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Imr@ducﬁ@m

The Juvenile Court Reporting (JCR) System was
created in 1971 by the Nebraska Commission on Law En-
forcement and Criminal Justice thereafter referred to as
the Commission). The primary purpose of the JCR System
is to collect and analvze data on juveniles entering thie Ne-
braska Court Svstem. It is from this data that the Juvenids
Court Report is compiled.

The Juvenile Cowrt Report provides a data base tor
juvenile planuning in the Commission’s Comprehensive
Plan. This vear’s report summarizes juvenile court data
collected during the 1978 calendar vear trom courts with
juvenile jurisdiction in the State of Nebraska, This includes
490 county courts and the three separate juvenile courts of
Douglas, Lancaster, and Sarpy Counties,

Bevond the use of the Juvenide Court Report by the
Commission, it also proves to be a valuable source of in-
formation for anv private or public agency or individua
dealing with juvenile delinquency and related problems.
The Juvenile Cowrt Report contains several statistical analvses
of variables of’ demographic and sociological interest.

Since 1974 the method of collecting juvenile court data
has been fairly uniform and complete resulting in the be-
ginnings of a long-term data base. Such a data base will
vield valuable information concerning trends and the ef-
fectiveness of juvenile delinquency prevention and control
programs.

The many associate county judges, court clerks, probation
officers, and other court personnel deserve recognition for
their time and effort exerted in reporting consistently.
Without their cooperation this publication would not be
possible.

PP




Juvenile Court Reporting System

One of the primary purposes of this publication is to
provide information that accurately reflects the level of
juvenile crime occurring in the State of Nebraska. In this
report, the particular measure used to estimate the degree
of juvenile crime is the flow of juveniles through the Ne-
braska Court System. The sources of the data are the three
separate juvenile courts of Douglas, Lancaster, and Sarpy
Counties and the county courts in the remaining 90 coun-
ties, The district courts of Nebraska do not report 1o the
Commission nor do the municipal courts. District court
cases would involve muainly older juveniles appearing for
serious offenses and the number of such cases is small
compared to the volume of cases handled in county
courts. The Commission does not collect data on traffic of-
fenses which comprise the bulk of juvenile referrals to
municipal court along with violations ot ordinances.

The 93 courts report cases disposed of to the Commis-
sion monthly. For each individual juvenile disposition, the
court fills vut a Juvenile Court Statistical Form shown in
Figure 1. The following sections of the form are required
information on all cases: A. Court Code, B. Child's
Number, E. Age at Time of Referral, F. Sex, G. Ethnic
Group, H. Date of Referral, L. Reason Referred, M. Man-
ner of Handling, N. Date of Disposition, and Q. Disposi:
tion, The remainder of the form is optional information,
however, the courts are encouraged to include as much of
the information as they possibly can. If there were no
juvenile case dispositions during the month, the court
submits a "No Report” card for that month,

All of the data received from the courts is entered into
the computer and stored. At the end of the year, a magne-
tic tape is constructed which contains all of the ]u\cmle
court data for that year. By accessing a data tape for a given
year, juvenile court information is available for performing
summary totals, crosstabulations, and statistical analyses.

At this time, the Commission has juvenile court data
from all counties from 1974 through 1977 and some par-
tial data from 1973. The data used in mdkmg this year’s
Juvenile Court Report is lacking information from Custer
County which failed to report to the Commission in 1978.
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Figure 1

A YNecbraska Commission on
Q4L aw Enforcement & Criminal Justice

Juvenile Court Statistical Form

A. Court Code __

B. Chikd's number L

1 Mate

] F. Sex:

1T

C. Address ____.

Census tract of residence EI:L:]

H. Date of referrat

D. Date of birth

mal

T T
: 1
L]
day yr

—I E. Age st time of referral

G. Ethnic group: 1 whte
4 Mexican-Amarican

JCS 0175

2 Female ’ I
2 Biack 3 indhan D

5 Quoer

1. Referred by
1 Law enforcement agency
2 School
3 Socia! agency
4 Probation oificer
5 Parents or relatives
6 Other court
7 Other source (specily)

L]

J. Prior delinquency referrsls
{excluding tratfic)
This calendar year
¢ 1 2 3 4
in prior years
0 1 2 3 4

[

5 or more referrals
5 or more referrals

K. Care pending disposition
0 No detention or sheiter care svernight
Detention or sheltor care ovamnight or longer in:
1 Jaii or poiice station
2 Detantion home
3 Fostar or group home
4 Othertspecity) . ... — . . . _

L. Reason referred
(o] to both §

01 Murder and non-rieghigent mansiaughter
02 Maritaughter by negligence

03 Forcmie Jape

04 FAcbbery Purse snatching by furce

05 Robhery All except purse snatching

06 Assaul! Aggravated

07 Assault All except aggravatect

08 Burglary —breaking of enfenneg

09 Auto thelt Lnagthonzed use

1™ Autg thet Au excep! unauthorzed use
11 farceny Shopittng

12 iLargeny Allgxnept shopittng

ht lud

and adulfs {

g troftic)
13 Weapons carrying possessing ete

T T
} [ i ] i M I
mo day yr
14 Sex gltenses cencept forcilile rape)

15 Viglanan of dryg laws Narcotis

18 Violatmn of drug iaws All excep! narcong

17 Drunkenneags

18 Disorgery eonduct

18 Vandalism

20 Forgery

2% Baying rergnwing of guonseasing sloen property
22 Arson

9 OMer 82Oy

Oty fo} only {
3 Rurning away

32 Truancy

33 Vislanon of curtew

Other than delinguency

51 Negect

52 Depeadent

Special p dings {adopt

EY Speady L - P . S

@ teotlic)
34 Ungavernabie behavinr

3% Pozaesuing or dnnking hguoe
38 Other ispecity

to marry. efc’}

1. Wuthout pettion
2 Witk petition

N.Date of disposition

]
—ted L
mo day ¥*

8. Manner of handling 3 ;

Q. Disposition
a0 Wanved to CTarrurg 7 rt
sCamplaint not tubsizntiated

OV Dismunged mod poowed oF nng ndt vk

«Complaint substanliated
No iransfer ol tega! custody
TYINSMNSSET warrett Lol nseted
T3 R ORED Wbt Lt gty
13 Formai probgtor
14 Boterget U gy ot

GOTVILE S LTS

T8 Rty TEloned 1

TE e ey

1 E e e et

Trunsfer of tegal cusiody lo
oot Dvysioptur D Tanter Kegoae

407 Oher pabhe MeLILNOr Sppsty

agency prdepartmant
Lspettyi

L4 Bevate agenty of

. 3

Q. Diagnostic services

Need for dagrostc serices

Psychologital
Psych:atrig
Medicat
Socal

S. Schooi attainment
Grade compieted {5-12)

Bj V. Living arrangement of child |

tnghcated ans Ingicated but

Frovided  notavalable
f J
1 Z
. +
N
1 2

<

in own home with:

T. Employment and schooi status D 01 tom parerts

Out of schoo!  In school
Notempioyed 1 %
Employed

fuli time 2 [
_ parttme 3 T
Preschoot

U, Length of residence
Of child in the county
0 Not curiently a resident
1 Under one year
2 Qne yeat or more

L]

02 mother and step father
03 father and step mather
g4 mother dnly

05 father onty

Outside own hame:

06 with relatives

Q7 foster or group nome

0B 1 natitution

09 mngependent arrangement

10 Other (5peCity} i e e e e

W. Marital status
of natural parents
21 Parents marees and Ly
One or both parents dead

00 B e

D3 Fatrer teal

03 Mathee 3030

Parents seporated

0 Dot ed 00 18330y SPRATIeD

OF Fathier Aesertes mathes

07 Mothee geserte? father

08 Dthe rpasar specty

09 Parents not married to each other
10 Other slatas speddys

X Family annual income at referral’

4 RECeng Pubic 3865tance Lod
Not receiving pubtic asststance

2 under $3000

3 $3000 1 $4. 999

4 S50 10 $F a3

5 310070 ang aver

6 Unknown

Z. Counsel
1 Court appointed
2 Retaned
3 Pubic defender
4 Not represented
5 Other . ..

ZZ
of parent or guardian

Occupation

nd
]
1 Protess:onal of technca!

2 Managenal or agmimistrative

a Sales woTkers

4 Craftsmen or other skited taborer

§ Ciental

6 Service workers o othet unskaled laborers

Additional Space for Court Use

et |




Referrals

A Juvenile can be referred to juvenile court if it appears
that he or she fits into any one of the four categories des-
cribed in Section 43-201 of the Nebraska Revised Statutes
listed below:

(1) Dependent child shall mean any child under the
age of eighteen vears, who is homeless or destitute,
or without proper support through no fault of his
parent, guardian or custodian.

(2) Neglected child shall mean any child under the age
of eighteen years (a) who is abandoned by his par-
ent, guardian, or custodian; (b) who lacks proper
parental care by reason of the fault or habits of his
parent, guardian, or custodian; (¢) whose parent,
guardian, or custodian neglects or refuses to pro-
vide proper or necessary subsistence, education, or
other care necessary for the health, morals, or well
being of such child; (d) whose parent, guardian, or
custodian neglects or refuses to provide special care
made necessary by the mental condition of the
child; or (e) who is in a situation or engages in an
occupation dangerous to life or limb or injurious to
the health or morals of such child.

(3) Delinquent child shall mean any child under the
age of eighteen vears who has violated any law of
the state or anv oty or village ordinance,

() A child in need of special supervision shall mean
any child under the age of eighteen vears (a) who,
by reason of being wavward or habituallv disobe-
dient, is uncontrolled by his parent, guardian, or
custodian; (b) who is habitually truant from school
or home: or {¢) who deports himself so as to injure
or endanger seriously the morals or health of him-
self or others,

On the JCS form (see Figure 1) neglect and dependent
referrals are coded under section L as responses 51 and 52
respectively. Delinquency referrals are broken down in
responses 01 to 29 consisting of a number of selected of-
fense descriptions. These will be referred to as major of-
fenses. Responses 31 through 39 correspond to possible
reasons a child may be referred as in need of special super-
vision. In terms of offenses, these responses are referred to
as minor or status offenses and are applicable only to
juveniles,

In 1978 there were 4,351 juvenile court referrals
rcp(n‘ted to the Commission. Of these, 2,896 were for
major offenses, comprising 66.6% of all referrals. Minor
offense referrals numbered v62 for 22.1% of the total and
the combined neglect-dependent referral frequency of 493
accounted for 11.3%. Appendix A gives a complete listing
of these three categories, separated by sex, for all Nebraska
counties with the exception of Custer County which did not

6

report in 1978, Appendix C gives a similar listing for the 18
planning regions.

The fact that major offense referrals are approximately
three times the frequency of minor offense referrals does
not necessarily indicate that this ratio exists in the juvenile
population. The major offenses are usually considered
more serious since they arve infractions of state or local laws
while the minor offenses are offenses only because of

juvenile status. Major and minor offenders are therefore

most likely to be treared differently betore the court stage
is ever reached. Many minor offenders are handled
directly by the police or diverted to various social agencies
and programs and never appear in juvenile court.

Tables 1, 2, and 3 give breakdowns on the reason re-
terred for major, minor, and neglect-dependent referrals
respectively, Under major offenses, combining the two lar-
ceny categories and neglecting the “other™ category, the
most {requent referrals were for larceny, burglary, and
vandalism in that order. These three offenses combined
account for 56.9% of all major offense referrvals. Of the
minor offenses possession or drinking of alcoholic bever-
ages was most prevalent, accounting for $£5% of the total,

The change in referral {requencies from 1977 is indi-
cated in Tables 1.2 and 3 as a percentage of the 1977
values. Of the major oftenses (Table 1) referrais were
down with the exception of murder (none in 1977), ford-
ble rape (unchanged), drunkenness tup 15.99%), and the
“other™ category (up L5%). Total major offense referrals
were down 17.3% from the 1977 total of 3,502, Caution
should be used in interpreting these statistics, For example,
some of the offense categories such as manslaughter, purse
snatching, and arson have high percentage changes: how-
ever, the frequencies are relatively small so that it only
takes ‘a difference of one or two referrals to resuli in a
relatively farge percentage change. These changes are most
likely not that significant.

lable 2 s‘lmws total minor offense referrals down
18.6% from 1977. All categories are down with the excep-
tion of the* ()tllcr' category.

Neglect-dependent referrals increased 15.29 as seen in
Table 3. The bulk of this increase resulted from the 21.3%
climb in neglect referrals as compared to the 0.8% increase
in dependent referrals. Neglect referrals were also more
frequent than dependent referrals constituting 73.8% of
the total.

The major, minor, and neglect-dependent referral
trends for the past five years are depicted in Figure 2. In
1975 there was a 23.6% increase in mzjor offense referrals
followed by decreases for the next three years. The mean
(average) valuc of major offense referral frequencies for



Offense Type

Table 1
Major Offense Frequencies, 1978

Frequency  Percent

% Change
1977

Murder 1 <.1 " {(nonein '77)
Manslaughter 2 N ~50.0
Forcible Rape 3 .1 0.0
Purse Snatching 2 A —60.0
Robbery 36 1.2 = 56.6
Aggravated Assault 32 1.1 ~22.0
Other Assault 75 2.6 ~37.5
Burglary 631 21.8 ~ 6.0
Auto Thett: Jovriding 154 5.3 =17.2
Auto Theft: Other 63 2.2 ~28.4
Larceny: Shoplifting 310 10,7 ~11.7
Larceny: Other 400 13.8 -21.49
Carrving, Possessing Weapons 21 7 ~27.6
Sex Offenses, Except Forcible Rape 16 6 ~=38.5
Drug Violation: Narcotic 37 1.3 =519
Drug Violation: Non-Narcotic 19-¢ 6.7 ~21.5
Drunkenness 51 1.8 +15.9
Disorderly Conduct 30 1.0 -=37.5
Vandalism 307 10.6 =128
Forgery a4 2.0 ~16.0
Buv. Receive, Possess Stolen Property 654 2.2 —45.8
Arson 9 3 ~57.1
Other 399 13.8 + 1.3
Total 2846 100.0 -17.3

Table 2
Minor Offense Frequencies, 1978

¢ Change
Offense Type Frequency  Percent 1977
Running Away 49 10.3 ~38.5
Truancy 119 12,4 ~26.1
Curfew Violation 30 3.1 -21.1
Ungovernable Behavior 221 23.0 - 1.3
Paossess/Drink Liquor 128 +1.5 -23.7
Other 65 6.8 +80.6
Total 62 100.1# ~ 8.6

Table 3
Neglect/Dependent Frequencies, 1978

&% Change
Frequency  Percent 1977
Neglect 364 73.8 +21.3
Dependent 129 26.2 + (0.8
Total 493 100.0 +15.2

*#Percent Totals may

differ from 100 due to rounding error.
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the period 1974 through 1977 is about 3,482, The 1978
decrease of 16.8% from the mean value is a statistically
signi{'i('am change from that mean (t = 3.59, df =3, signifi-
cance = .03). The 1978 decrease places major offense re-
fmmls 3.99 below the 1874 value of 3,015,

Minor offense referrals remained fairly stable {rom
1974 through 1977 with a maximum fluctuation of 1.4%
either side of the mean value of about 1,196 referrals.
However, the 1978 decrease of 190.5% from the mean is
very significant statistically (¢ = 27.73, df = 3, significance
= .001). This possibly reflects the recent trend toward
keeping the status offender out of juvenile court by diver-
sion to social agencies and programs.

Neglect-dependent referrals, with a mean frequency of
about 45 for the 1974-1977 period, show a maximum
Huctuation of 8.6% during that period. The 1978 increase
of 10.7% from the mean is not statistically significant given
this variation (¢ = 2.80, df = 3, significance = .05). This
increase, therefore, is not appreciable and neglect-depend-
ent referrals can probably be expected to remain stable.,

The major offense referrals can be further broken
down by offense type using the three broad categories of
offenses against persons, offenses against property, and
victimless offenses. Otfenses against persons include muy-
der. manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, assault, and sex
offenses other than forcible rape. Included in offenses
against property are burglary, auto theft, larceny, van-
dalism. buving, receiving, or possessing stolen property,
and arson. Weapons offenses, drug violations, drunkeness,
disorderhy conduct, and forgery ave listed as victimless of-
tenses. [t should be remembered that these are broad, con-
ventional ciegories in which there is more than likely some
averlap.

The “other”™ major offense response is not induded in
any of these three categories due to its unknown nature. It
does, however, represent 13,84 of all major referrals and
must be kept in mind when using this data becawse of s
uncertainty,

The hrequencies and pvr(‘e!utugcs for this breakdown of
major offenses plus minor and neglect-dependent referrals
appear in Figure 3 and Table . Offenses against property
account for an overwhelming majority of the referrals,
constituting H.5% of total referrals and 66.94% of major
offense referrals.

The second largest category of major offense referrals
is the “other” category. As mentioned abeve, this unfortu-
nately represents a fairly large percentage ot the referrals
of which little is known,

Victimless oftenses is the third largest major offense
referral category followed by offenses against persons, The
latter, which are usually considered crimes of violence,
represent a fairly small fraction of referrals, Only 3.8 of
total veferrals and 5.8% of the major offense referrals were
offenses against persons,

It is informative to compare the trend in juvenile court

activity to other variables outside of the Juvenile Counrt
System. The variables chosen for this analysis were juvenile
population and juvenile arrests compared to major offense
court referrals for the period 1974-1978,

Nebraska school enrollment data supplied by the Ne-
braska Department of Education was used as i estimate of

Juvenile population, This data collected September 30 of

every s(‘houl vear provides a quite accurate estimate for the
age group b 518 vears with some error for ages 1618 due 1
drop-outs, When looking at only major oftense referrals,
which involve very few pr eschaoiers, this ape group is i
good measure of the otfender population.

Juvenile arrest data was obtained <hrough the Nebraska
Uniform Crime Report {UCR) published by the Commission.
Since the comparison was made to only major oflense re-
terrals, the arrest categories concerning liquor laws, curfew
violations, and rumwavs were omitted since these consti-
ture minor oftenses. A breakdown of UCR arrest data is
given in Appendix B tor the vears 19741078,

The frequendies tor major offense comrt referrals, UCR
juvenile arvests, and juvenile population are given in Fable
Stor the vears 19741974,

Asimple correlational analysis was done on this datc in
order to disvover any relationships existing between these
three variables, Tt was tound that UCR wirest data wis
highly correlated to juvenile population v = 9907, dt =
significance = .01,

In order to get a dearer picture ot what this means the
data appears graphically i Figure 4, The variables were
plotted as percentage changes velative to the witial 1974
trequencies i order to get all variables on the same scale.

The correlation between population and UCR arrests is
seen in the graphs for these two variables as both decrease
steadily throughout the five vear period. As population
drops so does the number of jusenile arvests made. Ar-
rests, however, drop at a slightly faster rate than popula-
tion. In 1974 36 out of 1.000 juveniles in the population
were arvested for major otfenses compared to 30 out of
1.000 in, 1978,

The analysis failed to show anv signiticant correlation
hetween major oftense court referrals and population (v =

3250, dt = 3, signiticance = .03),

Looking at the graph of 111‘1}()1‘ ottense reterrals in Fig-
ure -, the most striking feature is the 23.68% increase from
1974 1o 1975, This amost likely accounts for the negative
results in the analvsis, Since all other vears show decreases,
it is possible that the 23.6% increase is not accurate, 1974
was the first vear thatall 93 courts reported to the Conmis-
sion but reporting might not have been as complete during
the first vear. If the 1974 value had actually been higher
than the 1973 value, the analvsis might have shown a
relationship.

Assuming thatthe 1974 value tor majov otfense court
referrals was spurious, a second analysis omitting the 1974
data was done which vielded difterent results. Population

9



Offenses Against Persons

Figure 3
Referral Proportions, 1978

3.8%

Neglect-Dependent
11.3¢%
Offenses Against

Property
44.5%

Minor Offenses
99 1
U2,

Other
Major Victimless
Otfenses Offenses

9.2

Q0%

Table 4
Reason Referred, 1978

Percent Percent
of ol
Frequency | Total | Major Off.
Total Major Offenses 28496 66.5 100.0
a. Offenses Against Persons 167 3.8 5.8
b. Offenses Against Property 1933 4+4.5 66.9
¢. Victimless Offenses 302 9.0 13.5
d. Qther Major Offenses 399 9.9 13,8
Minor Offenses 962 22,1
Neglect-Dependent 493 11.3
Total 4351 99.9#

*Percent Totals may differ from 100 due to rounding error.
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Table 5
Major Offense Court Referrals, UCR
Juvenile Arrests, and Juvenile
Population Frequencies, 1974-1978

1974 1975 1976 1977 1078
Major Offense 3015 3726 3684 3509 28496
Court Referrals
UCR Juvenile 12891 12179 11460 11072 0997
Arrests
Juvenile 361545 356458 351828 3145280 335318
Population

and UCR arrests ave still highlv correlated (v = 9808, df =
2, significance = .01), but now, major offense referrals are
significantly correlated to population (r = 9607, df = 2,
significance = .03) and almost significantly correlated to
UCR arrests (r = 9467, df = 2, r = .9500 is necessary for
significance at the .03 level).

This simply means that both the number of juveniles
being arrested for major offenses and the number ap-
pearing in court for these offenses have both been dec-
reasing over the past few years. A major factor in these
decreases is possibly the decline in juvenile population.

Taking population into account, a small decline in

12

major offense court activity is still observable. In 1975, 10
out of 1000 juveniles appeared in juvenile court for major
offenses compared to 9 out of 1,000 in 1978.

In terms ot the relationship between arrests and court
activity it must be remembered that not all court referrals
come from law enforcement agencies. In 1978 law en-
forcement agencies accounted for 80.6% of major offense
court referrals. Taking this into account, 23.3% of the

Jjuveniles arrested for major offenses in 1978 appeared in

=

court. In 1975 this figure was 26.5% indicating that there
has been a slight decline in the number of juveniles ar-
rested that actually reach juvenile court.



Disposition

The Juvenile Court disposition frequencies and per-
centages, separated into the three main categories of
major, minor, and neglect-dependent referrals, ave listed
in Table 6.

The most frequently reported disposition for a major
offense referral was formal probation constituting almost
one-half’ (18.0%) of all major offense dispositions. The
next most frequent disposition category was dismissal with
complaint substantiated followed by dismissal with com-
plaint not substantiated. These two dismissal categories ac-
count for 30.2¢% of the major offense dispositions.

Of the 2,896 major offense dispositions, 205 resulted in
a wanster of legal custody, Approximately one-half’ of
these were to the Youth Development Centers in Kearney
and Geneva, Nebraska,

The most frequent minor oftense disposition was also
formal probation (39.7%) followed by dismissal with com-
plaint substantiated (15.0%).

Of the 962 minor offense dispositins, 14.1% resulted in
a transfer of legal custody. The most frequent of these
were to a public agency or department,

Of the neglect-dependent referrals, 52,3 resulted in a
disposition of transfer of legal custody to a public agency or
department. Most likely, these transters were mainly to the
Department of Welfare,

Taking the major, minor, and neglect-dependent
categories combined 0.4% were waived to criminal court,
11.0% were dismissed with complaint not substantiated,
73.6% were substantiated complaints with no transter of
legal custody, and 15.0% resulted in a transfer of legal
custody.

Only 2.8% of all referrals resulted in a transfer of cus-
tody to a Youth Development Center. 61.7% of these were
for the offenses of burglary, auto theft, and larceny.

‘The most frequent disposition for all referrals was for-
mal probation accounting for 41.0% of the total.
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Table 6
Juvenile Court Dispositions, 1978

Neglect-
Major Minor Dependent
Freq. % Freq. s Freq. %

Waived to eriminal court 14 0.5 5 0.5 0 0.0
COMPLAINT NOT SUBSTANTIATED
Dismissed: Not proved or 354 12.2 71 7.4 52 10.5

found not involved
COMPLAINT SUBSTANTIATED
NO TRANSFER OF LEGAL CUSTODY
Dismissed: warned, counselled 520 18.0 144 15.0 35 7.1
Hold open without further action 40 1.4 10 1.0 11 2.2
Formal probation 1389 48.0 382 39.7 11 2.2
Referred to another agency or b5 2.2 59 6.1 58 11.8

individual for service or

supervision
Runaway returned 2 0.1 5 0.5 0 0.0
Fine or restitution 102 3.5 65 6.8 1 0.2
Other 205 7.1 85 8.8 13 2.6
TRANSFER OF LEGAL CUSTODY TO;
Youth Development Center 107 3.7 13 14 0 0.0
Other public institution 13 0.4 21 2.2 7 1.4
Public agency or department 40 1.4 41 4.3 258 52.3
Private agency or institution 17 0.6 35 3.6 12 2.4
Individual 9 0.3 11 1.1 15 3.0
Other 19 0.7 15 1.6 20 4.1
Total 2596 100.1*%] 962 100.0 493 09.8%

*Percent Totals may differ from 100 due to rounding error.



Age

For convenience, age was broken down into four
categories; 11 and under, 12-13, 14-15, and 16-17. The
data appears in Table 7.

As would be expected, the great majority of juveniles
age 11 and under were referred for neglect-dependent
cases. 68.1% of the age 11 and under referrals were
neglect-dependent related and this age group accounts for
66.1% of all neglect-dependent referrals.

Only 4.4% of major offense referrals involved juveniles
age 11 and under and only 2.7% of the minor offense
referral involved this age group. Of the total referrals in
1978, juveniles age 11 and under accounted for 11.0¢.

For the remaining three age groups both major and
minor offense referrals increase as age increases while
neglect-dependent referrals decrease. This can be seen
graphically in Figure 5.

Major offense refervals are the most frequent in the
oldest three age groups followed by minor offense and
neglect-dependent referrals. For all age groups, oftenses
against property are the most frequent major offense ve-
ferrals and offenses against persons are the least.

In the 12-13 age group 73.3% of the referrals were for
major offenses, Of these, 9.9% were offenses against per-
sons, This is the highest percentage out of all the age
groups in this category.

The 14-15 age group had the highest frequency of of-
fenses against persons; however, this was only 6.5% of this
t gainst persons: however, this v iy 6.5% of thi
age group's major offense referrals. The 12-13 age group,
as stuied above, had a higher percentage.

The 16-17 age group had the highest frequencies in all
categories except offenses against persons and neglect-de-
pendent referrals, 47.0% of all major offense referrals in-
volved these ages. Out of the 1,880 referrals For this age
group, 72.4% were for major offenses. Of these, 59.8%
were offenses against property, 4.2% were offenses against
persons, and 19.6% were victimless offenses. Compared to
other age groups, these are the smallest percentages for
offenses against property and persons, but,the largest per-
centage for victimless offenses.

Of the 4,351 total referrals, the 11 and under age
group accounted for 11.0%, the 12-13 group 12.1%. the
[4-15 group 33.7% and the 16-17 group 43.2%.
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Table 7

Reason Referred by Age, 1978

11 And 12-13 14-15 16-17 Total

Under
Total Major Offenses 127 385 1022 1362 2896
a. Offenses Against Persons 6 38 66 57 167
b. Offenses Against Property 104 281 739 814 1938
¢. Victimless Offenses 4 20 101 267 3992
d. Other Major Offenses 13 16 116 224 399
Minor Offenses 26 75 382 479 962
Neglect-Dependent 326 65 63 39 493
Total 479 525 1467 1880 4351

Figure 5

Age Group Referral Frequencies, 1978

Major Offenses
Minor Offenses

Neglect-Dependent

0

11 And Under




Sex

The percentage breakdown of juvenile court referrals
by sex is displayed in Figure 6. Of the 4,351 total referrals,
3,208 were males and 1,053 were females, This yields per-
centages of 75.8% and 24.2% respectively.

Males account for an 86.2¢% majority of the major of-

fense referrals. This is a male to female ratio of over six to
one.

The minor offense referrals are more evenly distri-
buted between the sexes. Males, with 365 minor referrals,
account for 58.7% and females, with 397, account for
41.3%. This is approximately a three to two male to female
ratio.

Neglect-dependent referrals is the only category in
which females outnumber males. Of the 493 neglect-de-
pendent referrals reported, 236 (47.9%) were males and
257 (52.1%) were females,

The frequencies and percentages of offense tvpes
within the sexes are listed in Table 8. Females had ap-
proximately equal numbers of major and minor offense
referrals. Major offenses accounted for 37.9% of total
female referrals and minor offenses accounted for 37.7%.
Males, on the other hand, were far more likely to be re-
ferred for a major offense than a minor one. Of the total
male referrals, 75.7% were for major offenses compared to
only 17.1% for minor otfenses.

There was also a large difference between males and
females in the neglect-dependent referral category. Only
7.2% of all male referrals were neglect-dependent related
compared to 24.4% for females.

Since the populations of male and female juveniles are
approximately equal, these differences in referral frequen-
cies and percentages indicate significant sex differences.

In summary, approximately three times as many males
were referred to juvenile court in 1978. Also, the higher
percentage of major offense referrals for males indicates a
tendency for males to be referred for more serious of-
fenses.

Additional information for individual counties is given
in Appendix A,




Figure 6
Sex Percentages, 1978
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Ethnic Group

Ethnic group, or race, data collected by the Commission
includes the categories; white, black, Mexican-American,
American Indian, and “other”. The total referral propor-
tions for these groups appear in Figure 7, and the frequen-
cies for all referral types are listed in Table 9.

Whites account for 85.1% of all referrals and blacks
account for 8.3%. The other remaining categories total
6.6%. These percentages differ significantly from the ac-
tual proportion of these groups in the juvenile population.
According to the most recent data supplied by the Univer-
sity of Nebraska-Lincoln, Bureau of Business Research for
ages U-17, whites constitute 95.7%. blacks 3.5%, and the
remaining minorities 0.8% of this age group. It is impossi-
ble to determine using only juvenile court data why this
discrepancy exists since many variables are probably in-
volved.

Of the 359 blacks referred to juvenile court, 339 or
94.4% come from the more highly urban areas of Douglas
and Lancaster counties,

For all ethnic groups, major offense referrals were the
most frequent. 72.4% of black referrals were for major
offenses, followed by whites with 66.5%.

Blacks had very few minor offense referrals. Only 7.5%
of black referrals were for minor offenses compared to
23.6% for whites.

All of the non-white categories had high neglect-de-
pendent referral percentages compared to whites. 20.1%
of black referrals, 16.6% of Mexican-American referrals,
21.4% of American Indian referrals, and 19.4% “other™
referrals were neglect-dependent related. The figure for
whites was only 9.9%.
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Figure 7
Ethnic Group Referral Proportions, 1978

White 85.1¢

Mexican-American

Other 3.3%
0.8%  American Indian
2.5%
Table 9
Reason Referred by Ethnic Group, 1978

White | Black|Mex-Amer|Indian | Other | Total
Total Major Offenses 2463 | 260 93 63 17 2896
a. Offenses Against Persons 114 43 3 2 0 167
b. Offenses Against Property | 1626 | 189 70 39 14 1938
¢. Victimless Offenses 350 15 9 15 3 392
d. Other Major Qffenses 373 13 ) 7 () 399
Minor Offenses 874 27 28 21 12 962
Neglect-Dependent 367 72 24 23 7 493
Total 3704 | 359 145 107 36 4351




Appendix A
Referrals by County and Sex

Male Female
Neglect- Total Neglect- Total Total
Major | Minor | Dependent | Male Major 1 Minor | Dependent | Female Clases
Adams 26 3 G 29 12 5 0 17 46
Antelope 3 0 4 7 1 0 4 D 12
Arthur 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Banner 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Blaine 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0
Boone 4 0 0 4 0 i §] 1 5
Box Buite 16 1 1 18 2 0 2 4 22
Bovd ( (} { 0 v {} (} ] Y]
Brown 3 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 5
Buftalo 17 6 0 23 2 5 2 9 39
Burt 5 2 0 7 2 2 0 4 11
Butler 27 2 0] 249 4 4 1 it R
Cass 54 18 3 75 2 9 3 14 849
Cedar 11 0 0 11 0 {) 0 0 11
Chase 13 8] 4] 13 3 O 3 6 1a
Cherry 0 0 0 0 Q0 0 1 1 1
Chevenne 25 5 0 30 ] 7 0 7 37
Clav 2.4 1 2 27 6 0 1 7 RE
Coltax 24 11 1 36 1 3 0 1 40
Cuming 15 1 I 17 0 0 0 N 17
Custer Did not report in 1978
Dakota 13 6 g 21 3 4 { n U8
Dawes 21 4 3 28 1 1 {) 2 30
Dawson 15 18 2 63 7 11 2 20 85
Deuel 18 3 0 21 0 0 0 0 21
Dixon 3 2 0 7 0 0 1 1 8
Dodge 70 12 18 100 12 9 21 15 143
Douglas 604 29 118 751 51 aY 123 232 983
Dundy f 0 0 l 0 { 0 0 i
Fillmore 11 20 {1 31 0 2 0 2 33
Franklin 3 1 1 3 0 1 v 1 6
Frontier | 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 3
Furnas 6 5 2 13 3 0 0 3 16
Gage 12 5 2 14 1 6 3 10 29
Garden 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
Garfield 5 1 0 6 0 4] ( 4] 6
Gosper 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
Grant 0 0 { 0 0] 0 0 0 0
Greeley 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
Hall a7 54 16 167 29 34 12 75 242
Hamilton 8 0 0 1 9 0 3 11
Harlan 1 1 4 6 0 0 6 6 12
Hayes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g
Hitcheock 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 3
Holt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hooker 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Appendix A (Continued)

Male Female

Neglect- Total Neglect- Total Total
Major | Minor | Dependent | Male Major | Minor | Dependent | Female Cases

Howard 0 33 1 34 0 12 2 14 48
Jefterson 8 3 0 11 I 3 0 4 15
Johnson 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kearney 6 0 3 9 1 0 0 1 10
Keith 1Y) 1 0 10 1 2 0 6 16
Keya Paha 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 l 3
Kimball 6 4 0 10 0 1 1 2 12
Knox 10 I 0 21 1 1 0 2 23
Lancaster 583 90 2 675 116 76 ) 197 872
Lincoln 38 13 0 51 3 4 0 7 58
Logan 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0
Loup 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Madison 26 4 6 36 4 3 6 13 149
McPherson 0 0 0 0 iy 0 0 f! 0
Merrick 7 3 0 10 0 1 0 1 11
Morrill Q9 1 0 10 2 () 1 3 13
Nance 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
Nemaha 3 0 0 3 0 i ¢ 1 4
Nuckolls 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 4]
Otoe 35 20 0 55 4 3 v 7 6
Pawnee 4 0 0 4 0 2 0 2 6
Perkins 0 0 0 ] 0 0 1 1 1
Phelps 12 3 0 17 0 1 it 1 18
Pierce 5 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
Platte 41 18 0 59 8 7 0 15 74
Polk 13 9 0 22 0 2 0 P 24
Red Willow 39 6 5 43 2 5 4 11 54
Richardson 22 3 3 28 6 I 1 8 36
Rock 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
Saline 24 8 1 35 7 6 3 16 49
Sarpy 105 39 1 145 39 29 0 54 199
Saunders 20 1 1 29 3 1 4 8 30
Scotts Bluff 111 31 18 163 44 31 2() 95 258
Seward 28 10 6 44 3 3 6 14 58
Sheridan 16 7 3 26 1 10 7 18 44
Sherman 8 0 0 8 0 2 0 2 10
Sioux 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Stanton 12 1 3 16 0 3 2 5 21
Thayer 12 1 0 13 2 3 0 5 18
Thomas 0 0 0 0 ( 0 ( 0 0
Thurston 12 3 0 15 3 0 0 3 18
Valley 4 4 0 8 1 4 0 5 13
Washington 20 2 1 23 4 0 2 6 29
Wayne ] 4 0 9 0 0 0 0 9
Webster 4 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
Wheeler 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
York 37 10 2 49 4 16 4 24 73
State Total 2497 565 236 3298 399 397 257 1053 4351



Appendix B

Uniform Crime Report Juvenile Arrest Data, 1974-1978

Murder, Manslaughter
Death by Negligence
Forcible Rape

Robbery

Felony Assault

Burglary

Larceny-Theft

Motor Vehicle 'Thelt
Misdeameanor Assault
Ason

Forgery, Counterfeiting
Fraud

FEmbezzlement

Stolen Propertv-Buy, etc.
Vandalism

Weapons Offenses
Prostitution, Comm. Vice
Sex Otfenses

Drug Abuse Violations
Gambling

Offenses Against Fam., Children
Driving Under the Influence
Liquor Laws
Drunkeness-Intoxication
Disorderly Conduct
Vagrancy

All Other Offenses
Suspicion

Curfew, Loitering Violations
Runawavs

Total

1974
9

9

23
213
160
1279
1023
65

5
1

-

7
1
3
B
123
1
203
1424
75
26
112
1162
8

3
172
1-405
261
725
16
1248
201
SRR
1260

-1 = ~J

16189

1975
6

I

36
210
163
1175
4056

527

440
50
104
137
1
182
1248
7T
14
72
1064
0

11
200
1544
324
BuY
9
1173
199
466
1070

152064

1476

<

116

1
R
1384
B8
98
8t
1035

..
e e

2549
1564
256
568
_}
1056
6y
638
300

14272

14977
ol

I
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127
106
1181
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{Ht
451
414
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a7

i
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Appendix C
Referrals by Region

Region Major Minor Neglect-Dependent Total
1 655 88 240 983
2 699 166 7 872
3 16 10 2 28
5&6 359 121 58 538
7 74 30 1 108
8&9 ) 158 04 20 275
10 80 41 1 129
11&E5 83 30 26 139
12 142 139 31 312
13 78 10 3 )
14 36 21 5 G2
15,16&17 105 54 22 181
18 1] 17 () H8

19&21 76 25 5 107
2A) 41 12 10 63
29 166 66 39 271
23 a7 23 16 96

24&206 30 14 1 15

e . N a0 . By
Total 2806 962 443 1351
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