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JUVENILE COURT 
5T ATISTI.CS :- 1966 

INTRODUCTION 

.-

. The statistics in this publication represent the volume of children I s 'cases disposed 
of by juvenile courts. 

These statistics are affected by several factors. For example, the ages of children 
and the types of cases over which courts have jurisdiction are established by State law 
and often vary in different States and sometimes vary within the same State. This dis­
crepancy affects the number of cases reported and, consequently, the comparability of 
the reports from the various courts. Also, the number of children IS cases reported by 
these different courts is influenced by the organization and scope of other agencies. For 
example, many community agencies adjust cases and refer them to other agencies rather 
than to juvenile courts; in other communities the juvenile court is one of the few agencies 
providing social services to children; and in places where social services for children 
are well established, the juvenile court is sometimes only one of many agencies dealing with 
children and is used only when its judicial authority is needed. Furthermore, whether 
or not a child eVer comes to the attention of the court is often decided by varying com­
munity and parental attitudes toward a child's behavior. 

Because of these and other limitations (many of which ar~ not statistically ~~sess­
able), juvenile coui"t statistics, when taken by themselves, cannot measure the ~ull extent 
of delinquency, dependency, 'or neglec't; and they can be particularly misleading \vhen 
used to compare one community and another. They do, however, indicate how frequently 
the juvenile court is utilized in dealing with such cases. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

' . 

Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic') 

Extent •••••••••••••••• 0 About 745,000 juvenile delinquency cases (excluding traffic of­
(Table 1) fenses) were handled by juvenile courts in the United Stat,es in 

1966. The estimated number of 'children involved in these cases 
(642,000) was somewhat lower, since in some instances t,he same 
child was referred inore tpan once during.the year. These chil­
dren represent 2.1 percent of all children pged'10 through 17 in 
the country. (Note: These data are not comparable to those re­
ported for years prior to 1957. Traffic offenses were not then 
separately identifiable and were included with other delinquency 
cases. See section on "Traffic Cases" below.) 

Trend .•••••••••••.• 0 ••• The year 1966 again showed an increase in delinquency cases 
(Tables 4, 7 and over the previous year. The increase for 1966 was 7 percent 

chart) while the child population aged 10 through 17 incr:eased by only 
2 percent. Thus, the upward trend noted every year beginning 
with 1949, except for '1961, still continues. And again, as in most 
previous years in the past decade, the increase in delinquency 
cases exceeded the Increase in the child population. This produced 
an overall increase in delinquency cases between 1957 and 1966 of 
69 percent--almost double the increase in the child population 
(35 percent). The increase in delin'quency 'cases in 1966 (7 per­
cent) was much higher than the increase of 2 percent noted the 
year before. In the'latter year, the -large segment of juveniles 
born in 1947 when birth rates were high moyed,out of the ~6 - and 
17 - year ranks into the age groups subject to criminal juris­
diction. The 16- and 17-year-olds contribute heavily to court 
delinquency cases. 

Birth rates dropped after 1947, and rose again in 1950. Those 
born in that year are again swelling the 16-year-old group and 
could account for the relatively high delinquency increase in 1966. 

While the overall national increase in 1966 was 7 'percen't, 
semi-urban and rural courts both experienced increases almost 
twice that amount--13 percent. 

. . . 
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Nationally, there was a 7-percent increase both in boys' cases 
and in girls' cases. Among the different types of courts, however, 
·there was no consistent pattern: in urban courts, girls' delin­
quency cases increased 7 percent as compared to 4 percent for 
boys'; in semi-urban courts, girls'. cases increased'7pe:z:cerit and 
boys' 14 percent .. 

As mentioned earlier, juvenile court delinquency statistics 
cited here mainly show how frequently the juvenile court is util­
ized in dealing with juvenile delinquency. But do juvenile court 
delinquency cases adequately reflect trends in actual "juvenile 
'delinquents"? Would not police arrests of juveniles be a better 
indicator since they do not have several of the limitations of juve­
nile court data? We have found:hat both series of data--police 
arrests of juveniles reported by the Federal Bureau of Investi­
gation, and juvenile. ~ourt delinquency,cases reported here-'-show 
a remarkable similarity in their trends over a iong period ;( time' 
despite their differences in definitions,' units of count, extent of 
coverage, etc. Both figures surged upward during World war II, 
fell off sharply in the immediate post-war years, and then began 
to climb again. Their trends have been steadily upward since 
1949, with the exception of the slight decrease in court delinquency 
ca ses in 1961. In 1966, the increa ses were identical--7 percent in 
both police juvenile arrests and in delinquency court cases. 

In juvenile court delinquency trend data, each offense has 
an equal weight. Sillce juvenile delinquency cases cover a wide 
variety of offenses--from very trivial to very serious--and since 
the offenses are not weighted, might not the upward trend reflect 
merely an increase in minor offenses? To examine this, one needs 
to rely upon the data on police arrests.of juveniles reported by 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation since they include information 
on offenses -committed, whereas juvenile court statistics do not. 
In its Uniform Crime Reports--1966, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation reported that arrests of juv~niles under 18 y~a!s of. 
age for all types of offenses combined increased 59' percent 
henveen' 1960 and 1966. For a group of serious offenses'selected 
as being most reliably reported (criminal homicide, forcible rape, 
robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny and auto theft), 
the combined increase was 54 percent--not too different from 
the increase for all offenses. When offenses against the person 
(homicide, forcible rape, aggravated assault and robbery), gen­
erally accepted as being most serious, are selected from the 
reliably reported group, the increase is 78 percent. It cannot be 
assumed, therefore, that the upward trend in juvenile delinquency 
as determined from police arrest data is due primarily to' an 
increase in minor offenses. All groups of offenses seem to be 
increasing, with the more serious ones showing somewhat higher 
increases. 
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Sex ratio •••••• 0 0 ..... Delinquency remains prima'rily a boys' problem. They are referred 
(Table 1) to court four times as often as girls. 

Manner of ......•.... . Cases handled nonjudicially, i.e., without filing a petition, are' , ~ 
handling . included in the data of t?i,s'repo·rt. Over'har~ of,the'd~linquency 
'(T3.ble 2) cases in '1966 were disposed of in this \ya.y. the proportion of 

cases handled nonjudicialiy was higher in urban and semi-urban 
courts than in rural courts, owing perhaps to the availability of 
specialized intake or probation staff in the larger courts. (For a 
discussion of nonjudicial disposition of cases, see Standards for 
Juvenile and Family Courts, Children's Bureau Publication No. 
437, U.S. Government Printing Office, 1966, pp. 57-60). 

Rates in urban •• •..• The rate of delinquency cases (i.e., the number of cases per 
and rural areas 1,000 child,population aged 10 through 17) was almost three times 
(Tabl.e 3) higher in predominanely urban areas than in rur'a1 areas. Courts 

in urban areas handled two-thirds of all the delinquency cases in 
the country. 

Extent ..... It * ••••••••• 
(Table 5) 

T r off ice a s e s 

About 523,000 traffic cases were disposed of by juvenile courts 
in 1966 in addition to the 745,000 juvenile delinquency cases. 
These traffic cases 'involved roughly 451,000 different children 
or 1.5 percent of the child population. They do not represent 
all juvenile traffic cases but only those coming to ,the attention of 

'juvenHe courts. . . 

Change from ••••••• 0 Juvenile court traffic cases, like cte!linquency cases, showed an 
previous year increase in 1966 over 1965. The 14 percent increase was double 
(Tablp, 6) the 7 percent increase in delinquency cases. Semi-urban courts 

experience the greatest increase in traffic cases--24 percent. 

I' 



" Other Cases 

Depende'ncy and ••. Most' juvenile €ourts'have jurisdiction over C'burt actions involv-' 
neglect ing dependent and 'neglected children as well as aelinque'nt chi1~ 
(Tables 8-10) dren. Dependency and neglect cases in the United States totaled 

161,000 in 1966, an increase of 3 percent over 1965. While the 
number of dependency and neglect cases in these courts has gen­
erally moved upward since 1951, the rate per 1,000 child popu­
lation has remained fairly constant over the past two decades. 
In 1966, the rate was 2.3. 

Special pro- .~ ••••• 
ceedings . 
(Appendix Table) 

A small proportion of cases involve adoption,' cu:stody: consent 
to marry and other lI,sflecia1 proC'eedings." Not all courts handle 
s'uch cases. 
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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' whith, drawn from the Current Population Su:rvey Sam'ple 
of the Bureau of the Census, is representative of the country as a whole. For this 
sample, the United States was first divided into about 2,000 primary sampling units, 
each consisting of a county or a number of contiguous counties, such as those in a 
standard metropolitan area. The 2,000 primary sampling units were then subdivided 
into 230 groups, each consisting of a set of sampling units as much alike as possible 
as to regional location, population density, percent of nonwhite population, rate of 
growth, etc. From each group a single primary sample unit was selectee... at random, 
resulting in 230 sampling units in which 494 courts were located. (For a more de­
tailed description of the Current ,Populatioh Survey- Sample, ,see" .Curren): 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 courts serving populations of: 
Type of All 
court courts 100,000 50,000- 20,000- 10,000- Under 

or over 99,999 49,999 19,999 10,000 

Total .............. 494 187 73 122 59 53 

Urban. '" ............... 202 151 21 26 1 3 
Semi-urban ............ 161 36 46 53 10 16 
Rural ....... , ........... 131 - 6 43 48 34 

. 
'. ,. 

2. Data on dependency and neglect cases are based ~n 1882 courts rep~~tii1g' on' such 
cases to the Children's Bureau. These courts included in their jurisdictions almost 
three-fourths of the child population under 18 years of age. 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. 
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DEFINITION OF TERMS 

Juvenile delinquency cases are those referred to courts for acts defined in [he statutes 
of the ,State az the violation of·a State·law or municfpal'ordinance by children 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 delinquent himself or of the community. This 
broad definition of delinquency includes conduct which violates the law only when com­
mitted by children, e.g., truancy, ungovernable behavior, and running away. Also included, 
but reported separately, are traffic violations whenever a juvenile court has jurisdiction 
in such cases. 

Dependency and neglect cases cover neglect or inadequate care on the part of parents or 
guardians, e.g., lack of adequate care at, support ,resulting from the dea,th, abs~nce, or 
physical or mental incapacity of the parents;. abandonment or desertion; abuse or cruel 
treatment; and improper or inadequate condition in the home. . . 

Special proceedings cover cases involving children in court for other than delinquency, 
dependency or neglect, e.g., adoption, institutional commitments for special purpos~s, 
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 an operation on a child. 

A "unit of count" is a case actually disposed of by a court. Such a case is counted each 
time a child is referred to court during the year on a ~ referral in delinquency, de­
pendency, neglect, or in special proceedings. Referrals for alleged or adjudged de­
linquency cases are also included. 

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 mor€j for "semi-urban courts," 30 to 69 percent; for "rural courts, II under 30 percent. 
Since 1960, data from the 1960 .decennial ·census are used to de'termine the "type" of 
court. 

Method of handling' cases is classified into judicial and nOnjUdicial, sometimes :.ref~rred 
to as official and unofficia'l, "Judicial cases" are those wher'e the court hasac;ted on the 
basis of a petition or motion; '.'nonjudicial cases," consequently, are those cases which 
have been adjusted by the judge, referee, probation officer, or other officer of the court 
without the invocation of the COUrt'S jurisdiction through petition or motion. 
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SUMMARY TABLES 

Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) 
" 

Table 1. --NU:MBER OF DELINQUE}l"CY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) DISPOSED OF 
BY JUVENILE COURTS, m'UTED STATES, 1966 

Total Boys Girls 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TotaL ••...•..... 745,000 100 593,000 ,10O 152,000 100 

Urban ....... ~ .......•.. 490,000 I 66 380,800 64 109,200 7-2 
Semi-urban ..•....•..... 206,500 

! 
.28 i71,600 . 29 34,900 23 

Rural ....••..........•.. 48,500 6 4(1,600 7 7,900' 5 . . -

Table 2, -- MANNER OF HANDLlliG DELINQUENCY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) 
DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1966 

Total Judicially Nonjudicially 
Type of court 

Nun:ber Ferce:m. Nun.ber Percent Nurr.ber Percent 

'Total ••.••..•.••••••••• 745,000 100 35?,500 4$ 387,500 52 

Urban ••••.•••.••••••••. 490,000 100 240,900 49 249,100 51 
Semi-urban •...••••.•.•• 206,500 100 .87,3~0 42 119,200 58 
RuraL ••••..•.•••..•.•• 48,500 100 29,300 60 19,200 40 

Table 3. --RATE OF DELlliQUENCY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC).DISPOSED OF BY 
JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATF.S, 1986 . 

-
Rate per 1,000 ~opulationa 

Type of court Age Jurisdiction of court 
All courts 

Under 18b Under 16 Under 17 

Urban ••••.•.••..•.•.... 36.1 28.2 35.1 39.3 
Seroi-urban .•••......•.. 26.9 13.7 22.1 30.6 
Rural. ..•••..•.•••.•••• 12.8 3.3 11.3 15.6 

a These differentia;!. rates are calculated on the basis of the 1960 ('hild :PO}Julation at risk; 
that ia, from ace JD to the ur.per lir..it 01' the ccurt I s jurisdicti('n.· • 

b A slf.all nun1ber of courts having Jurisuict.ion>J.nder 21 ye!U.·s of age are included here. The 
number of cases involved does not seriously affect the rates of the courts in this colUIT~. 
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Table 4. --PERCENT CHANGE IN DELINQUENCY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) 
DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1965-1966 

Type of court Total Boys Girls Judicial Nonjudicial 
cases cases 

-
Total ••••••••••..••.•••••.•••• +7 +7 +7 +9 +5 

I . 
Urban •••••••.•.•••••••.•.••••••••• +4 +4 +7 +5 +3 
Semi-urban •••••••••••••••••••••.•• +)3 +14 +7 +19 ,- +8 
RuraL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• +)3 +)3 +)3 +22 ( a) 

a Less than 0.5 percent change. 

Traffi~ Cases 

Table 5, --NUMBER AND MANNER OF HANDLING TRAFFIC CASES DISPOSED OF BY 
JUVENILE COURTS, UN1TED STATES, 1966a 

Total Judicially Nonjudicially 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ••••••••••••••••••••••• 523,000 100 l24,000 100 399,000 100 

Urban .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 390,000 75 83,000 67 307,000 77 
Semi-urban •••••..•••••••••••••••••• 111,000 21 24,000 19 87,000 22 
Rural •••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 22,000 4 17,000 14 5,000 1 

a Estimates revised from previous year. 

Table 6. ·--PERCENT CHA..'N'GE IN TRAFFIC CASES DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, 
UNITED STATES, 1965-1966 

. JUdicial" Nonjudicial 
TYlle of court , Total. " cases . 'cases - . 

Total ••••.•••.••.••..•••..•••• +14 +14 +14 

Urban •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• +11 +)3 +11 
Semi-u':rban .•••••.•••••••••.•••.••.. +24 +24 +24 
Rural ••••.•.•••••••••••••••••••..•. +1.5 +4 +93 
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Table 7, --TREND IN DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS 
UNITED STATES, 1940-1966 ' 

Delinquency casesa Child population 
Year of U.S, (10-17 . Including traffic . E~clUding ·traffic ie;arq 'of'a~e)b 

. 
1940 •••••••.••••.••••.•••• 200,000 19,138,000 
1941 ••..•.••.•••••••••..••• 224,000 18,916,000 
1942 •••••••.•••••••••••..• 250,000 18,648,000 
1>943 •.••.••••••••••••••.•• 344,000 18,309,000 
1944 •••••••.•••••••••••••• 330,000 17,738,000 

1945 •.•••••••••••••••••••• 344,000 17,512,OGO 
1946 ••••.••••..•••.•..•••. 295,000 17,419,000 
1947 ••••.••.• n •••••••••••• 262,000 17,344,000 
1948 .•••.••.•.•.••..•.•••. 254,000 17,314,00Q 
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 •••••...•.•••••••.•••• 374,000 18,980,000 
1954 ••••..••••••.•.•...••• 3.95 ,000 19,551,OOO 

1955 •••••••••.••.•••••.••• 431,000 20,112,000 
1956 •.••.•••••••••••.••.•• 520,000 20,623,000 
1957 •••••••.•••.••••••..•• 603,000 440,000 22,173,000 
1958 •.•••••••••.•••••••••• c 703,000 473,000 23,443,000 
1959 •••••••••••••••••••••• c 773,000 483,000 24,607,000 

1960 ••••••••••••••.••••••• 813,000 510,000 25,364,000 
1961 .••••••..••••••••••••• 801,000 503,000 26,029,000 
1962 •••• , ••••••••..••..••• 867,000 555,000 26,962,000 
1963 •••••.••••.••••••.•••• 967,000 601,000 28,031,000 
1964 ••••••.•••••••••.•.••• 1,128,000 686,000 29,189,000 

J.965 •••.•.•...••.••••••••• 1,157,000 697,000 29 ).479,000 
1966 ••••••••••. _ .' ••••••• I • 1,268,000 745,000 30', 088, 000 

a Data for 1955-1966 estimated from the na;tional,sample 'of ,juv;':Cd.le courts. Data 
prior to 1955 estimated·by the Children's Bureau, based on reports from a comparable 
group of courts. Inclusion of data for Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not 
materially affect the trend. 

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

c Much of the increase is accounted for in one State by administrative change in the 
method of handling juveni.le traffic cases. 
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Dependency and Neg lect Cases 

Table 8. --NUMBER AND RATE OF DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES DISPOSED OF . 
. BY JUVENILE COURTS,' UNITED STATES, 1966a 

Rate per 1,000 child populationb 
Number 

Type of court of All Age jurisdiction of court 
cases I courts I I Under 16 Under 17 I Under 18c I 

Urban ....................... 112,000 .3.3 2.2 ; 4.0 3.3 . 
Send-urban .................... 36;000, 2.6 1.8 ,. 2.8 2.9 
Rural .......................... 13,000 1.7 '1.2 . 1.6 2.0 

a 
Estimates based on data from 1,882 courts whose jurisdictions include al-

n~st three-fourths percent of the child population under 18 years of age. 
b Calculated 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. 
C A 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, 1965-1966 a 

. 
~ . 'Judicial .NGlnjudic~al , Type of.court Total cases cases 

Total ....................... +3 -3 . +16 

Urban ........................... +3 -2 +17 
SelIli-uxban .................. +3 -4 +21 
Rllral ......................... -6 -3 -13 

a Estimates based on data from 1,676 courts reporting both years whose ju­
risdiction inclUde over two-thirds of the child population under 18 years of 
age. 

, .. ,' 
j 
i 
r 



, . "';'':'''';'''' '."'" .. .......:."~-"'" .. ,-"-,, .. ,.;,.;;;:.....~ .,--.,-~,--",;. ,~~ ___ !d]~; I 

,[ 
Table 10. --'rREND IN DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES DISPOSED OF BY 

JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1946-1966 

rear 

19~6 C! •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1947 ............. 0 ••••••••••••••• 

1948 ............................ . 
1.949 .........•................... 
1950 ............................ . 

1951 ............................ . 
1952 ........ ' .................... .. 
1953 ............ a- ••••••••••••••• ~. 
1954 ..... &0 •••• " ••••••••••••••••••• • 

1955 ............................ . 

1956 ......................... c •••• 

1957 .......................... II •• 

1958 ............................ . 
1959 ................ e ••••••••• o •• 

1960 ............................ . 

1961 ............................ . 
1962 ............................ . 
1963 ............................ . 
1964 ....................•........ 
1965 ............................ . 

1966 ................ II!: ••••••••••••••• 
~" . ~ 

, Dependency and 
neglec;!t c.ases a 

101,000 
104,000 
103,000 

98,000 
93,000 

97,000 
, 88,000 
l,D3, 000' 
103,000 
106,000 

105,000 
114,000 
124,000 
128,000 
131,000 

140,000 
141,500 
146,000 
'150,000 
157,000 

161,000 

Child population 
of U. S. 

(under'18 'years: 
, . o~,8ge) ~ , 

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

48,598,000 
50,296,000 
5J;, 987, OCO 
53,737,000 
55,568,000 

57,377,000 
59,336,000 
61,238,000 
63,038,000 
64,553,000 

65,959,000 
67,444,000 
68,855,000 
70,228,000 
70,431,000 

70,665,,000 

a Data for 1955-66 estimated from cou'ts serving about two-thirds of , 
the child population under 18 years of age in the United states. Data' . 
prior ta 1955 estimated by the Children's Bureau, based on reports from 
a smaller but comparable group of oourts. Inclusion of estima"ces .for 
Alaska and Hawaii oeginning in 1960 does not materially affect trend. 
b Data based on estimates from Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department 

of Commerce (Current Population Report, Series P-25). 
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APPENDIX 
CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE 

COURTS REPORTING FOR 1966a 

Area served by ~curtb 

ALABM.~: 
Jefferson Co. (Eirmi~..;r.am) •••••••• 
Ilsdison Co. (Huntsvillei •••••••••• 
Mobile Ce. :~::>bil~) ••••••••••••••• 
,llintgQ!!);!ry Co. O.tcr.tgfJmery~'O., ...... 
1'usceloosa Co. (='eloosa) ••••••• 
62 s:tlal.1. courts ........................ . 

ALASKA: 
7 0=1 OOl:rts •••••••••••••••••••• 

ARlZO:1A: 
1 small court ...... , ....................... . 

AP..iW~.AS: 
PulaSki Co. (Little Rook) ••••••••• 
27 £::I.al!. courts ......................... .. 

CALlFORllIA: 
Alru:>eda CO. (Cakland: ••••••••••••• 
COntra Costa Co. (Richmond) ••••••• 
Fresno Co. (Fresr.';;, .............. 'O ........ .. 

Hu::l.1:old't Co. ~E'J:eka " ........... 'O .......... .. 

Kern Co. (Eakers:ield; •••••••••••• 
Los Angeles Co. ~Los .A..'1gclesJ .......... 
Uarin CO. (Ross Velley) ••••••••••• 
lIonterey Co. (Salinas) .................... .. 
Orar.ge Co. (Anehemj .................... . 
Riverside Co. (P.iverside) ••••••••• 
Sacra::ento Co. (Sacra.~nto} ........ . 
Son BC!'T.a.""din-:. Ce. (5. Eernardino~ 
Sen D!eg:J Cc... \Sa."'i !liefO:' •••••••• 0-

San F'rll:l~1GC;l Ce. \SGn Frll.'l;!iscQ, .. 
San Joaq!dn C~ ... ':too6t~n) ........ .. 
San Uateo Cea. {San JklteoJ ........... . 
Snnta Barb!i!"B Co. ~SD.nts Earbara' .. 
Santn Claro Co. (Snn JOOOi ......... . 
Solano Co. !VelleJo) •••••••••••••• 
Sonoma C;). (Santa P..:.!H],) .................. .. 
Stanish:!!! Co. ·.I/.ode,~cl ........ .. 
Tulare Co. (Vi.elia; •••••••••••••• 
Ventura Co. (Cxnard} ................. to ..... .. 

3~ SlIl6ll courts ••••••••••••••••••• 

COIn!rorICur : 
First District (Bridgepon) ••••••• 
Second DistrIct (He" Haven) ••••••• 
Third Dis t.riet (Had foro l ........ . 

DEUYfA!lE: 
New Castle Co. (Wilclngton) ••••••• 
1 lSmal~ court ................................... .. 

DISTRICT OF .coLUMBIA: 
WlUihington (CHy) ••••.••••• " •••••• 

'I'LORIDA: 
2revnrd Co. OleUourr •• ) ••••••••••• 
Broward Co, ~rO=t. Lauderdale , ••••• 
Do.:Ie Co. 'l:InrJ. •••••••••••••••••• 
Duvel Co. (Jacksenv.~lle) •••••••••• 
Escwnbia Co. (PeMacela) •••••••••• 
Itillsbcro'"Oh Ce. (T8l:Ipa .......... . 
OrIlll8C Co. (Orlando, •••••••••••••• 
Pell!! Bc.~h Co. (W. Pallo. !leach) •••• 
Pincllll3 Co, {St. Petcrcburg} " ... .. 
Polk Co. (Lakeland) .............. . 
V01Wli6. Co. (D(l,Ytona a.ach) ••••••• 
56 crna.ll cour tn .... 0-" ......................... .. 

GroRGIA: 
D1t.b Co. (U.lcc.n)" ............................ " .. 
Chatham Co. (SaVllMalll •••••••••••• 
Cobb Co. (Mariett.) ••••••••••.••••• 
DeKelb Co. (Decatur) •••••••••••••• 
Fulton Co. (/ltllll,t.) •••••• , ••••••• 
)kw~og~o Co. {C"l:I':>bmj .......... . 
Ricbl:lond CO. (AJ(!""ta; •••••••••••• 
126 amnl~ courto .... ,. .................... . 

IlAWAll: 
First. Circuit (Honolulu) ........ .. 

IDAIIO: 
1 c::ell court ••••••••••••••••••••• 

N!e under 
which 

court has 
o~iginal 

Jurisdiction 

c 16, 18 
16 
16 

c 16, lB 
16 
16 

IB 

IB 

18 
IB 

C21. 
c21. 
c 21 
c 21 
c21. 
" 21 
c 21 
c 21 
021 
c21. 
c 21 
~21. 

c21. 
c 21 
c 21 
c21. 
c 21 
c21. 
"21 
021 

• c 21 
c21. 
c 21 
c21. 

16 
16 
16 

18 
18 

18 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

J.7 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

18 

18 

JUDICIAL CJ,SES 
1-----,------;-
D<;linquency 

(e",ept 
trafric~ 

1/SJl 
686 
3t.8 
358 
250 

1,289 

591 

91 

2O~ 
719 

2,~2 
1,082 
1,402 

122 
9W 

10,9£1 
353 
483 

2,92~ 
1,267 
1,487 
1,754 
.J,C.3S 
1,fAB 

7-)6 
.1,(XlJ 

470 
1,9J.8 

366 
327 
544 
523 
715 

2,916 

371 
39B 
560, 

3,652 
620 

3,853 

531 
1,279 
2,343 

964 
826 

1,395 
642 
B.:l8 
7C7 
458 
371 

4,987 

371 
U';) 
6)0 

1,712 
2,!i73 
1,21,2 

Jd9 
3,750 

2,1)2 

Dependency Speciel 
Traffic and Pro-

50 
12 

3 

7 
48 

6 

472 
24 

40~ 

2 
11 

342 
15 
15 

124 
15 
33 
67 
43 
31 
23 
lJ 
11 
39 
18 

6 
25 
18 

89 

(d) 
(d) 
(d) 

1,794 
456 

499 

399 
456 

S6 
1,3:Jl 

55E 
1,615 

239 
234

1 

1,588 
815 

6J 
2,7'" 

29 

165 
511 

1,00 
159 

12 
566 

970 

Neglect ccedings 

B12 
55 

475 
lJ6 
141 

1,206 

75 

16) • 
lJ2 

625 
350 
426 

73 
336 

2,;27 
145 
106 
556 
380 
695 
733 

1,2~9 
842 
2S) 
m 
124 
7B1 
194 
208 
427 
laB 
154 

1,245 

463 
406 
603 

362 

187 
4'B 
724 

1,01.4 
1,14) 
2,39l 

6..."7 
275 
252 
213 
llB 

1,7;)5 

147 
171 
Dl 
1.21 

1,154 
214 
15') 
795 

226 

6 
1.3' 

64 
2 

II 

1 
216 

2 
2 
7 

12 

S 
18 

7 
2 
4 
2 

1 
4 

12 

488 
750 
543 

399 

15 
149 
405 
202 
78 

124 
1D 

58 
325 

24 
86 

In 

102 

935 

3 
32 

426 

860 

Dclinq..:ency 
,(except 
tre.!'ficj 

613 
29 

714 
538 
31 

393 

360 

514 

403 
106 

6,845 
2,506 
l,Ct:2 

e94 
2,&01 
e./~2? 
1,(;21 
lJ8~1 
4, I?\:; 
2,135 
4,332 
2,:<-1 
5,(,8J 
3,341 
1,292 
1,833 

<'97 
4,851 

403 
1,~7 

935 
427 

1,540 
9,32B 

(f) 
Cr; 

427 
1,a32 
1,7:.8 
4,C40 

788 
l,€J.6 
1,007 
1,950 
1,443 

758 
1,6~J 
J,l'lS 

598 

~20 
:1,271 

141 
986 

111, 

NONJUDICm c,;s:;s 

Depeooency 
Trnffic and 

18 
2 

24 
21 

418 

16,~9 
26 

629 I 
1.,297 ~ 

7,200 I 
139,458 . 

61 1 
24,~1 
f,,~51 
7,m5 
9,816 I 

24,237 I 

I 3,79!i I 
16 I 

I 6,326: 
. 3,457 I 

D,6CO I 
l~ I 

1,5i~ I 
3,a9 I 
5,335 I 
8,217 I 

(d) 
Cd) 
(d) 

28 

202 
2,510 

5 
21 
8 

575 
1.16 

9S 
1 

56 
421 

1,04" 

80 

Ueglect 

337 
J 

245 

4 
23 

145 
35 

1,430 
540 
435 
165 
5l.S 
5~:; 

27J 
lE5 

1,112 
5aO 
963 

1,037 
2,~29 
1,640 

351 
570 
149 

1,913 
23~ 
327 
503 
219 
27f. 

1,946 

• 3. 

% 
1J 051 

40 
2,371 

549 
295 
45 

457 
8 

232 
311 
!i13 

588 

10 

Speciel 
Pro­

ceedings 

81 

493 
22 
10 

5 
19 

845 
15 
1 

10 
7 

23 
4 

191 
35 

5 
7 

50 
140 

4 
10 

2 
3 

19 
42 

1 

1 

154 
27 

" 



APPENDIX 
CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE 

COURTS REPORTlliG FOR 1966a--(continued) 

.Area served .1::.: courtb 

ILLINOlS: 
Cook Co. (Chicago) •••••••••••••••• 
DuPage Co. (york, ••••••••••••••••• 
Kane Co. (Aurcraj ................................ .. 
Lake Co. (\1auke.;o.!1~ ............................ .. 
UadlDon Co. (A!.ton; ............................ .. 

. Peoria Co. ~rcor:I.t1J ............................ . 
st. Clair C~. (x:. St. Louis) •••.•• 
Will Co. (Joliet) ••••••.•••••••••• 
'l1nnel;ogo Co. (P..ockrord; •••••••••• 
12 f:I:l3.11 courts ............................... . 

INDL\lIM 
Allen Co. (Fort Yieyr.c) •••••••••••• 
Delaware Co. (UuIl..!iej .......... : ........... .. 
El~t Co. (El,...h"'"tj ••••••••••••• 
LalteCo. (Gery) ••••••••••••••••••• 
Uadison Co. (A.~er3cn~ ...................... .. 
~ion Co. (lndiar.apolis) ........ . 
St. Jocet:h Co. \S::.u~h Eend) ............ .. 
Va!lderburg Co. (Evansville) ..... .. 
Villo Co. (Terre Haute; ......... .. 
63 I3!!I.!l1l CO\lr"tB ..................... . 

I(WIA; 
Black l'.aw},: Co. (Waterloo) ...... .. 
Linn Co. (Cedar Rapids) .......... . 
Polk Co. {Des ).t;.,inesl ............ . 
Scot.t Co. (Davenpon) ............ . 
Woodl:ury Co. (Sicux Cityi ........ . 
72. .::all courts .................. . 

W~AS: 
Joh.'lSon Co. (Prairie View; ...... .. 
Sedgwick Co. (Wichita ............ . 
Shawnee Co~ t~c~ekai""""""""OO."""" 
Wyandotte Co. (Kllrulll!l Ci-.y) ...... . 
91 :mnll court .................. .. 

mmJ=K1: 
Jefferscn Co. (Louisville) ....... . 
Kenton Co. (CoV1netcni ........... . 
98 soall ccurts ................................. .. 

LOUISL\lIA: 
Caddo Pnrish (Shreveport) ....... .. 
East Baton Rouge (Eaton Rouge) .. .. 
Jefferson Pnrish (Cretna, ....... .. 
Orleans Parish (!lew Orlear"') .... .. 
4th District (OU.chit.) ......... .. 
9th. Di.trict (Rapid.s) .......... .. 
41 = court .................. .. 

!.!AllIE: 
Aroostook CG'. (Presque Isle) ..... . 
Penobscot Co. (!langor) ........... . 
13 scall courts .............. , .... ~ ............. .. 

1l.AP.YLA..J:O:' 
Anne Arundc:' Co. (An."lnpolia; ......... .. 
BBJ:ti~ore {City~ ................... oo ..... .. 

Balt.1J:lOre Co. (Ca.'"lt.onsvillc; ••• , .. 
funtco::ery Co. (Silver Spring, ••• , 
!>:rince Cleere.ls Co. (Hya1.tsvillc;, 
19 n::all court ................... . 

II.ASSAClIUSEITS:g 
1lostcn: 
Boston (Central Section) ....... .. 
Ilrightc" ........................ . 
Charlest.own .................................... .. 
Dorcheotet ••••••••••••••• '" .... . 
East Eoaton ..................................... .. 
South Eoot::m ................ ~ ................ oo 

Weat. /lOxl;1U"/ ................... .. 

DISTRICT: 
Worcester Central (Worceater) .... 
E. lIorColk {("iimy: •••••••••••••• 
E. MidJlcocx, lst i/.!nldonl ..... .. 
Lnwrencc (Lnwronce J ................. . 
Lowell (to1fcll} .......... oo ••••••••• 

Bristol, 2rd (Fall River) ...... .. 
Southern £aoex (~) .......... .. 

A(;e uoo~r 
.hich 

court hll!l 
odginal 

Jurisdiction 

c 17, 18 
c 1'1, 18 
c 17, lS 
c 17, Ig 
c 17, 18 
c 17, 18 
c 17, 18 
o 17, 15 
c 17, 18 
o 17, IB 

18 
16 
18 
18 
1B 
18 
18 
IB 
18 
IB 

IS 
IB 
IB 
18 
IB 
IB 

1.9 
18 
IB 
18 
18 

18 
IB 
18 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

17 
17 
17 

18 
16 
18 
18 
13 
IB 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

JUDICIAL. CIG'::.3 

Delinquency 
(except Traffic 
trafflci 

8,920 
116 

89 
532 

90 
B2 

134 
70 

1,677 
292 

3BO 3 
386 2 

• 100 ·1 
559 2 
19;) --

2,348 3 
140 
517 
2r:rI 

2,828 230 

ll9 (d) 
682 (d) 
427 Id ) 237 d) 
152 (d) 
913 (d) 

136 133 
1,086 203 

260 20 
257 91 

1,662 622 

3,005 
539 11 

3,750 1,7l0 

2.34 736 
59B 1,293 
652 594 

1,&\6 3,B79 
195 • 103 

41 51 
3,311 1,59B 

243 11. 
197 60 
"l03 30' . 
962 

5,219 
2,010 

B~2 2,931 
2,402 
1,936 

1,279 (e) 
62 (e) 
65 (e) 

373 Ce' 
102 (0) 
Iv(' (e) 
416 (e' 

1,120 <e' 
4;)2 (e) 
.:J<\3 (ej 
211 (e' 
248 (e' 
341 (e) 
379 . (e' 

Depeooency Special. Delin"w,noy 
and - Pre- . (except 

Negleet ceedings traffici 

4,109 
58 

J.3L.. 
2BC 

50 
100 

B3 
215 
331 
IB2 

2 
131 

:;0 
BS 

--
4<Jo:; 

261 

184 

94 
42 

245 
9? 
14 

745 

94 
256 
172 

38 
.Y.9 

1,C2? 
&\ 

836 

lOa 
11.9 

67 
41,1, 

.121 
3 

1,122 

181 
2,2£5 

463 
213 
375 
736 

351 

86 
185 
J..61. 
250 

14 

!4 

5 

~. 

4 
37 

ltn 

1 
12 

4 
3 

!4 

75 
26ll 

239 

5 
100 
271 

17 
138 

5-) 
126 

70 
276 
31 

522 
299 

719 
202 
~ 
517 
2!:J 

22 
185 
62B 
132 

2,638 

622 
llJ 
894 
525 
263 

2,7l.7 

675 
14 

€I9 
1,350 
1,159 

1,848 
f;19 
574 

423 
916 

4,751 
362 

7 
3,90(.1, 

IJepeooency 
Traffic em 

Neglect 

12 
11. 
.4 

1 

10 
1 

43 

(d) 
(d) 
(d) 
{di 
Cd) 
(d' 

II 
140 

99 
17 

395 

365 

55 
460 

11 

61. 

2 

1· 
12 

1 

1 

41 

14 
47 
24 
BJ 
8 

573 

lC4 
4 

141 
121 

98 

311 

291 

101 

653 
51 
36 

579 

32. 

32 

.,-

Speci8l. 
Pro­

·ceedings 

23 

8 

388 

16 

9 

2 
2 
8 

14 
1 

3D 

2 

208 

• 50· 

15 
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APPENDIX 
CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE 

COURTS REPORTING FOR 1966a-.-(continued) 

Age lUXler JUDICIAL. CA..."ES NOli JUDICIA!" CASFS 

Area.- served'" by courtb 
'Which 

court has Delinquemy Depen:lency Special. Delinq.uency Dependency Special. 
origir.al. (except Traffic and Pro- (except Traffic and Pro-

jurisdiction traffic) Neglect ceedines traffic; Neglect ceedings 

UAS5A:Ht.SEl'TS--Continued 

DISTRlCT--Continued 
Sprineficld (Srringfield) •••••••• 17 517 (e) (t) 
Brist:>l, 3rd (N." Be:lford, ....... '17 454 (e) (f) 
E. ~!id:l1csex, 3rd (Cacbridge; .... .17 399 (e) (t) 
<:. Middlesex, 4th (Wobllr:l) ....... 17 309 (e) (f) 
::o~th :;:Jr!",lk {','{ellesley) .....•.. 17 202 (e) (r) 
Eo£i:eX', 1st (Balec} ••••••••••••••• 17 186 (el (r) 
E. M!.ddlesex 2rd (Waltham} •••.••• 17 255 (e) (r) 
51 5::i5.l1 coarts ..•...•........... 17 5,688 (e) (f) 

MIC!lIClJI: .-Bay Co. IEay Ci.y) ................ 17 ],40 18 102 6 562 
Berrien Co. (5en~on Hart,,)r ......... !7 220 39 170 -- 484 J_ 

Cal.tc>un CO. (Ea~tle Creek,' •••••••• 27 349 243 141 75 678 
ceneaee ::.0. lFlint) ............... 1 17 681 356 396 
Inghan Co. (Lansing~ ............... 17 427 284 249 18 
Jackson Co. (Jaokson) ............. 17 259 175 166 11 17 
Kal!l::llZ:>o C". (::al""'o<oo) ......... 17 199 92 167 6E6 1,112 
Kent Co. (Grand Ra;;ids; ........... 17 325 176 293 102 2,602 
l!aco::!b Co. (ilattenl ............... 17 836 234 525 521 2,702 
U.::nroe Co. (l.bnroc; .•••..........• 17 111 114 123 1 321 
!.t.lskee.:to Co. (!.~ke<<o": ........... "1.7 204 144 156 473 553 
Oakla.."irl Co. (Fontia'l ~ •••••• " ••••• 17 844 371 740 1,747 4,895 
Saginaw~. (Sag-ina") .................. 17 2G6 218 177 159 1,210 
st. Clair Co. (Port !luron: ........ 17 114 83 77 9 353 
'/layne Co. (Detroit; ............... 17 2,717 2,085 1,669 3,501 13,793 
67 s::all courts .................................. 17 2,680 1,408 1,468 779 5,79B 

la!~:z.JG7A:g 
Henne:t<1n Co. o.anneap~lis· .............. 19 3,417 5,687 
R=cy Co. (St. PoUl) ............. 1B 1,387 2,cla 
st. Louis Co. (J)JJ.uth, ............ 18 351 819 294 
84 =11 court .................... 18 6,865 7,271 1,112 

!.!ISSIESIPPI: 
Ilarrison Co. (Bilcxi) ............. 18 318 501. 6 
Hinds Co. {Jacl!soP/ ................ 18 241 112 306 1 13 
78 sl:al.l court .................... lB 1,624 20 811 1,150 16 466 

ltISCC:''RI: 
Greene Co. (5pringCieldj .......... 17 47 4 117 146 341 412 6 
Jackson Co. (Kar.saa City) ......... 17 1,611 239 351 589 1,7;9 1,585 512 19 
St. Lo::.!s Co. (University City) ... 17 1,712 66 476 616" 2,513 1,245 250 7 
st. Louis (City; .................. 17 1,054 476 865 4,125 2,616 379 39 
92 5"'1ll1 courts .... : .............. 17 1,708 769 703 1,351 2,782 1,378 331 21 

IlEBRASY.A: 
2 SttaU courts ................................ ,. 18 2 1 2 

tr:;w HtJ!i-'mIIRE~ 
Hlllsborou!:h Co. (Manope.ter City) 17 2 
58 ."",11 courta ................... 17 1,303 6f. 130 .5 129 4 
lID\' rcllSEY: 
At1antiQ Co. (Atlantic Cit:') ... : .. 18 589 :.': --
Bergen Co. (Fairlawn) ............. IB 2,21>!. 49 
Burllneton Co. r.l:cw HD-"lover ... ,.,. ..... 18 (1.2 18 46 4 
camen C~. (Camea) ............... 18 1,049 45 10 75 
Glouc~a.t.c:r C:l. (:k!~tford;,. ... ,.,.,.,.,. ,. 18 494 38 III 
l!1ddles." Co. (Edisonl ............ 19 1,936 180 109 166 76 
!.bn::).:uth Co. (lJ.l.ddleto",m: ......... IS 1,844 
).!orris Co. (Po.rsip?Il.'1;I-Troy P.11ls·: 18 651 419 

• Ocean Co. (Point PleOJ;lant; ........ 18 547 
2 v:::u:ul COllrta,.,.,. ••• ,,.,.,. ... ,..,. •••• ,. 18 ;314 6 103 103 73 67 IS8 

IIEW I.!EXICO:/J 
DcrMli 110 Co. (Albuquerque, •••••• IB 32b 73 2,701 4,903 
31 stnll coW'tu ................... 18 1,129 2,046 5,123 2,321 

/lEW YORK: 
Alban,y Co. (Alcany) ............... c 16 501 219 122 
Broom Co. (Binghaoton) ...... , .... c 16 219 198 174 
Chautauqua Co. (J""'eatown) ........ " 16 164 46 l<l3 
D'Jtchcon Co. (Pour.hkccpaioj ••••••• " 16 250 11 101 
'Erin C", {Buffalo),. I •• ,. ... ,. ••••• ,..,. " 16 1,746 297 752 1,72) 
11:1"1'00 Co. (Rochanter) ............ " It) 650 -- 113 550 l,O:;? Ul 
N""sau C.,. W"lll',..ntotld) ............ " l~ 634 /:3 827 1,17(' 90 
lie .. York (City) ................... u 16 10,346 3,401 2,661 ',610 
Ningo.ra Co. (lIinllara Falls) ....... " 16 133 '5 1(1. 437 3 
Oneida Co. (tJtico) ................ c 16 143 18 212 
OnondO!!" Co. (:;yrncuao) ........... c 16 356 173 370 1,171 131 
Orll.'lge Co. (/Iollburgh) ............. " 16. 276 (.1 11.3 
RcMselaer Co. (Troy; ............. c 16 210 46 73 122 10 

;: . ~1 . 
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APPENDIX 
CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALL Y BY ALL .JUVENILE 

COURTS REPORTING FOR 1966 a--(continued) 

A(;e Ujlder J'L'D~C:AL c;,..zs . ; !lQlIJUDIC;:,u. CJ..Xi3 .. 
which 

Delin'lw.:,cy Depe:n"ency Area Berved by court b court has - De;:.eodcnc:£, Special Delin;1lency 1 5; ... ,iO:-.... ..original (except Traffic • ern Pro- (except Tra.!'!'1c a!ld ?ro-
Jurisdiction trafficj !;eglect. ceedings l.ra£fic) t;egleot ceedings 

NEll' lUPJ{--Continued I Rockland Co. (Orangeto·.,,) ••••••••• 16 92 -- 21 120 239 -- 57 -
St. Lanence Co. (Lgdensburg) •.••• 16 1~ -- 140 98 -- -- -- --
Schenectady Co. {S.!t.ene~to.d:r J ....... " 16 151 -- 43 85 118 -- 49 --
SUffolk Co. (Islip' ••••••••••••••• 16 873 -- IlS 525 667 -- 73 --
Ulster Co. (Kine"toro' ............. 16 116 -- 3 79 -- -- -- --
Westchester Co. (Yenkers) ......... 16 365 -- 194 548 1,019 -- 29 --
39 s:::all courts ................... 16 1,629 -- 1,347 

I 
1,491 ill -- 155 --

NORTH CA!!CLIriA: 
Su.Y\Iloci.e Co. (Asheville) .......... 16 186 6 98 1 4 -- 6 --
Cll::1oorla:u Co. (FayelOteville) ••••• 16 135 3 159 4 5 -- Il --
Durham (C~. '" Ci~y ................ 16 289 6 15 -- 2 -- 1 --
Forsyth ... Co. ! \ianst';Jn~Sal;n} ......... l 16 251:' S :44 122 15 1 -- I 
GlUJton y';:J • ... Gastonia ...................... ' 16 220 7 109 147 .n - 21' 140 . 9 
G-..dJ..forj Co •. ~Grcerotoroj '" .......... ! 16 314 5 33 I 176 35S a. -- I 
Mecklenburg Co. (Charlotte) ••••••• I 16 423 4l, .. 02 1,14 ,649 5 120 3 
99 stl!lll courts ................... '. 16 2,453 68 .&;7 

I 
102 '365 12 62 13 

NORTrl DAKCTA, 'I . 
First. JUdicial Di"~rict (Fargo) ••• 18 68? 202 23 235 370 929 6 3 
5 BClall Judicial Districts ........ IS 273 6 159 27 2,626 2,,519 125 5 

OHIO: 
Allen Co. (= ................... 18 366 489 198 3 356 285 

I 
-- 15 

Butler Co. (1!ru:d1ton; ••••••••••••• 18 360 1,566 125 40 890 -- I --
Clark Co. (:':pri ll6field) ••••••••••• 18 159 77 157 -- 690 564 -- .-
Colunbinna Co. ,~. Liverpool) ••... 18 234 325 es -- 323 75 5 --
CUyahoga Co. (C1evela:ld; .......... 18 2,321 6,627 444 243 2,234 9 -- --
Franklin Co. (Colw:tus) ...••.•.... j 18 190 4,,003 631 40 719 - I 53 20 
Hen11ton Co. ~C1n:innati~ ......... 18 1,535 3,452 673 -- 3,661 -- 65 --
Lake Co. (Will=wbk; .............. I 18 215 42 142 1 532 678 -- -
Lorain Co. (Lorain; ••••••••••••••• 18 601 9C2 168 -- 1,:J21 11 I 1 1 
Lucas Co. (Tole:!o; ................ I 18 995 2,932 9 487 3,299 508 3 I 26 
Uahonin;; Co. C{cungstorn) ......... I 18 108 11 77 1 1,312 1,255 22 5 
Montg"""l"J Co. ;;)~:r.onJ ........... 18 1,010 3,Cll 185 179 3,087 1,,049 3 5 
RicbllUrl Co. (I.!>.'lSrieldj .......... I 18 431 587 83 -- 25 43 -- --
Stark Co. (Canton; ................. I 18 599 1,114 17J 1 -- _. -- I 
S=l.t Co. (AkN:.n; ................ 18 1,925 3,072 164 30 683 1 2 15 
TrlOl;UU Co. :Vlarren) ............. I 18 226 236 77 22 W2 586 -- --
71 sca.ll courlOa ................... I 18 7,374 12,515 1,r.B 749 3,437 1,269 61 94 

01a.JJl.tJ.!A: 
(O!:l.uho= City) ...... / O!:l.a.hO::ltl Co. c 16, 18 ?l3 -- 794 301 WJ 9 1 --

Tulsa Co. (Tulsa) ••••••••••••••••• c 16, 18 2Cf7 212 X2 160 8?9 12 67 36 
29 sca.ll courta ................... c 16, 18 339 23 254 6 124 6 70 14 

o.'lEOO!I: 
C1acke:::as Co. (MilwaUkie) ••••••••• 18 221, 418 251 8 378 169 30 25 
Lillie Co. (Eugene) ................. 18 B40 16 156 9 1,953 26 SO 21 
!.!.arion Co. (Sal ... ) •••••••••••••••• 18 631 286 325 15 1,en 34 68 1 
LfultnOl:l.'lh Co. (Po~t1end; .......... 18 1,262 6,535 923 115 4,271 1,920 686 250 
30 "",ell courts ................... 18 4,201 2,930 995 184 Iv,64S 3,333 912 461 

PElmsnVAlIIA< 
. . . 

Alleghel\l' qo. (Pit.t<lburgh) ........ 18 2~4~g 39. 389 -- 3'5~i ; 
,83 . S06 -' Beever Co. (Aliquippa) ....... ' ..... 18 ~ ., 13 -- :1,5 • 4 ? Berko C<l. (Rcn.iing) ........... 18 20G 16 32 2' 157 7 -- .-- -

Blair Co. (Altccl1!ll ............... 18 142 4 3" -- 247 7 1 --
lluolm Co. (Dr!e~ol ................ 18 2t6 10 1 -- 4')7 25 2 1 
CheDter Co. (i'iect. Cheater; ........ i 18 176 10 25 -- 406 23 2 --
Delaware Co. (Chcntor ... , ......... I 18 658 -- 139 -- 185 -- -- .-
Erie Co. (Eric) ................... 18 142 4 6 -- 200 7 -- --
Fayette Co. (Union~own) ........... I 18 85 3 -- -- 251 13 3 --
lacko"ana Co. ($orW1tan) " •••••••• 18 143 134 -- -- 4 4 -- --
LehlCh Co. (Allentown; •••••••••••• 18 227 21,. -- -- 224 3 28 --
Luzern~ Co. (Wllkea-anrrej •••••••• 18 571 19 -- -- -- -- -- --
Mercer Co. (Sha.ronj • <I ........ , • t •••• 18 212 20 47 -- :; -- 2 --
l!.:>ntgclOOry Co. (M"rriG~ownJ ••••••• 18 179 2 -- -- 1,013 19 2 4 
1I0rthar.:pton Ca. I llethlohe::t) ••••••• 18 175 5 61 _. 350 . 14 3 --Fhlltldclrhln (City & Co.; ......... 18 9,107 -- 1,2~5 -. 3,1S? -- -. --
Sehu:lkill Co. (l'ottaville) •••••••• 18 250 23 -- -- 80 22 -- --
Wll!lhin!non Co. {Wc.thin~ton) •••• f •• 18 135 8 15 -- ~ 10 39 --
WeslJ:vJrelend Co. Wew Kensington). 18 .149 16 3 . 25 -- -. --
York Co. (york) ••••••••••••••••••• 18 114 6 3 . . 402 13 5 2 

.:; pCQ].l courts .................... 16 107 2 54 1 279 16 5 '1 

PIJERT() RICO;g . 
Ponee (POn~el ..................... ll! '/33 62 -- -- 206 -- -- --
Stu~ Junn {Son Junnj •••• oi •••••••••• 18 745 99 -- -- 901 -- -- --'I nmaU courto ••••••••• , .•.••••••• 18 2,129 164 -- -- 624 -- -- .-

rolODE ISLAI/O: 
STArE (l'rovidCMe) ................ 18 5G2 1,295 183 772 96 -- -- --

i 
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APPENDIX 
CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALL Y BY ALL JUVENILE 

COURTS REPORTING FOR 1966a--(continued) 

. Age under JUDICIAL CASES llOtlJUDIc.rAL CASES 
which 

Area serve<! by courtb court has Dellnquenoy DependencY. Special Delinquency Depehllency Special . original (except 1':nfric • and' • Pro- (except Trs.CCic GOO Pro" 
Jurisdiction trs.CCic Neglect ccedingD traffic Neglect ceed1ngs 

SOUTH CA!!.OLWA: 
Greenville Co. (Greenville J ••••••• 16 751 (e) 73 835 372 (e) 97 3m 
Spartanburg Co. (Spartanburg) ..... 16 352 84 -- 538 152 -- -- 261 
6 Sl:.!1ll co.urts ..... ,. ................. 16 1,335 9 :356 146 103 -- 57 22 

SOUTH DM.t:r.A: 
:39 st:all courts ................... 18 1,453 250 193 89 1,143 28 6 --
ro~=EE, 

Dav!d""n Co. (lIeshville; •••••••••• 18 276 (e) (g) -- (f) -- -- --
Haai1ton Co. e Chatta.~ooga) •••••••• 18 1,180 332 142 212 564 -- 20 13 
Knox Co. (Knoxville) .............. 18 3 -- -- -- (ri -- -- --
Shelby Co. (:.!1?cphis) .......... f ...... 18 2,6~~ 13 1,113 (g) 3,335 24 1.91 182 
SulliVlL'1. (!o. H:ingsrorl.) .••. , ...... 18 269 103 46 56& I -- -- --
94 soall court.s .............. ~ ........ 18 2,599 1,8a3 .587 27,8 1,293 .- 356 222 5 

TEXAS: 
.. 

Bexar Co. (San Antonio) ........... c 17, 18 706 --' -- -- 1,499 -- -- --C!l!:leron CQ. tP,~'iTIl9villeJ ••••••••• o 17, 18 137 3 -- -- 550 -- -- --Dallas Co. (Dttllas) ............... c 17.t 18 1,029 112 232 2,954 5,795 -- -- --
El Paso Co. (El Paso) ............. e 17 T 18 8ll 11 -- -- 769 -- -- --Galveston Co. (Gal v¢s~anl" •• " ... e 17, 18 38 -- -- -- 1,286 -- -- --
1!arriB Co, (H')'.l;;itjn~ ................... e 17, 18 2,984 13 602, 1,344 6,371 59 2,437 2,201 
Iildalgo Co. ().!!A1len), ' ........... c 17, 18 40 9 -- -- 443 -- -- --
Jefferson Co .. (i'eaUI:lCnt) .......... c 17, 18 138 -- -- 152 .5OS -- -- --tubboek Co. (Lubbock' ............. c 17, 18 323 -- -- -- 710 6 -- --lkIennan Co. "iVac:)) ................ c 17, 18 143 -- 14 32 1,269 5 138 35 
Nueces Co. e Co,?"" Ch.»isti) ....... c 17, 18 385 -- -- -- 791 -- -- --Pott.cr Co. {AJ:.arillo, ....... ,. ............ c 17, 18 56 -- -- -- 320 -- -- --Tarrant Co. {,crt 1ionh' .......... c 17, 18 161 28 133 99 1,822 -- 945 --Taylot Co. (Abilene' .... , ......... c 17, 18 22 -- -- .- 368 -- -- --TraVis Co. {.At!S~in) •••• __ ....... * •••• c 17 .. 16 62 -- 1~ 409 1,137 14 -- --1,56 SI:II1U courts .................. c 17, 18 2,llO 23 215 255 6,363 35 20& 26 

UTAH: 
First. Di!!trict (Ceden) ............ :!.B 1,565 4,775 157 .- 1,550 -- 70 --
Secooo Din.rict (Salt .tnJm City) .. 18 1,412 7,126 253 -- 5,3D -- 18J I --Tllird District ',Provo) ............ 18 1,544 1,720 100 -- 773 -- -- I --.2 B:lal.l. Diotr!-:ts ............... .o • .o ...... 18 812 1,lSO 73 -- 459 -- 46 --

VERl.I:l!lT: 
17 Bmll courts ...... , ................... 16 183 -- 318 8 (fl -- -- --

VIRGIlIIA: 
Arlington Co ...................... 18 US4 1,137 330 447 -- -- -- --Fairfax (!c ........................ 18 1,271 208 394 505 -- -- -- --I!enrico C., ........................ 18 333 379 16 112 -- -- -- --!iew?Qrt !iews (City:' ............... 18 669 393 68 102 -- -- -- --IIQrCo1k (City) ..................... 18 1,929 986 200 318 -- -- -- --Por!.smuth (City/ ................. 18 .1.71 314 85 271 23 1, -- 14 
Richmond (City) ................... 18 1,402 955 434 633 557 -- 18 31 
125 ~ courts ............................ 18 18,893 13,419 3,903 4,731 3,025 120 366 1.62 

VIRGIll ISLA1!%! . . 
2 Beall courts'" ................ ! .......... 16 186 )§ 23 13 (fl -- --

lrASlill;GTOU; . " .. I. KinE: Co. (Seattle) ........ ,. ...... . 18 3,159 '1.,194 1,579 399 • 423 ll,259 354 40 
Pierce Co. (Tnc=) ................ 18 1,420 4,lG9 788 375 :J78 24 538 41 
snoho:>! '" -? \.Fsere~t) ..... ••••••• 18 363 2,144 601 2SQ 333 16 263 7 
Spokan (Sl'c\:nne) ............. 18 ~23 1,354 295 17 1,139 806 450 1 
Yald::1a Co. (ynldJ:lai ............... 18 344 1,615 293 75 669 290 312 8 
25 DJt:lll courts ................... 18 3,962 1,674 2,239 764 J,895 5,399 1,224 69 

'fES'1: VIRGIllIA: 
Cabell Co. (lfunt!netonl ........... 18 329 -- 53 11.;1 179 -- I --
K"I\8:~hll Co. (Charl •• ton) .......... 18 265 -- 157 36 421 -- 2 --
'3 suall courts ................... 18 1,795 168 666 754 904 116 233 285 

WISOOIISIlI: 
Bro1m Co. (Orcen Bay) ............. 18 27£i Ie. 72. 91 ;156 7 1 11 
Pll1!e Co. (L!n~izcn) ................ 18 154 2 46 , 2,301 1,632 421. 11 
!tcnOSM. Co. (Ker.;;ah:t,. ............ Ie 175 301 90 34 32 1 -- --
/.!ll"~u.k.o (!c, (MUwaukccj ......... 18 2 .. '16 690 434 828 9,178 366 117 3 
Out.~w:rlc Co. (Apl>le~cni .......... IS 57 -- 6 64 6 24 --

I 
--Racine (!C. (Ra~inc) ............... 18 176 23 23 52 281. 528 -- --Roek Co. (Jnnesv;t11e) ............. 18 529 281 43 23 200 375 -- --Waukesha CO. ClYnu.kasha) ••••••••••• 18 341. 329 35 49 487 138 10 2 

Winnebago Co. (O!lhkoeh) ........... 18 441 500 86 51 39 2 -- --
G2 DtlA.l1 co'.U"'f.a .......... ., ••••••••• ". 1S 2,798 1,061 696 452 2,11.1 1,467 25 9 

Sec footnotes on following page. 
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a UorE '""ELL: This tnble is no, lim!. ted to 'the sample group of courts but rather irr.:ludes a1.1 courts t.hat tr:u:lSJIl;i t'ted reports to the 
Children's Bureau. ';.'he data. in this tat-Ie shoUld not be used to IilIlkc ca:parisons between Ca:::!1UnitiCD rega.-d:'ng the extent. of delinquency. 
Q1.lestions concerning changes in an individual cour'tIS data froo. one yenr to S!lather sh:mld be direc;ted to tL.S,:t. individual court.. 

b Courts serving areas with population of 100,000 or core are listed. separately, shoring the chief city l.::.:a~ed. in each area. Courts 
serving areas with less than 100,000 popula:ticn are cc::cbinea f:lr ea~h State ern are presented as "s:::all cc:.!..-:.s·'. 

C '.'!'here the age unjcr which the colJrt; hns origina.l Jurls:ii:ti::m is d~rferent. for b~ys an:! gir.!.s, 'the age :~cr- boys ap:-....e&.rs .first. In 
California, the Jurisdicticn of the adult :ourt rather :han tt.c ju'/ct.ile co~ is usually invoked for those ~5 years or age or o .... er. In 
Illinois, the age JuricJic!.!c:n ie 18 for both boy.:; and girl..:;: !n -dc~f:r.d.en~y a..",:j negle:~ ~a.:;e.;;. 

In ttew YOl'}:: under the new Fe.::.!ly Ccurt .Aot, the definition of "Juvenile delin:;''..i.cn:::ytl is now liclted to -:1:ose offenses of cr.ild:-en 
under 16 ycaru of nge which 'TI'O'.l.!d cOIJ4~ltut'e crmes if the cUld were- over leo y~ars 'of age. A new t.ype of offense ~relatin&' ·to persons in 
need of sUpervision) has been added which covers cases of t.-uan:!y, r.msways, disoccdh.ncc or incortigibili.:::r. These arc inp,luded in' our , 
tables under "delin:tucncyll nnd the ate limit for tllC!:l. as well as .for neglec't caees is 16 for boys a.."Xi' 18 for girls.. . 

d Inapplicable.ooJuvenile court docs~not ha'ie JuriGdiction over Juvenile tra!'!'lc cases. 
e Data on tra.£'flc cases not rep:Jrted C1' not reported separately fro:: other types of delinquency cases. In the lat.ter case they are in­

cltlded urrler tlDellnquency - except traff!::". 
f Reported on cfficiaJ. cases only. 
g no report on depcode.w;y am neglect cases nnd/or special prozecdingc. 

For Shelby County" Tennensec, specia1 proceedings are incl.uded with dependency llDd neglect official cases .. 
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