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This paper is préseﬁtgggggﬁfﬁe session Qn@“Delinquency Prevention Rerorms"
of the Internatignal Symposium on the Impuct of Criminal Justice Reform,
sponsored by the WMatioral Council on Crime & Delinguency and the Research
Committee for the Sociology of Deviance & Social Control, International
Sociological Association. This symposium is held on November 3-5, 1983,
in San Francisco.
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1. Criminalization of Traffic Offenders
Table 1 shows the statistics on traffic accidents since World War II.

Till 1970 the increase of traffic accidents was parallel with that of regi-

stered vehicles. In order to suppress the increase of traffic accidents, Japan
carried out the criminalization of traffic offenders. 1In the period from 1945
to 1956 this criminalization was carried out slowly. But in the second period
from 1960 to 1969 it was rapid, because the total number of casualties of
traffic accidents increased tremendously. There were many important enactments
and amendments of traffic criminal laws. By 1969 traffic criminal laws had

been systematized. Under those criminal laws criminalization of traffic offend-
ers was strengthened in the law enforcement, in the criminal justice system and
in the treatment of traffic offenders. It contributed to the decrease of
casualties of traffic accidents in the 1970's. Let us look at how Japan has

controlled juvenile traffic offenders.

2. Activities in the Community

In December of 1948 the police advocated "traffic safety" week all over
the country. Since 1948 the traffic safety movement has been carried out twice
in a year by the advocation of the police. In 1982 it was carried out on April
6-15, when the new term of schools began, and on September 21-30. During the
period of the movement the police and many organizations in the community
campaigned for the prevention of traffic accidents.

In the community there are many activities for infants and juveniles.
Infants are more frequently killed or injured by traffic accidents. In Yamagata
Prefecture some mothers whose children went to kindergartens or day nurseries,
first organized the traffic safety club for their children in July of 1971. 1In

Coot wber of 1981 there were about 18,600 tiraffic safety clubs all over the
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country.fuThose clubs hold”monthly meetings, at which infants and their mothers
enjoy games and singing to learn traffic rules under the guidance of club
leaders and pollcewomen.f In klndergartens or in day nurseries infants take
educatlon on trafflc rtles, above all, on how they should walk on the road.
Moreover, 1n March of:1979 there were 176 trafflc parks for 1nfants to learn
traffic rules whlle they play there. '

Many pupils of elementary schools and*junlor high schools join the traffie
boy & girl-¢lubs. The totalsaumber of those clubs amountéd to about 4,500 in-
September of 1982 The memberngf those clubs, who assume to themselves good
traffic manner through the1r act1v1t1es, are expected to become leaders of the
traffic safety movement among thelr peers In elementary schoolsryounger
pupils often take education on traffic rules, above all, on how to ride a
bicycle according to traffic rules. » k

In rLral area many students of senior high schools cannot commute to
their school on foot. Therefore, some of them are permltted to commute by an
autocycle. In their sehior hlgh schools they sometxmes take educatlon on how
to r1de an autocycle accordlng to trafflc rules. '

In the 1970 s the educatlon on trafflc rules has been systematlcally

‘carrled out 1n the communlt'; above all, in schools. It must contrlbute to

o

prevent many juvenlles fron commlttlng trafflc offences.

3. Regulatlon of Hotrodders , . v ,
Concerning the juvenile traffic offenders, driving of hotrodders has. been
a troublesomeiproblem. About twenty—flve years ago, hotrodders appeared in

Japan’for«the’first time _some youngsters drove autocycles w1thout mufflers to

enjoy themselves speeding. As they drove very n01slly, mass® media named

them Kaminari-zok%)in 1959.

In the late 1960's hotrodders enjoyed themselves drlvrng autocycles and
automoblles.A At the nlght of . week end, some of them trled rac1ng on a wide
road in, the center of big c1t1es. Many youngsters came to see rac1ng. They
caused riots in several c1t1es. In June of 1972, a big riot occurred in Toyama
Clty, in vhlch about 3, 000 spectators part1c1pated ' After thls r:ot mass media

3)

began to call hotrodders Boso—zoku. By the research of the pollce, t?ére were

467 races in 1973, in wh;vh 28 700 hotrodders and 17, 228 vehlcles partlclpated,,

and which about 120 000 persons gathered to see.'

In 1972 some hotrodders began to, form a gang The gang of hctrodders has

been called Boso—zoku.‘ As gangs of ho*rodders had terrltorles, they began to

fight some gangs and to ally themselves with other gangs. The scale of some
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Sometimes thousands of hotrodders drove vehicles together, yhich annoyed
drivers very much. When drivers protested hotrodders, their wehicles were
destroyed or some of them were injured by hotrodders. Therefore, the police:
began to regulate hotrodders severely. In revende for the severe'regulation,
some hotrodders attacked the policemen or the police branches in the: late
1970's. - ! : '

In 1978 the Road Traffic lLaw was amended. pnder'the amended law,
hotrodders would be punished if they put the road traffic in danger or put
someone - to serious annoyance by side~by-side driving. ‘Moreover, ‘the penal.
score against them was raised in January of 198L.. Under,the new score systen,
their driver's licénse could be revoked if they commit;awdangerous or trouble-~

some side-by-side driving, . Since 1978 hotrodders have been severely regulated:

‘by the police.

Because ofksevere,regulation, the total number of hotrodders investigated
by the police increased from 21,967 in 1977 to 48,313 in 1981 (Table 3).-
Especially hotrodders on suspigion of no license and incompletely equipped . - :
vehicle increased drastically.f Because many hotrodders often. broke the Road
Traffic Law, their driver's licenses were revokéd. -Therefore, the total numbet
of hotrodders without driver's license increased. Hotrodders frequently drove
incompletely equipped vehicles, above all, vehicles without mufflers. Their .. %
driving was dangerous for other drivers, and troublesome. for residents along :
the roads because of noise. The police began to regulate those hotrodders
severely. 1In addition, many hotrodders were caught on suspicinn-of dandgerous
or troublesome side=~by~side driving sinCefl979.' Their total number_increased’
2,405 in 1979 to 7,254 in 1981. Recently we don't hear that hotrodders cause
a riot, fight each other violently, or-attack a citizen or policeman, although : i
we sometimes see some hotrodders drive their incompletely equipped vehicles at. :
the midnight of . week end.‘“By'the'research of .the police, hotrodders have become

young (Table 4). The rate of juveniles among. hotrodders investigated by the’

police, increased 67.3% in 1975 to 80.6% in 1980. It becomes important for us Tﬁ"

to consider how we treat juvenile hotrodders. = . ; - S

'4. - Regulation by the Police

Figurerl'shOWSithe’juvenile.justice‘system~in»Japan.- First, let us see
how the police regulated juvenile traffic offenders. 'From‘Table 5 we could
infer\What kinds'of offences of the Road Traffic naw the police: knew in 1965 and :
iny19élf. In 1981 the total of juvenile cases’ numbered 1,533,136, which were ‘ ;5
1.83 times as much as that in 1965. Of the total, 19 2%, 9. 3% 9.1%, 9.0% were

.2+ ar-~l'mited s_eed assen.ers bevond capacity, not carrying . e

S
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license card and neglect of no thoroughfare'sign respectively.  The cases of- . of juvenile detention & classificition homes, family court judges begin to ad-

incompletely :equipped vehicles; neglect of no.thoroughfare sign, not carrying: judicate. Table 6 shows final dispositions of juvenile non-traffic offenders-

license ¢ard, neglect=of’1ineron‘road and:passernigersbeyond tcapacity in-1981: - in family courts. Japanvhgpﬁrecently seen the third peak of ‘juvenile delin- .

were over 3 timesvas much:as that in 1965.: o %vn ool T e o o LS quency since World War II,-as the police have concentrated on catching juvenile

In juvenile cases, the cases of 'incompletely equipped vehicle and passen~ offenders. . But most juveniles only commit minor offences, such as shoplifting-

gers beyond capacity had the higher increase rate than that in the adult cases. ’ - and riding bicycles without the owner's permission. (Figure 2).:. Therefore, the .

N

By the research of the policey?among‘the:membersmothhe gangs of hotrodders, percentage Qf‘juveniie offenders; who are dismissed without: hearing, has

60.1%, 34.6% and 5.3% have'an aut0cycle}van”autom0bile:anduno"vehicle in: 1975 increased since 1965. - - T ST R PRI I SEO

respectively, while. 38.2%, 38.7% and”23.1% in:1980.- As the members became - ; o

i

In Japan vehicle operators who kill or. injure anothet by negligence would -

young; the memberscw1thout“a vehicle_increased.~JTherefore,fmany;hotrodders - be .convicted of professional negligence causing death or;Bodilyzﬁnjuryvunder

recently ‘drove their vehicles carrying passengers beyond capacity. In 1981 the the Penal Code.. Table 7 shows,the,final dispositions of ‘juveniles in family .

total ‘number of hotrodders caught by the¢ police amounted to 48,313, which was courts who were convicted of this offence. In 1965 there were many juveniles
who were referred to.public prosecutors. Most of them were only fined like

. adultse -

2.2 times as much as that in 1977. Of the. total, 9,987 were caught'on suspicion
of -incompletely equipped vehicles » In addition, some.of those who repaired - :
vehicles were: caught on suspicién of theé offerices of the Vehicles for Road ‘Table 8 shows the final dispositions of juveniles in family courts who-

B

Transportation Law. ' ‘oo Sl nnt L committed offences of some road traffic laws. In 1960 most -of juvenile ‘road:

».During the period from“1965 to 1981, the total number of overload: and no traffic offenders were regardedfaSnminor offenders who did not need education

license decreased remarkably. . In,1965:the=totalinumber-of the graduates of - under the Juvenile Law. Since 1964, the second peak of Juvenlle dellnquency,

junior high schools amounted,to‘2,359,558,;ofmwhich:70;6% entered senior high . Juvenlles who commltted serlous offences, have decreased. On the other hand,

schools. There were many juvenile workers-who had.chances to drive vehicles.. - in the late 1960 s Juvenlle trafflc offenders 1ncreased._ Therefore, they came

However, under the Road‘Traffic.Law,'juvenilés*under~20.year5‘old,:under'18" to be regarded as those who need educatlon.' In the early 1970 'S the number of

5)

years old and-under 16 years old-could not get driver’s licenses for large auto- dlumlssals w1thout hearrng decreased drastlcally, as many were dlsmlssed after~

i

moblles, ord1nary licenses and: licenses for' autocycles respectively. In 1965 ,belng placed under tentatlve probatlon.‘ Recently, famlly court Judges more

many poor yound..juvenilés who drove. vehicles without driver' srllcense, were - frequently dec1de to put Juvenlle trafflc offenders urder probatlonary super— .

caught by the police. .On-the‘other'handf'1n~l980‘the total number*of the - vision or to commrt them to Juvenlle tra1n1ng schools 1n order to gulde and

3 y B \\
graduates of junior high schools3amounted=to:l;723,022,;of~wh1ch 94.2% entered educate them.i \

W

snior high sc - ’ ar - - - iile workers who drive - ; ,
senlor\hlgh schools" Recently there are not . many juvenlle workers q G.V;Under,Tentatlve Probation . - R L L

B \ * S -
vehiclés Without~driver!s;1iCenSe.”_In‘1980«the‘populatlon in Japan numbered -

X , During-the period iof inVestigation,‘family,courts can place “juveniles: .
117,057,485, "of which 36.7% have driver's-licenses: (Table 1).

< kel

. " under tentative proQation,;%Eamilyncourt probation officers supervise juvenile
5. Adjudication:in Familinourtg)r . ‘ tentativerprobationers’not'only.for,inveStigationfbut-alsoﬂforveducationﬁanddﬁ
All juvenile delinguents, somé Gf pre-offerice juveniles and somé of law- , ‘ guidance. Since 1954 probation officers in Tokyo Family Court have held the . :

. p i 2 ; . /
breaking children; who are guided or investigated by the police, are referred. lecture meeting. for: educatlon of Juvenlle traffic offenders: placed. under ten-

to ‘family courts.under.the:-Juvenile Law.:  In. family courts there are some’ tatlvelprobatlon. ~In 1963 they began to lodge periodically w1th;the.3uvenrle B

»probatlon officers-who are specialists-in‘psychology, sociology or education. - traffic OfﬁeﬂdeES'ﬁoxﬁthreewdaYSyin;orderrto:educate them. = Moreover, other. '

‘Family court probation officers investigate the referred juveniles, carry out - juvenile traffic offenders under“tentative-probation‘have~been guided'to-listen
many kinds of tests and reseatch. their-background such as thelzﬁﬁamler thelr} ~to a lecture at drivers‘ training schbols or at Trafflc Satety Assogciations.,

Schqol.gr their place of work. .. = =i TR B D LS B e T PRI SR PRI In. 1960 s the tenﬁatlve probatlon were systematized for education -of juvenile. .

* Receiving, reports from family ‘court probation officers and staff specialists traffic offenders all over the country. . In 1970 about 58,000 traffic juvenile:

oy e s . PN S - . R -
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offenders-and about 22,000 non-traffianUVenlleJoffenders<were;pﬁaced~underf
tentative probationm: -~ vl oo Srpeiily TEART Laair oo Saad

- In the late 1970's the total numbeEVOfTjuvenile*tentative-probationérs~
decreased and their terns offtentative'prohation»became short - (Table 9): V-
As juvenile 'serious offenders“deCreased,finﬁthe earlyf1970's the total number °
of juvenile non-traffic offenders who were placed ‘under probation or committed:
to juven1le training ‘shcools, decreased drastlcally (Table '6) . Therefore, in-
the middle 1970's the Ministry of Justlce, which is in charge of administration
of probation ard Juvenlle training schools, began ‘to cope p051t1vely with
treatment of juvenile traffic offenders and rather minor offenders.; It is the
reason why juvenile: tentat1ve—probat10ners ‘decreaged and their terms- of ‘ten=- " ¢
tative probation became short “in the late-1970's.  Though tentgtive probatlon
has been carried out well, juvenile,offendeﬁ5~afe,more ‘frequently placed under
probation or committed to juvenile training schools instead of being placed
under tentative probation. 'In 1980, 97.3% of juVehile“traffic offenders’, who
had been released from tentative probation, were dismissed .without beiqg'imposed

any more educative measure under the Juvenile Law. -~ . '

7. Under Probation & Under paroié"”“
' Probatlon-parole offlcers, who belong to the M1n1stry of Justlce, have -
charge of probatlon and parole./ But thelr total number is too small to carry
out all probatlonary or parolable « pervxslon. Therefore, many leaders 1n the
communlty become volounteer probatlon-parole offlcers. As trafflc probatloners
and parolees gradually 1ncreased, in the late '1960's many probatlon-parole
offlces began to carry out group guldances for trafflc probatloners and parolees,
they gather a few dozens of traffic probatloners and parolees, thelr parents and
their employers together to lecture on the moral of drivers, the technrque of
drlvang, the road traffic laws and so on. In 1970 there were 18,083 traffic
offenders under probationary  or: parolable superv151on, of whom juvenlle pro-‘
bationers, parolees tentat;vely released from prisons, probatzoners with
suspended sentences and parolees tentatively released from juVenlle trainlng
schools ‘amounted to 79.2%, 15,8%," 4.7%,and»0;3%»respéctlvely.u VL f"ﬁ“'f~’

- . In 1975 all probation-parole offices carried’Out'group:guidandesgfor;
traffic;probationers and‘parolées;“‘ln the ‘late 1970*3 some’of public;andrf*w"
volunteer - probatlon-parole officers became specialists:in charge of the super—
vision of traff1c probationers and parolees. Thosevspecrallsts~endeavour to
educate ‘and guide them rather ‘than to supervise. them.: -As group guidances were”
successful, in 1977 the‘shortetermvprobatioq;for.juvenile~trafficfoffenders‘was

introduced. ' In stead of being supervised individually, juveniles under short=

D ewn

' slnce short—term probatlon was 1ntroduced, fam1ly court Judges have more fre-'

offeriders in ‘short-term schools are confined'within'GimonthS'and within: 4 months

term probatlon are compelled to attend some group guldances and to write monthly
reports on thelr lees, which are submltted to probatlon-parole offlcers. As a

kS

rule they are released after belng under probatlon 1n three or four months.

quently de01ded to place Juven1le trafflc offenders under probatlon (Table 7 and
Table 8) 3 In 1980 there were 30 638 Juvenlles placed under short-term probatlon,

of whom about 99% were released from 1t wath1n s1x months.

teet

8. Juvenile Tralnlng School Lt s walx . :. v‘, | L o

In general, Juvenlles commltted to Juvenlle tra1n1ng scbools were conf;ned \
therﬁjoyer;one;yearl.tThrs term of confinement seemed to_ be long~for Juvenlle’

traffic. offenders. . Therefore, in 1969 a Juvenzle tra1n1ng school for the :
short—term treatment of Juvenlle traffic offenders was establlshed in Matsuyama
Juvenile Tra1n1ng School. Next year a tra1n1ng house for Juvenlle traffrc
offenders was opened in Uji Juvenile:Training School. Fhe§§ ;DStltutropsﬂ ,
carrled out special educative treatment. 1In 1971 the total number ofbjuveniles
newly committed to Matsuyama Short—term School and U31 Training House amounted '’
to 68 ana 17 respectwely.-~ PO AT L e e e e

As JuvenilesﬁCQmmittedwseriousioffences7decreasednafter the second peak of
juvenile delinquency, the inmates of juvenile training: schools qradually‘deh .
creased.  In'tHe middle:1970%s ihmates were-so few fo:‘:’“-the-»‘o:':'apaic1'.‘*:.‘y‘cs‘f*."juvenile“;i\T
training schools that the budget mlght be cut. Therefore, the: Mlnistry of =
Justice reformed the system of juvenile’ training schools in:'1977. . It estab- )
lished ‘three kinds of juvenile training‘schoolSt (1) long=~term :Schocle for:the
juveniles of ‘advancéd criminal ‘tendency,  (2) ‘short-term-gchodls for. the'. ‘
Juvenlles of ‘Yess advanced criminal tendency, and (3) short=term schools for
juvenile traffic offenders. ) SRS S R C «

In 1980 theré were 40 long=term schools:and“ 20 short-term- schools all
oVér ‘the ‘doufitry. '8 of 20 short-term schools, 'Whi&h are open:or semi-open
institutions, ‘carried out educative treatment both" for ‘the" juveniles of less
advanced crimina1~tendency'and fortguvenlle trdaffic offenders,thrlew12‘didxonly°

foffthe’formér.V”ﬁs*a%rule;juVenile non=traffie offenderg - and juvenile traffic

respectively, while Juvenxlesllnmlong-term schools are within’ 2 years.: In:1980 : P

the total number of Juveniles hewly commltted "to" lohg=term:schools, to. short-
term schools for hon-traffic offenders and t6 short-term schools: for traffic

offenders amounted 'to 2 ;978, 1 512 and 230 respectively.)f4~?“

Y L . . . ;;'
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9. Conclus1on _‘
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in the 1960‘s there were a Jot of trafflc ac01dents. ‘fé guppress'the
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has greatly contributed to the decrease of trafflc acc1dents in the 1970 S.

'1ncrease of trafflc acc1dents, Japan systematlcally carrled out educatlon on

Atrafflc safety,and crlmlnallzatlon of trafflc offenders 1n the 1970's.

Educatlon of infants and chlldren, whlch are carrled out 1n fam111es, 1n
schools and 1n the conmunlty, may not have a rapld effect.‘ But it must be

a base to prevent trafflc accxdents and trafflc offences. Systematlc educatloni
In the 1970's, juveniles who commltted serlous offences decreased.
Therefore, the police began to regulate Juvenlle traffic offenders, above all,
hotrodders severely. Howevér, in spité of severe regulation, their treatment
has been educative. Juvenlles who commit serlous ‘traffic offences,’ are more
frequently placed under tentatlve probatlon or under probatlon, or commztted
to juvenile training schools. They are glven spe01al ‘educative treatment in .
place of punitive treatment. Successful tréatment has al"o contributed tc the

decrease of trafflc acc1dents§)‘

& : . . - A . . W

Note

i) See Minoru Yokoyama "Criminalization of Traffic Offendefs,in‘Japan";in

Charles Fenwick & Carl Becker eds., Law, Crime and Justice in Japan,
" which will be publlshed in 1984. .
2) Japanese: words, "Kaminari" and"Zoku" have the meaning of a thunder and
a tribe respectlvely. S T :
3) Japanese w0rd,‘”Boso" ‘has the meaning of running madly. .. ... S
4) See Minoru Yokoyama; "Juvenile Justice System in Japan" (unpublished paper )
5) 1In addxtlon, all juveniles dismissed w1thout-hea:1ng have been given a
lecture:on traffic safety in family courts,-when they come there in‘ordef
to take investigation. ‘ : e
6) Harima Training School is one of them. On October 17, 1983, the total
number of inmates,in,Harima,Training:Schcol amounted‘to 82, of which 7 were
. traffic?juvenile offendets.:~TheY»take special”education and: treatment; :

~ which is separate from that for the juVeniles of less advanced criminal ..

. tendency.  ‘For éxample, they ate'sometimesfiaken'to the place of a £raffic,
‘acéident. After seeing it, thef discuss how it occurred. Moreover, they -
\lare periodically taken to a:rehabilitation.center in order to help the care,
in which there are many victims of traffic- ac01dents. )
7) 1If hotrodders commit not only.traffic offences but also Penal Code offences,
they are committed to long-term schools. Many leaders and subleaders of - .
the gang of hotrodders are treated there. )

8 However Ja.an must avoid the extreme  ¢riminalization of traffic offenders’
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 Figure 1. -Juvenile Justice System in Japan
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Figure 2. >SCOpevcf'Jdvenile;Delinquents1Guideé & Investigated
' by the Police in 1965 & in 1980
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.353 Scope of juveniles guided by the police

This original figure was first presented at Tokiwa International Seminor on
Juvenile Delinquency and Education on September 7 and 8 in 1982
at Tokiwa-Gakuen College, Mito~City, Japan
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Table 1. Sta?istics bn Traffic Accidents
{ Persons with
L Driver's License Registered Vehicles oz _ : Persons Killed by Persons Injured by
' Year (Unit:s thousand) {Unit: thousand) Traffic Accidents Traffic Accidents Traffic Accidents
1945 no statistics 144 8,706 3,365 9,094
o .
1950 no statistics’ 388 33,212 4,202 25,450
( 1955 3,780 1,464 93,981 6,379 76,501
” 1960 10,723 3,453 449,917 12,055 239,156
1965 21,104 7,897 567,286 12,484 425,665
1970 26,449 18,587 718,080 16,765 981,096
: 1975 33,483 28,934 - 472,938 10,792 . 622,467
’ f 1980 43,000 38,939 476,677 8,760 598,719
fi SbﬁtC%sEf“Miﬁi%Efy‘bfﬁdustiéé;xﬁhité”Paﬁéps"06'Crime
I3 e ,),;;'National Police Agency, White Papef% on Peolice
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Table 2. 8Scale of the Gangs of Hotrodders

M Y e i

P b T T

A %WW‘ Mﬂ““’mﬂtm‘* 9“*"’% e e

.

Number of Members

Iy ; . Total of ) o
. the Gangs Under 10 10-29 30-49 50-99 Over 99
‘-V—-, .

75

* ”
At the end of Numbex ; v §11 PR ,?;? g “"?72 S °2
pecember, 1973 $  (100.0) - (34.7) (44.5) (8.5 (12.3)

Number* 754 141 300 141 120 52
In Novemoer, 1980 ‘ ) : - , ’
LA (100.0) (18.7) (39.8) (18.7) - (15.9) (6.9)

* Total Number of the Gangs of”Hotroaders

Sources: White Papers on Police .
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Table 3. Hotrodders Investigated by the Police in 1977 & in 1981

18

1377 1281 Index
Number % Number % (1977=100) o
Total 21,967 -(100.0) _48,313 (100.0) 220 f
/// Offenders of Road Traffic Law 17,244 (78.5) ;37,987 (78.6) 220 “?
/ No License = 399 (1.8) 2,503 (5.2) 627 A
Drunken, Slightly Drunken 165 (0.8) 263 (0.5) 159 é
Over Limited Speed 2,562 (11.7) 3,109  (6.4) 121 f
Neglect of Signal 23215"(10.1) 3,142 (6.5) 142 - é
Incompletely Equipped Vehicle 2,834 (12.9) 9,987 (20.7) 352 ?
Dangerous or Troublesome | 7 7
Side~by-Side Driving - 7,254 (15.0) -
Others 52 : 9,069 (41.3) 11,720 (24.3) 129
Penal Code Offenders 2,525 (11.5) 4,673 (9.7) 185
Injury, Violence 560  (2.5) 1,419  (2.9) 253 i
Gathering with Weapons 748 4(3.4) 830 - (1.7) 11 i
Interference with a Government Official : ) !
_ in the Exercise of his Duties / 321 (1.5) 344 (Q.7)‘ 107 g
* Others : 7 © 896  (4.1) 2,080  (4.3) 232 3
Offenders of Special Penal Laws 2,198W (10.0) 5,653 (11.7) - 257 i
" yiolent Behaviour Regulating Law 1,357 (6:3) 2,349  ’(4.9)‘ '171
! Gun & Sword.Control Law | 13 (0.1) 18 {0.0) 138
Poison & Dangerous Object Control Léw#' ‘451 q;{?ily S 931 (1.9) | 206
Others | 357 - (1.6)] 2,355  (4.9) 660
* In 1964 some juveniles:began tq,snufflelthinngr 45 order to Qetfgygmselées intoxicated. Most offenders
of the Poison & Dangerous Object Control Law were those who got thinner illegally. :
Sources: White Pépers on Crfme ’ “ )
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i~ -Table:6. Final Dispositions of Juvenile Non—T:affiC-Offenders in Family Courts
Year Total Dismissal Referral to“ .Probationk 'Cgmmitmént to
withont = after Public = Child Guidance R - - Juvenile Training
Hearing Hearing = Prosecutors —Centers ' "Child Homes Schools 4
‘ , &
R 1965E .157,896 . - B7,979 39,668 . - 3,113 + -, 561 19,262 - 228 7,079 - §
! (100,0) (55.7) {(25.1) (2.0) - (0.4) (12.2) {0.1) (4.5) %
o . . - . I P = R : %
- 1975 ¢  118;253 77,760 28,475 - - . . 850 . 168 8,655 ©115 : : 2,230 .
. (100.0)  (65.8) {24.1) = {0.7) (0.1) (7.3) (0.1) {1.9) ?ﬁ
1980 | 172,359 120,040 33,524 @24 153 13,782 143 3,893 g1
: (100.0) {69.5) {19.5) . (0.5) ~(0.1) (8.0) (0.1) (2.3)
.
Source: Ministry of Juéﬁice, White PaperUOn‘Crime in 1982,"P.271. . .
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Table 7.
<Causing. Death or -Bodily Injury in Family Courts

Year  Total  Dismissal Referral to

Child Guidance
Centers

b?ublic
Prosecutors

after
Hearing

: without
oo : Hearing

AR L A W R R S

. N - ,; N
13,785 . .= 1,683

15,461 13 |
- (38.7)

1 (43.4)

485,661
(100.0)

1965 4,717

(13.2)

70599 .
6.9 |

3,625
(8.1)

3,776
(8.4)

1975 44,905

(100.0)

29,836
{8ay5)

26,357
(54:7)-

1980 48,190

(100.0)

4,199 °
(8.7)

12,036

5,410 -
: (25.0)

{111?)' 

&

\ /Source: Ministry of Justice, White Paper on Crime in 1982, B275
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Fihal Dispbsitions of Juvenile Offenders of Professicnal Negligence

Commitment to

Child Homes

Juvenile Training

Schools -

4

1Y

15
(0.0)

(0.1)

188
(6.4)
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¢ Table 8, PFinal Dispositions of Juvenile Road Traffic Offenders in Family Courts

: Year Total Dismisal Referral to Probation Commitment to

! without after . Publie Child Guidence : o Juvenile Training
¢ ‘Hearing  Hearing - Prosecutors Centers Child Homes = Schools

. 1360
1965
1870
1975

1980

&

519,908

{100.0)

754,322
(L00:0)

504,073

¢ {100.0)

203,421
{100.0)

256,256
(100,0)

396,488
{(76.2)

470,397
(62.4)

259,649

(51.5)

32,557

(16.0)

47,657

(18.6)

62,890

(12.1)

157,008
(20.8)

A79,767.

(35.7)

123,103
(60.6)

143,087
(55.8)

'Sources: Supreme Court,

Ry

b

57,084
{(11.0)

120,542
(16.0)

54,947
(10 .9)

38,924
(19.1)

35,310
(13.8)

Annual

u

o

.5
(0.0)

1
(0:0)

° oy
©,
=)
<
- - e o . w

3,430 -
(0.7) N

6,356 -
(0.8)

9,675 . . =

8,789 B

14.3)
29,996 : -
(11.7)

S

Réports of Judicial Statidtics

U !
'(0.0)

19
(0.0)

35
(0.0)

. 48
205
(0.1)

B




7

Year

O T a——

VR

Total
1965 42,395
1970 79,677
o
1975 82,057 ]
1980 61,328
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9. Terms of Dismissal from Juvenile Tentative Probatiow

Road Traffic Offenders

/7
4

)

Y
Non Traffic Offenders

i
]
'?
¥

1 month 1l month
and under’ Over and under Over
1l month 1-3 months 3 months Total 1 month 1-3 months 3 months
14,669 3.,803 10,590 13,333 2,539 1,924 8,870
(50.5) (13.1) {36.4) (100.0) - {19.0) (14.4) (66.6)
34,419 16,104 7,486 21,668 7,154 6,264 - 8,250
(52.3) (27.8) (12.9) {100.0) (33.0) (28.9) {(38.1)
34,879 16,787 8,542 21,849 8,034 - 6,735 7,080
(57.9) (27.9) (14.2) (100.0) (36.8) {30.8) (32.4)
.26,590 12,143 4,195 18,410 9,111 4,873 4,426
(61.9) (28.3) (9.8) (100.0) {(49.5) (264 5) (24.0)

Sources: Supreme Court, Annunal Reports of Judicial Stati'stics ‘ -

©

[

B

AN
%

{

R

@



. :
* K]
—
=
: . - . i R
v N ® R . e g YT <
- ot st i G e e 4 B o - o < - i i W imanid S e e gy T e e St N i i
- ) ,
B39 m - .
: k . . . - .
£ R v S e . R T S
.
= & ”
m o
; -
H . . @ =
- .
. \ .
13
: S I - . . - 5 % -
q . . i
i & . .
w. . ) o
¥ . ) -
! = N . * o
; ‘ ey by
{ : “
! . v
b + 4 E
! K - 15 E 4
: o iy .
: : i ] -
. : - g e . i k: ,
H “ N o E - . ¥ 9
i e SRR - S ; . :
i AR . ; ;
’ S
! o 3 . S
: ‘ E
i
;
§
| 1
& _M
8 : N
i i .
} .
1
. 5
3
P ) ) y
Ka = £
M L\\ . &
. .
’ -
N B g
i N - .
’ \ ‘ o =
* i “ o A R
[~
- - .~
i ¥
o = K .
- -
¢ Sz . .
= . . : -
W =4
» A
. - @ L 7
| . o
.o . “\
! 2 ol ‘ L
) - § N
) ) " i i
4 . ” o " .
=, & . '
S :
4§ § .
by N
* ¢
- 0 N I
2 :
* N 4
o ) 7
P : , N
7 * B =
. « .
~
y
- L
7 i o
. i . .
.// *
N ] =
' #
N e 7 . o 7
» !
' i . . -
14 i
\ , . B
}
! )
Ll





