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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

PLAN OF THE REPORT

This report, which is the fourth annual report based on data sup-
P“ed by courts cooperating with the Children’s Bureau in the plan
or obtaining uniform statistics of delinquency, dependency and
neglect, and other children’s cases dealt with by juvenile courts, is
arranged in three parts: |. General discussion and summary tables
based upon figures received from all courts reporting in 1930; II.
Discussion of juvenile-court delinquency rates for courts reporting in
1927, 1928, 1929, and 1930, including a table comparing rates for
boys and girls in 1930, with similar rates based upon figures for the
3-year period 1927—929; and IIl. Source tables glvmﬁ figures for
individual courts reporting in 1930. The courts as shown in the
source tables comprising Part 111 fall into three groups, according to
the census of 1930: (1) Those serving populations of 100,000 or more,
(2) those serving populations of 25,000 to 100,000, and (3) those
serving populations of less than 25,000. The tables dealing with
what seem to be the more significant items show figures for individual
courts in the first and second groups, but figures for all the courts in
the third group have been consolidated; the remaining tables show
figures for individual courts in the first groug, but only totals are
given for the second and the third group. The number of cases of
each type reported bg individual courts serving areas with popula-
tions of less than 25,000 for which totals only appear in the source
tables is shown in the first of the summary tables (p. 3).

1
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PART |I.—GENERAL DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY TABLES
THE COURTS COOPERATING

Ninety-two courts sent in statistical data for the entire calendar

ear 1930, as compared with 96 courts for 1929, 65 for 1928, and 43
or 1927.1 The names of the 92 courts reporting for 1930, with the
largest city or town in the area served by each court, are given in the
aiapendlx . 67). For convenience each court will be designated in
all other places only by the territory over which it has jurisdiction.
The cooperating courts reported 53,757 delinquency cases, 20,711
dependency and neglect cases, 933 cases of special groceedmgs,Z and
7,562 cases of children discharged from supervision.3 The number of
cases reported by each court for the year is shown in Table 1
Although all the courts have jurisdiction over delinquency cases and
also over dependency and neglect cases, 8 courts reported delinquency
cases only and 4 reported dependency and neglect cases only. There-
fore 88 of the courts reported cases of delinquency and 84 reported
cases of dependency and neglect. Cases of special proceedings were
reported by 33 courts, and 62 courts (exclusive of New York City3
reported cases of children discharged from supervision. These figures
representing the number of courts reporting each type of case will be
used in the summary tables and discussion in this report.

The work of the court, as to both number and tﬁpes of cases, was
reported more completely b% some courts than by others. Incomplete
records or divided responsibility in checking cards was reponsible for
many of the failures to report.4 All the courts were asked to report
unofticial cases, but no such cases were reported by 30 courts,6

1Juvenile-Court Statistics, 1927,1928, and 1929, United States Children’s Bureau Publications No. 195
(Washington, 1929), No. 200 (Washington, 1930), and No. 207 (Washington, 1931). i
*Children’s cases other than those of delinquency and of dependency and neglect over which some
courts ha\/_efurgsdlctlon, such as formal adoption proceedings, commitment of menfally defective, holding
of a material Wltness,_aﬁpllcatlon for consent to marry or to enlist in the Army or Navy, etc. The year
%%Sig)/ |isn tt}%gllrestlm which these cases have been reported. Figures for cases of spécial procéedings are shown
_ 8The number of supervision cases reported was actually larger. Cases for New York City are not
included because cards from | of the 5 counties comprising New York City were lost in transit. On
January 1, 1930, revised statistical cards replaced those in use during 1927, 1928 and 1929. The new super-
vision card has a broader application than the old card and will increase the number of supervision cases
r?_?_orted. . The old supervision card was used only for a child placed under the supervision of the probation
officer to live in his own home or other family home by the reporting court at the time of first disposition.
The new card is used for every child for whom the court assumes responsibility whether the child is super-
vised directly by the probation officer or by an agency or individual to whom the court has delegated the
task of supervision, oris placed temporarily’in an institution. The new card is used also for a childreceived
for supervision from another court, anothér probation office, or an institution because of a change in court
order. A number of courts reported on both old and new cards during 1930. In order to keep the base
uniform, it was necessary therefore to include in these tabulations only cards of the orlglmal type and such
new cards as were checked on the same base as the orlﬁlnal cards, namely, cards for children placed under
supervision of the probation officer in their own or other family home by the reporting court at the time
of first disposition. Figures for _sugervmon cases are shown only in Table 1. Because of changes in the
classification of the reasons for discharge from supervision, this réport does not include discussion of these
cases similar to that which appeared in earlier reports. .
4The organization of the probation office associated with the court, from which most of the cards were
received, and its relation to the court differ from place to place. In some localities this office is an integral
Part of the court; in others it is a separate organization. The office may function as a unit or, especially in
he larger_courts, be divided into separate departments. In some communities the court receives case
work service from another agency; for example, a county child-welfare department.
8Alabama—Cleburne, Elmore, Etowah, Escambia,” and Mobile Counties; Indiana—Steuben and
Vanderburgh Counties; Maryland—Baltimore; Michigan—Wayne Cou@é; Minnesota—Hennepin and
Ramsey Counties; New Jersey—Hudson and Mercer Counties; New York—Buffalo, Chemung, Columbia,
Erie and Monroe Counties, New York City, Ontario and Rensselaer Counties; North Dakota—Fourth
udicial district; Ohio—Allen County; Pennsylv_ama—AII_eghen&, Lycoming, and Montgomery Counties;
irginia—Danville, Lynchburg, Norfolk; Washington—Pierce County.
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930 3

although it is probable that in some of these courts a number of com-
Elamts were adjusted unofficially. In some courts records are not
efgt of unofficial work. ) )

he failure of 29 courts (exclusive of New York City) to report cases
of children discharged from supervision may be due to incomplete
probation records or to the practice of allowing cases to become
Inactive without dismissal or removal from the list or index of active
cases.

Table 1 shows wide variation among the courts in the relative num-
ber of delinquency and of dependency and neglect cases reported for
the year. This variation is due in part to the extent to which local
aﬁencies other than the court are caring for dependent and neglected
children in the different communities.

Table 1.— Number of boys’ and of girls’ delinquency, dependenci/] and neglect, and
special-proceedings cases disposed of, and number of cases of children discharged
from supervision by 92 specified courts during 1930

Cases of children

Delinquency Dependency and  Special-proceed- discharged  from

cases neglect cases ings cases supervision
Court
Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls
Total cases 53,757 45,374 8,383 20,711 10,673 10,038 933 1189 «266»7,562 »5,651 »1,911
Alabama:
9 6 3 47 23 24 24 13 U
2 1 1 711 R 1 1 2 7 15
Bullock County 6 4 2
Chambers Count n 9 2 6 2 4
Clarke County 1 1 35 19 16 1 1
Cleburne County 2 2 3 2 1
27 5 12 98 3% 52 15 3 12
a
Coosa County............... 1 1 19 10
10 6 4 25 14 u 19 10 9
Dallas County 2 2 37 2 15
Elmore County 2 2 3 3
5 5 4 2 2 7 5
3 42 1 6 3 3 1 1 13 10
2 1 1 67 40 27 8 4
Greene County 2 1 1 12 5 i i
Henry County 3 2 1 19 7 12 12 6
Jackson County 8 5 3 4 4
Lauderdale County__ 27 2 6 260 128 132 % 3B 22
Lee County 5 4 1 2 2
i 3 3 25 12 13 1 1
Marion County 5 3 2 % 13 14 9 5
Mobile County 177 152 s} 4 1 3 25 25
Perry County ... 5 3 2 66 B 0B 14 9 5
Pike County 10 10 107 5% 51
Sumter County 4 3 1 21 12 9 1 1 1 1
o ] 28 15 13 4 1
California: San Diego
Count ) 1640 1449 191 395 12 23 3R 2A u 200 18 24
Connecticut:
(city) 4 402 68 51 24 27 123 no 13
District of Columbia 1,893 1642 251 315 163 152
Georgia: Fulton County... 338 1,110 228 440 219 221! 12 8 4 130 A 36
Ilinois: Rock Island
| dC_ounty 35 24 n 14 78 76 48 7 3
ndiana:
Lake County. 47 262 215 326 160 l6e 7 4 3 1Im W 60
Marion Count 818 617 301 282 14 13 24 12 92
Steuben County..... 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 2
Vanderburgh County.. 84 72 12
Wayne County 61 1 17
owa:
Johnson County 92 73 19 43 8 25 v 5 7
Polk County 610 463 147 559 282 277 58 23 35 73 54 19

1Exclusive of Philadelphia which did not report sex of children in special-projeedings cases.
. *tEchutswe of New York City, because the report cards for 1 of the counties comprising the city were lost
in transit.
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4 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 1.— Number of boys' and of girls’ delinquency, dependencK and neglect, and
special-proceedings cases disposed of, and number of cases of children discharged
from supervision by 92 specified courts during 1930— Continued

Delinquency ~ Dependency and  Special-proceed- gi%%eﬁa‘r’fggi#%%‘
cases neglect cases ings cases charged I
Court P

Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls

Louisiana:
01 21 40 58 29 24 3 1 2 7 7
. 232 198 A 93 A 59 1 1
Ma[[yland: Baltimore
Coityl 2,540 2278 262 466 236 230 127 8% 42
Michigan:
520 70 338 178 160
. 3235 2862 373 927 482 445 1 1 426 255 11
Minnesota:
1053 83 200 349 190 19 822
517 437 80 15 6L 4 400 74
51 45 6 18 9 9 30 17 13
New Jersey:
L974 1,736 238 219 116 43
'425 24 398 388 10
New York:
1,094 1,005 89 8 40 B 6l 14 17
'112 40 107 46 61 1 1
8 8 5 14 6 8 5 5
i i el 65 14 158 74 84 2 2 37 24 13
Erie County (exclusive
212 191 21 70 44 26 146 138 8
. 70 138 32 28 109 119 19 2%
New York (city) 7,867 6,857 1,010 3,890 2,026 1,864 84 32 52 (0 © ©
68 51 17 86 45 11 2 2 5 1
414 39 161 83 78 4 3 1
Westchester County._. 597 493 104 3% 204 190 66 2 4 183 1% 27
North Carolina: Buncombe
134 112 2 6 & 23 20 8 12
North Dakota
Third Judlmal district
(in part 12 3 9 30 18 2 3 3
Fourth judicial district. n 7 4
Allen County 25 18 7 60 30 30 4 2 2
81 65 16 10 2 8 1 1
. 3 254 49 60 B X 51 49 2
Franklin Count¥ 1206 921 285 721 348 373 27 12 15
Hamilton County....... 2072 1,486 586 442 230 212 54 0 4 2% 25 i
Lake County 85 72 13 33 14 19 1 1 3 3
Mahoning County 2151 1802 349 214 102 112 6 3 3
Montgomery County.. 5%, 230 321 18 183 12 5 7018 1M 2
Sandusky County 73 5% 18 42 B 17 10 3 7
Oregon: Multnoman
County 1172 1,024 148 475 22 243 3 1 2 229 19 140
Penns Ilvania:
Allegheny County 1128 955 173 970 52 48
M/commg County 26 16 10 59 30 29 2 2
ontgomery County. 96 85 n 10 8 2
Phlla elphla (city and
nty)... 7517 6,629 888 4,060 2,166 18%4 48 (0 (0 1446 1025 421
South Carolma Greenville
UtCﬁun y 106 85 21 74 27 47 7 a 4 33 27 n
ah:
First di_strl_ct - 20 251 39 13 7 15 14 1
Second district. _ 56 40 7% U 6 5 51 43 8
Third district................ 972 732 240 175 84 91 9 8 1 69 46 23
Fourth district M43 A 49 0 8 2
476 440 36 6 5 16 74 1
122 119 3 1
Seventh district 27 123 4 21 21
Other counties 25 23 2
Virginia,
anville (city). 3V /W % 5 B 2 I 5 5
Lynchburg (C|ty) 78 152 2% 4 4 23 21 2
Norfolkécnc) T4 644 130 152 6 8 2 1 1 297 29 58
Rockbri ounty 2 3 6 7 a 4 5 1 4
Washington:
Pierce County 165 135 0 49 2 20 4 2 2
Spokane County___— 653 561 92 164 82 82 21 10 n
Wisconsin:
Milwaukee County_ 2,419 1934 48 1304 68 618 7 2 5 3B 26 149

*Not reported.
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930 5

Most of the courts reporting have county-wide jurisdiction, but a
few serve a city only.6 In most of the State of Utah the juvenile
courts are organized on a district basis, each district including several
counttleg.Y Utah is the only State in which all the juvenile courts
reported.

The populations of the areas served by the courts shown in Table
1 varied from less than 25,000 to 500,000 or more in 1930. Eleven
of the courts served gopulations of 500,000 or more; 26, populations
of 100,000 to 500,000; 42, gopulatlons of 25,000 to 100,000; and 13,
populations of less than 25,000. Ninety-two per cent of the delin-
quency cases and 90 per cent of the dependency and neglect cases
were reported by courts coming within the first two groups. )

The maximum age of original jurisdiction of the 92 courts varied
from 16 to 21 years. Forty-eight courts had jurisdiction over children
under 16 years of age;85 had jurisdiction under 17 years;931 had
jurisdiction under 18 years;Dand 1 (San Diego County, Calif.) had
Lurisdiction under 21 years. Of the remaining 7 courts, 5 ﬁin Indiana)

ad jurisdiction over delinquent and dependent and neglected boys
under 16 years, delinquent girls under 18 years, and dependent and
neglected girls under 17 years; 1 (Rock Island County, 111) had juris-
diction over boys under 17 years and girls under 18 years; and 1
(Milwaukee County, Wis.) had jurisdiction over delinquent and neg-
lected children under 18 years and dependent children under 16 years.

DELINQUENCY CASES

CHILDREN INVOLVED IN THE CASES«
Age.

The extent to which the age limitation of original jurisdiction of
the court affected the number of cases dealt with is shown in Table 2.2
In courts having jurisdiction over children up to 18 years of age, the
cases of 16 and 17 year old children constituted more than one-third
of the bc(ijs’ cases and two-fifths of the girls’ cases for which the age of
the child was reported. In the one court havinghjurisdiction over
children up to 21 years of age almost two-fifths of the boys’ cases and
two-fifths of the %irls’ cases were those of 16 and 17 year old children.
Cases of 14 and 15 year old children constituted the largest group in
the courts having jurisdiction under 17 years and those having juris-
diction under 16 years.

6New York City includes 5 boroughs or counties, each of which has a subdivision of the court.

i The courts for éach of the remaining counties, although not organized on a district plan, have been dealt
with in 1group, “ Other Counties,” for statistical purposes. i . .

827 in Alabama, 1in Connecticut, 1in Georgia, 1in Maryland, 2in New Jersey, 10in New York, 1in
North Carolina, 4in Pennsylvania, and 1in South Carolina.

“1in the District of Columbia, 2 in Louisiana, and 2 in Michigan. . o .
WJOth Itowa, 3in Minnesota, 2in North Dakota, 9in Ohio, 1in Oregon, 8in Utah, 4in Virginia, and 2in

ashington.

11 As a number of the children were dealt with more than once, the 53,757 delinquency cases reported for
1930represented 47,633 children—39,773 boys and 7,860 girls. In 1927 and 1928, tables showm%age and social
characteristics of the children involved in the cases were based on “ children” not “ cases,” the information
about the child contained in the record of the first case disposed of during the year being used. A com-
parison of tables relating to social data based on “children” and on “cases” reveéaled no significant differ-
ences in per cent distribution. All tables for 1929 and 1930 are therefore based on “ cases” each child being
counted as many times during a year as he was referred on a new complaint. =~~~

BThe inclusion in the tables of a few eases of children beyond the age of original jurisdiction may be
explained by the fact that some courts have jurisdiction beyond the age of original jurisdiction in certain
situations; for example, a case in which the offense was committed before the age limit was reached, even
though the case did not come to the attention of the court until afterward; and a case in which a child,
made a ward before reaching the age limit, was brought before the court on a new charge. Occasionally
courts deal informally with children who are just beyond the age ofjuvenile-court jurisdiction.
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6 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 2.— Age limitation of original court jurisdiction and age of boys and of girls
dealt with in delinquency cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Delinquency cases

Age limitation of original court jurisdiction

Age and sex of child Under 16years 3 Under 17years Under 18years Under 21years3

Total
Per cent Per cent Per cent _ Percent
Num- gistri- NI Cdigirie  NUM- Cdiseri- N disiri-
€ bution bution € bution bution

53,757 27,735 6,195 18,187 1,640

45374 24,308 5,427 14,190 1,449
Age reported 44,943 24,065 100 5,399 100 14,030 100 1,449 100
Under 10years.......... 2,881 1,899 8 173 3 712 5 97 7
10years, under 12 5710 3,760 16 611 11 1,266 9 73 5
12years, under 14— 11102 7,148 30 1,250 23 2507 18 197 14
l4years, under 16 17,796 10,855 45 2102 40 4,387 31 452 3l
16years, under 18— 7,263 392 2 1253 23 5,063 36 555 3B
18years and over___ 191 n 0 10 0 9% 1 I 5

431 243 28 160

8,383 3427 768 3,997 191
Age reported 8,340 3411 100 763 100 3,975 100 191 100
Under 10years.......... 264 135 4 8 1 106 3 15 8
10years, under 12 450 243 7 33 4 167 4 7 4
12years, under 14 1,484 787 23 132 17 539 14 26 14
14years, under 16 4,038 2,092 61 418 5 1482 37 46 24
16years, under 18— 2,019 144 4 170 2 1,626 41 79 41
18yearsand oyer__ 85 10 0 2 0 55 1 18 9

43 16 5 2

10nly 80 of the %courts_rewrted girls’ cases. . o i
lincludes truancy cases in Westchester and Rensselaer Counties, N. Y. (where jurisdiction is exercised
to 17 years as authorized by the state-wide education law).
*Includes only San Diego County, Calif.
*Less than 1per cent.
Color and nativity.
Colored boys were involved in almost one-fifth and colored girls

in slightly more than one-fifth of the delinquency cases. (See Table

3aFe|33w7c¥1ildren of foreign birth are reported to the courts in .delin-
quency cases. This is doubtless due, at least in part, to the fact that
a smaller proportion of the foreign-born white population than of
the native-born white population is of juvenile-court age.

Table s shows information obtained in 36,766 cases regarding the
nativity of the parents of the native-born white children. These
cases constituted the largest Proportion of the delinquency cases.
In nearly two-fifths of the delinquency cases of native-born white
girls one or both parents were foreign born. The proportion was
somewhat larger in cases of native-born white boys who became
delinquent, as Table 3breveals. In almost one-half of the boys’ cases
one or both parents were foreign born.
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930 7

Table 3a— Color and nativity of boys and of girls dealt with in delinquency cases
disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Delinquency cases

- i Total Boys Girls
Color and nativity of child
Per cent Per cent Per cent
Number distribu- Number distribu- Number distribu-
tion tion tion
53,757 45,374 8,383
Color reported. — s 53,750 100 45,367 100 8,383 100
W IR .o ceeeeee s 43,898 82 37,361 82 6,537 78
NatiVe...oooveieererernen, . 38,786 72 32,671 72 6,115 73
Foreign born 919 2 765 2 14 2
Nativity not reported. 4,193 8 3,925 9 268 3
Colored 9,852 18 8,006 18 1,846 2
7 7

10nly 80 of the 83 courts reported girls’ cases.

Table 3b.— Parent nativity of native white boys and girls 1dealt with in delinquency
cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1930 2

Delinquency cases of native white children

o Total Boys Girls
Parent nativity
Per cent Per cent Per cent
Number distribu- Number distribu- Number distribu-
tion tion tion
Total cases 36,766 100 30,853 100 5,913 100
Native parentage 19,395 53 15,698 51 3,697 63
Foreign or mixed parentage 17,371 47 15,155 49 2,216 37

i Excludes cases of children for whom parent nativity was not reported.
10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.

Place child was living when referred to court and marital status of parents.

The figures relating to home conditions of delinguent children show
a rlather striking différence between the cases of boys and those of
girls.

.In two-thirds of the boys’ cases, but in less than one-half of the
jirls” cases for which this information was reported, the children were
|V|ngi with both their own parents when they were referred to court.
(Table 4a.) This difference between boys and girls is probably due
to several factors. In sli1ghtly more than one-fifth of the boys’ cases,
but in nearly one-third of the girls’ cases for which the information
was reported, one or both parents were dead. (Table 4b.) The lack
of normal family life may play a more significant part in the delin-
quency of girls than of boys. It is generally conceded that the diffi-
culties which bring girls into court are usually more serious in character
and pr(_)bablfy more clearly related to home conditions than the
difficulties of boys.
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8 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 4a.—Place boys and girls were living when referred to court in delinquency
cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Delinquency cases

Place child was living when referred to Total Boys Girls
court
Per cent Per cent Per cent
Number distribu- Number distribu- Number distribu-
tion tion tion
53,757 45,374 8,383
Place reported 50,633 100 42,748 100 7,885 100
In own home 46,474 92 39,870 93 6,604 84
With both own parents................. 32,130 63 28385 66 3,745 47
With mother and stepfather.......... , 6 2,218 5 631 8
With father and stepmother 1241 2 2 285 4
With mother only............... 7,387 15 6,032 14 1,355 17
With father only 2,867 6 2,279 5 588 7
In other family home 3,213 6 2,265 5 A8 12
In institution 471 1 317 1 160 2
In other place 469 1 2% 1 173 2
3,124 2,626 498

10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.

Table 4b. —Marital status of parents of boys and of girls dealt with in delinquency
cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Delinquency cases

Total Boys Girls
Marital status of parents
Per cent Per cent Per cent
Number distribu- Number distribu- Number distribu-
tion tion tion

53,757 45,374 8,383
Status reported . 49,483 100 41,864 100 7,819 100
Married and living together................. 32,627 66 28,701 69 3,926 52
Separated or divorced 4,817 10 3,629 9 1,188 16
Divorced . 2,030 4 1,499 4 531 7

Father deserting mother.. 1112 2 888 2 224
Mother deserting father 220 ) 176 ?) 44 1
Other reasons 1,455 3 1,066 3 389 5
Parents dead 11,541 23 9,195 22 2,346 31
1,175 2 914 2 261 “3
. 3,827 8 2,913 7 914 12
Father 6,539 13 5,368 13 1171 15
Parents not married to each other 411 1 212 1 139 2

Other status — 87 §) 67 © 20 ®
Status not reported 4,274 3,510 764
10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases. * >Less than 1per cent.

Table 4c shows the relation between the place where the child was
living and the marital status of his parents at the time his case was
referred to court. Of the cases of children whose mothers were dead,
about three-fifths of the boys and about one-half of the girls were
living with the father only; in one-eighth of the boys’ cases, as com-
pared with one-fifth of the girls’ cases, the child was living in another
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930 9

family home; the proportion of cases in which the child lived with
the father and a stepmother was the same for both boys and girls.
In the cases of children whose fathers were dead, about two-thirds
of the boys and slightly more than one-half of the'girls were living
with the mother only; m slightly more than one-fourth of the boys’
cases and in one-third of the girls’ cases the child was living with the
mother and a stepfather.

Table 4c.—Per cent distribution of marital status of 'parents, according to place

child was living when referred to court\in boys’ and in girls’ delinquency cases
disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Per cent distribution of delinquency cases

Marital status of parents

Place child was living when referred

k=¥t = s 5w £ h=] T o= 2 4
oot Towl 55 _ $ECE LS § % E o
-2 B B8 5= 23 S . . <2 @ 23
22 o SE c2SE- T8 @ 3 £5 . w5
£E2 5 25 =S5 83 £° S < 8 © z28

&S 2 HE 25 £S5 o © % 0% = =

SE O u” =% wom = u z2 O o
BOYS™ CASES...vvueriveriirirrines weeenes 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 o
93 9 89 AU 8 8 86 9% 62 3 o

N Q 6
5 32 2 1 1 28 10 23
2 8 0 1 0 25 12
14 9 2 12 67 68 43 13
5 10 o s 16 61 1 3 5
In other family home........ccccoovvet e 50 8 5 9 14 90 3 37 8 3%
In institutiony 1 0 1 1 1 1 6 1 0 13 7
In other place 10 2 1 1 1 4 1 1 0 3 4
Girls’ cases 100 100 100 100 © 100 100 100 100 100 O 100
84 % 8 B 76 s 8 5% %6
47 % 4

8 O32 1 1 3B U pl
4 7 0 2% 1 5
17 H R 61 5 38 8
7 9 0 14 49 1 1
2 2 13 6 17 8 20 8 39 49
2 1 3 3 8 3 1 1 10
2 2 20 4 5 2 2 4 6

10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.
*Less than 1per cent.
>N ot shown because number of cases was less than 50.

SOURCES OF REFERENCE TO COURT

Some indication of the relation of a court to the community may
be gained from data on cases of delinquent children showing the pro-
portions brought to the court by parents and relatives, other indi-
viduals, and social agencies. These proportions differ from one court
to another because one court may be regarded as a general agency to
deal with all conduct problems whereas another court is considered
as an agency to deal only with cases of marked conflict with public
authority. Three-fifths of the cases shown in Table 5 were reported
by the police. Parents and relatives or other individuals referred
one-fifth of the cases. Probation officers were reported as source of
reference in a small percentage of the cases.B3

N Some courts max have re{)_orted the person signing the petition rather than the person maMng the
original complaint, thus reporting “probation officer” as the source in cases actually referred by others.
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10 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 5.— Source of reference to court of delinquency cases disposed of by 88 courts
during 1930

Delinquency cases

Source of reference to court Per cent

Number distribu-
tion

53,757

53,720 100
32,428 60
5,338 10
2,724 5
383 1
919 2
4,442 8
7,214 13
267

0)
37

i Less than 1per cent.
PLACES OF CASE PENDING HEARING OR DISPOSITION

Table sa shows the places in which delinquent children were cared
for ﬁending the hearing or disposition of their cases. In three-fifths
of the cases for which this information was given, children were not
detained but were allowed to remain in their own homes, or their cases
were disposed of on the day the complaint was made. For the 19,569
children who were detained, the type of care given varied according to
the facilities available in the local community, detention homes or
other institutions and jails or police stations being the places most
frequently used. Detention homes were used in almost two-thirds of
the cases of children whom it was considered necessary to hold pending
hearing or disposition of their cases. Most of the courts reporting
care in detention homes are serving cities or counties of 100,000 or
more population. Although a number of courts reported the use of
institutions other than detention homes, including the institutional
resources of private agencies, the majority of the cases in which chil-
dren were so cared for were reported by the New York City court,
where a cooperative arrangement exists with the Society for the Pre-
vention of Cruelty to Children. (See Table VII, p. 56.) Of the
delinquency cases in which detention care was reported, the place of
care was a jail or police station in 9 per cent (or 1,486) of the boys’
cases and in 2 per cent (or 95) of the girls’ cases. Of these 1,581
children who were detained in a jail or police station, 532 were under
16 years of age” ] ] ] )
difference is showm in the type of detention care given children
over 16 years of age and that given younger children. Older children
were less frequently cared for in detention homes and other institu-
tions and more frequently held in jails or police stations. ¥4
Table s» shows that white boys were less frequently detained than
colored boys in the cases for which information was given regarding
detention care. Of those detained, slightly larger proportions of the
colored than of the white boys were cared for in detention homes, jails,

u A few courts stated that a “ detention room” for children was located in the courthouse or in the jail.
Detention in a special room of the courthouse was classified as “ Other,” but detention in the same building
as the jail was classified as detention in jail.
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or police stations. Other institutions such as receiving homes or
shelters of private agencies were less frequently used for colored than
for white boys. Detention care was given in a slightly larger propor-
tion of the cases of white girls than of colored girls. Detention
homes were used in a larger proportion of the cases of colored girls
than of white girls who were detained, while other institutions and
boarding or other family homes were used in a larger proportion of
the cases of white than of colored girls.

T able 6a.— Place of care pending hearing or disposition and age of boys and of girls
dealt with in delinquency cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1930 1

Delinquency cases

Age of child
Total Under 14 14 16 18
. nder years, ears, ears
Place Ofg&t%'}téﬁﬂdcare’ and years under 15 underd  and over
Age
Per Per Per Per Per MOt
Num- SEMt Nym- CeNt Nym. CeNL Ny Cent . cent oty
ber d'_slt]r_" ber d'_SLtjr_" ber dleE” ber dbsar_" ber d'bsltj” Ped
tion tion tion tion tion
53, 757 21,891 21,834 9,282 276 474
45,374 19,693 17,79 7,263 191 431
) ) 25,531 11,810 9,264 4,134 101 222
Detention care overnight orlonger. 15 747 5771 6 754 3104 0 28
Place of care reported 15,746 100 5771 100 6,753 100 3,104 100 9 100 28
Boarding home or other
family home B 1 30 1 4 1 2 1 1 1
Detention home3 10,194 65 3,956 69 4,225 63 1,959 63 338 42 16
T 3814 24 1638 282040 30 1R 4 4
Jail or police station3 17486 9 "110 2 32 6 926 30 51 57 7
154 1 3 1 5 1 2
1 1
Not reported whether detention
4, 0% 2,112 1,778 25 181
8,383 2,198 4,038 2,019 85 43
4,333 1,293 1,838 1,133 41 28
Detention care overnight or longer. k77 ' 824 2,062 885 43 8
Place of care 3822 100 84 100 2062 100 85 100 43 (9 8
Boarding home or other
% 3 16 2 44 2 A 4 2
2,458 64 516 63 1222 5 68 N 30 5
1’112 29 219 4 7B 36 90 10 4
2 5 1 25 1 58 7 7
61 2 8 1 35 18 2
Not reported whether detention
228 81 138 1 1 7

10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases. X . X

>Includes cases of children cared for part of the time in detention homes and part of the time elsewhere
but excludes cases of children also held in jails or police stations, . i i

IC’;Inﬁludes a few cases of children cared for part of the time in jails or police stations and part of the time
elsewhere.

4Includes a few cases of children held in more than 1 place of care but in places other than detention
homes, jails, or police stations.

*Per cent distribution not shown because number of cases was less than 50.
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Table 6b.—Place of care pending hearing or disposition and color of boys and of
girls dealt with in delinquency cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1
Delinquency cases

White children  <Colored children children
Place of detention care, and sex of child whose

Total Per cent Per cent color was
Number distri- Number distri-  not re-
ution bution  ported
Total cases 63,757 43,898 9,852 7
Boys’ cases 45374 37,361 8,006 7
No detention care 25,531 21,602 3,925 4
Detention care overnight or Tonger 15,747 12,507 3,237 3
Place of care reported 15,746 12,506 100 3,237 100 3
Boarding home or other family home___ B 86 1 12 )
Detention home8 10,194 8,002 64 2,192 68
Other institution 3,814 3,121 ) 693 21
Jail or police station4_ 1,486 1,158 9 325 10 3
Other place of care 8 154 139 1 15 ®
Place of care not reported 1 1
Not reported whether detention care was given.. 4,096 3,252 844
Girls’ cases 8,383 6,537 1,846
No detention care o 4,333 3,322 1011
Detention care overnight or longer 31822 3,040 782
Place of care 3,822 3,040 100 782 100
Boarding home or other family home___ 96 90 3 6 1
Detention home 8 2,458 1,910 63 548 0
Other institution 1112 921 30 191 24
Jail or police station4 %5 16l 2 20
Other place of care8 _ 61 44 1 7 2
Not reported whether detention care was given.. 228 175 53

10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.

2Less than 1per cent. . . i

8Includes cases of children cared for part of the time in detention homes and part of the time elsewhere
but excludes cases of children also held in jails or police stations. . i i

I4Imr‘,]ludes a few cases of children held part of the time in jails or police stations and part of the time
elsewhere,

8Includes a few cases of children held in more than 1 place of care but in places other than detention
homes, jails, or police stations.

REASONS FOR REFERENCE TO COURT 8

Although an attempt is being made to secure uniformity in the use
of terms, the reasons reported for referring children to courts as
delin(1uents give a very incomplete picture of their behavior problems.
A child may have committed several offenses at or about the same
time andf?/et be referred to the court for only one of them. The
specific offense for which he is referred may be much less serious than
offenses discovered in the course of the social investigation. When the
case is investigated before the filing of a petition instead of afterward,
the formal charge is usually more accurate, but even in such cases the
offense stated in the complaint may reflect the desire of the court to
protect the child. These differences in the attitudes and practices
of the court are apparent in the proportion of cases referred for the
various reasons by the different courts. (See Tables Il11a and 1110,
pp. 41 and 43.? )

It is generally accepted that the reasons for which boys are referred
to court represent delinquency problems different from those which

BThe term “charge” was used in earljer reports. e
u A girl may be charged with incorrigibility instead of a sex offense, a boy with mischief instead of
stealing, or a charge of burglary and entry be réduced to trespassing and taking'the property of another.
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Table 7a shows that stealing I7 and acts of

brinF girls into court.
carelessness or mischief were the most usual offenses reported in boys
cases, whereas the closely related offenses of running away, being
ungovernable, and sex offense were reported more often in girls’ cases.
Larger proportions of white boys than of colored boys were referred
to court for automobile stealing, burglary or unlawful entry, truancy,
sex offenses, acts of carelessness or mischief, traffic violations, and a
miscellaneous group of offenses classed as “other,” whereas larger
ﬁroportlons of colored boys than of white boys were referred for
oldups, other stealing, being ungovernable, and injuries to persons.
White girls were referred in larger proportions than colored for
truancy, running away, sex offenses, and traffic violations, whereas
the colored girls were referred in larger proportions for burglary or
unlawful entry, other stealing, bein? ungovernable, injuries to persons,
and acts of carelessness or mischief.

Table 7a.—Reason for reference to court and color of boys and of girls dealt with in
delinquency cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 °

Delinquency cases

Reason for reference to court and Total White children Colored children Children
sex of child h
Per Per per  WDSE
Num-  cent Num- cent Num- cent color
ber  distri-  ber  distri-  ber  distri- Wasnot
bution bution bution reported
Total cases 53,757 43,898 9,852 7
Boys’ cases 45,374 37,361 8,006 7
Reason reported 45,321 100 37,327 100 7,987 100 7
Automobile stealin 2,609 6 2341 6 268 3
Burglary or unlawfulentry, 5,095 11 4,290 n 805 10
Holdup:.... et e = 348 1 213 1 135 2
Other stealing 11,606 26 8,937 24 2,666 33 3
TIUBNCY oot e e s ceee 3,563 8 3,082 8 481 6
Running away 2,441 5 2017 5 422 5 2
Ungovernable. . . 2,769 6 219 6 574 7
ISe_x off(%nse 1 ggg % 706 2 116 1 1
njury to person , 783 2 302 4
AtJ:t Q)f/ca_rglessness or mischief 12,066 27 10,157 27 1,908 24 1
Traffic violation 1,355 3 1266 3 89 1
Use, possession, or sale of liquor or
ATUGS. oo 333 1 269 1 64 1
Other reason 1,228 3 1071 3 157 2
Reason not reported 53 A 19
Girls’ cases 8,383 6,537 1,846
Reason reported 8,365 100 6,525 100 1,840 100
Automobile stealin 30 * 26 ¢ 4 ©
Burglary or unlawfuTentry 40 S 26 '+ 14 1
HolAup ..o e 5 @) 4 E 1 )
Other stealing 1,017 12 731 11 286 16
Truancy__ - 1,085 13 975 15 110 6
Runningawady 1,230 15 986 15 244 13
Ungovernable 2,115 25 1,607 2 508 28
Sex offense. 1,796 21 1,458 22 338 18
Injury to person............ RS, B 167 2 77 1 90 5
Act of carelessness or mischief 667 8 465 7 202 1n
Traffic violation _ 1 4 1 3 R
Use, possession, or sale of Tiquor or
ATUGS. oo e 1 60 1 2 1 — fige?
Other reason 87 1 69 1 18 1
Reason not reported 18 12 6

bLess than 1 per cent.
“burglary or unlawful entry,” “holdup,’

° Only 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.

T7Subdivided on the tables into “automobile stealing,”
and “other stealing.”

118478°—32-—-- 2
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14 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 7b.— Per cent distribution, according to reason for reference to court, of cases
of boys and of girls of each age 'period dealt with in delinquency cases disposed of
by 88 courts during 1980 1

Per cent distribution of delinquency cases

Age of child
Reason for reference to court and sex of child

Total 10 12 14 16 18
Unlger years, years, years. years, years nétgree-

years unldzer under under unl%er and ported
Boys’ cases 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Automobile stealin 6 1 1 3 8 9 13 1
Eiur lary or unlawfulentry-. ].} % léll 1% ]_’k ? lZ 4
oldu
Other Etealmq 26 ) 29 29 25 21 20 @ 16
TIUANCY ..o cooeemerneeeenenenneeneen 8 5 6 6 9 10 2 1
Running away. _ 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 20
Ungovernable 6 7 6 6 7 5 7 3
Sex offense 2 2 1 1 2 3 6 1
Injury to person 2 3 2 2 3 2 3 3
Act of carelessness or mischief-. .. 27 40 A 30 24 16 9 48
irJrafflc violation N 5 ?I 8 8 8 2 1§ 18 1
se, possession, Or sale of [iquor or drugs.
Othelp reason d ¢ 3 1 1 2 @ 4 3 5 1
Girls’ cases 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 (3
Automobile stealin ® ©® @ 2
Burglary or unlawfulentry () @ 2 2 1 @ ©
(2)12 27 28 (318 (310 8 7
Truancy. 13 13 7 10 13 17 5
Runningaway 15 4 10 16 17 12 15
Ungovernable. ... s} 15 21 24 29 22 18
Sex offense 21 n 9 15 22 30 K¢
Injury to person.... 2 3 4 3 2 1 2
Act of carelessness 8 24 17 12 6 5 7
Traffic violation ’ 1 ) ) 1
Use, possession, or sale of liquor or drugs. 1 1 1 1 2 4
Other reason 1 8 1 1 1 1 7

i Only 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.
*Less than 1 per cent.
»Not shown because number of cases was less than 60.

The types of offenses committed by children vary with their age,
reflecting changing interests and pursuits. Table 7b shows that the
offenses committed by girls in the age groups under 12 years corre-
5ﬁonde_d more closely to those committed by boys of those age groups
than did the offenses of older girls to those of older boys. In boys’
cases stealing and acts of carelessness or mischief were the major
offenses in each age group under 18 years, although the type of
stealing changed as the boys grew older. The proportion referred for
traffic violation was almost as large as for act of carelessness or
mischief in the group between 16 and 18.8 For the group 18 years
and over, of which almost two-fifths of the cases were reported by
San Diego County, Calif., stealing was still one of the major offenses,
but the percentage referred for traffic violations was sli? tly greater
than that referred for acts of carelessness or mischief. (In California
courts have only concurrent jurisdiction between the ages of 18 and
21 years, and many cases of young people in this age group are dealt
with by adult courts.) In girls’ cases the percentages referred for
running away, being ungovernable, and sex offenses were Iar?er for
the older than for the younger age groups with the exception of those

11In 1927, 1928, and 1929 “ traffic violation” was Included under “ act of carelessness or mischief.1
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in the grou,o 18 years of age and over who were referred for bein
ungovernable. In both boys’ andgirls’cases the percentages referre
for acts of carelessness or mischief decreased as the age of the children
increased, except in the cases of girls 18 years and over, while the
Fercentages referred for sex offenses and offenses having to do with
iquor or drug laws rose with.slight variations as the age of the

children increased.
DISPOSITIONS »

The dispositions of the different types of cases varied greatly in
the individual courts. Such variations are due in many instances to
differences in court procedure and practice. For iInstance, the
number of cases dismissed or held open without further disposition
is likely to be small if trivial complaints are not accepted and if the
courts Investigate complaints before the filing of a petition, dropping
those that are of minor importance or adjusting them unofficially,
and report only those handled officially. The proportion of cases Iin
which the child is officially placed under supervision in his own or
some other family home is influenced by several factors. The number
of cases dismissed or held open without further disposition upon first
hearing, the extent to which unofficial supervision is used, and the
local institutions available for short-time commitments very definitely
affect the proportion of cases in which the child is officially placed
under supervision in his own or some other family home. Another
factor is the care with which children are selected for supervision and
treatment both as to those likely to profit by it and as to the court’s
facilities for giving adequate supervision.

The nature of the dispositions shown in Table s indicates that in
one-third of the cases the court or probation office assumed respon-
sibility for the continued care and treatment of the child. In three-
fifths of the cases the court or probation office did not assume this
responsibility but either dismissed the case, usually after warning
or adjustment; committed the child to an institution, agency, or
individual; referred the case elsewhere; or made some other disposition
such as ordering restitution, the payment of fine or costs, or the return
of a runaway. A small percentage of the cases were held open with-
out any action being taken or supervision given so that they might be
reconsidered if further complaints were received. In most of the cases
in which the court assumed responsibility for care, the child was super-
vised by the Probatlon officer in his own or some other family home;
but in a small percentage of cases, although the court continued to
keep in touch with the situation, actual supervision was delegated to
an agency or individual, or the child was placed in the temporary care
of an institution. The proportion of temporary commitments to
institutions with the court retaining jurisdiction was slightly larger in
girls’ cases than in boys’ cases. Dismissals, either with or without
warning or adjustment, and orders of restitution, fine, or costs were
proportionately more frequent in boys’ cases than in girls’ cases, while
commitments to institutions were more frequent in girls’ cases.

Dispositions in unofficial cases, reported by 51 courts, constituted
almost one-third of the total number of dispositions. As might be

1 The classification of dispositions in this section differs from that used in earlier reports. Reclassification
of dispositions constituted the major part of the revision of statistical cards effective January 1,1930. On
the orl?lna_l card different classifications were used for official and unofficial cases; on the revised card the
same classification is used for both types of dispositions. This revised classification is divided into three

major groups: *“ Child remaining under sugervi_sion of court,” * Child not remaining under supervision
of court,” and “ Case held open, but no further disposition anticipated.”
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expected, the dispositions of official and of unofficial cases were quite
different. Seven-tenths of the unofficial cases as compared with
slightly more than one-fourth of the official cases were disposed of by
dismissal, warning, or adjustment. In only one-eighth of the unoffi-
cial cases as compared with more than two-fifths of the official cases
did the court or probation office assume the supervision of the child.

Table 8a.—Disposition and manner of handling boys’ and girls’ delinquency cases
disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Delinquency cases

. . . Total Official Unofficial *
Disposition of case and sex of child
Percent Per cent Per cent
Number distri- Number distri- Number distri-
bution bution bution
53,757 36,431 17,326
Disposition reported 53,748 100 36,423 100 17,325 100
Child remaining under supervision ofcourt..- 17,583 33 15576 13 2,007 12
Probation officer supervising in own or
other family home........... . [T . 15,862 30 14,006 38 1,856 n
Agency or individual su?erv_lsmg 713 1 621 2 92 1
Undertemporary care of an institution.. 1,008 2 3 59 0
Child not remaining under supervision of
court 32,855 61 18174 50 14681 85
Dismissed, or dismissed after warning
or adjustment 21,636 4 9,655 27 12281 71
Committed to:
State institution for delinquent
children 2,129 4 2,129 6
Other institution for delinquent
children.. 2,611 5 2611 7
Penal institation 9 8 9 €]
Other institution 26 226 1
Public department .. jvil 3 121 €]
Other agency 142 EI% 142 €]
Individual....m0 e e 110 3 110 €]
Referred without commitment to:
Institution 2654 €] 105 €] 149 1
Agency or individual 1,002 2 419 1 583 3
Referred t0 other court, 422 1 274 1 148 1
Restitution 976 2 677 2 29 2
Fine or costs 1,330 2 1,325 4 5 0
Runaway refurned 1,392 3 226 1 1,166 7
Other diSposition 110 0 60 €] 50 0
Case held open but no further disposition
anticipated 3,310 6 2,673 7 637 4
Disposition not reported 9 8 1
Roys’cases .... ce 45,374 30,875 14,499
Disposition reported 45,368 100 30,870 100 14,498 100
Child remaining under supervision ofcourt.. 14,572 32 12944 42 1,628 n
Probation officer supervising in own or
other faml(ljy home.... 13,285 29 11,769 38 1,516 10
Agency or individual supervisin 610 1 538 2 2 0
Under'temporary care ofan institution... 677 1 637 2 40 0
Child not remaining under supervision of
court 28,126 62 15,631 51 12,495 86

Dismissed, or dismissed after warning or
adjustment, 19,367 13 8,682 28 10,685 74

10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.
151 courts reported unofficial cases.
1Less than 1per cent.
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Table 8a.— Disposition and manner of handling hoys” and girls’ delinquency cases

disposed of by 88 courts during 1980— Continued

. o . Total
Disposition of case and sex of child

Per cent
Number distri- Number

bution
Disposition reported—Continued. .
Child not remaining under supervision of
court—Continued.
Committed to: .
State institution for delinquent
children. 1,635 4
Other insfifufion for delinquent
children 2,029
o GO
Other institution 137 3
Public department ... o 85 »)
Other agency 87 3
Individual 65 8
Referred withoutcommitmentto:
Institution 183 0
Agency or individual 729 2
Referred t0 other court 350 1
Restitution.. 940 2
Fine or costs, 1,295 3
Runaway returned 1,082 2
Other diSposition 60 0
Case held open but no further disposition
anticipated 2,670 6
Disposition not reported _ L e 6
Girls’ cases P 8,383
Disposition reported 8,380 100
Child remaining under supervision ofcourt.. 3,011 36

Probation officer supervising in own or
other family home. 21?&)[73 31

Agency or individual SUPervISIng -
n.. 331

Under temporary care of an instituti
Child not remaining under supervision of
court

Dismissed, or dismissed after warning or
adjustment 2,569
Committed t0:_ -
State institution for delinquent
children
Other institution for delinquent
children
Penal institution —........
Other institution . P
Public department __
Other agency
Individual................ L .
Referred without commitment to:
Institution,
Agency or individual....................
Referred to other court
Restitution.__
Fine or costs
Runaway returned
Other disposition

w
=

st saxscd
PWR PR RN o

oo

w
858
NN

Case held open but no further disposition
anticipated

w B

Disposition not reported

Less than 1 per cent.
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Several factors are taken into consideration in making disposition
of a child’s case. Tablesss, sc, and s« show dispositions in relation
to color, age, and reason for reference. Although not brought out in
these tables, the previous court history of the child also has a bearing
upon disposition. For example, the disposition of a case involving a
minor offense may seem more severe than the nature of the offense
would warrant, but the present offense may be only the latest of
several offenses, some of which were even more serious. Similarly a
new case may be dismissed because the child is already on probation
and will be continued on probation. The courts were instructed to
classify as another probation order a dismissal granted because the
child was already on probation, but not all of the courts followed
this instruction. In order to simplify Tables s». sc, and sa, the
major groupings of the dispositions of cases “Child remaining under
supervision of court,” “Child not remaining under supervision of
court,” and “ Case held open but no further disposition anticipated”
were not used, but similar types of dispositions were combined under
the following headings: *“Dismissed, warned, adjusted or held open
without further disposition,” “Supervised by probation officer,”
“Committed or referred to an agency or individual,” “Committed or
referred to an institution,” “Restitution, fine, costs,” and “Other
disposition. ”

ome differences in the types of dispositions reported in cases of
white and of colored children are shown in Table s». Cases of white
boys were more frequently disposed of by dismissal or indefinite con-
tinuance than those of colored boys, and reference or commitment to
the care of an agency or individual was more frequent in the cases of
colored boys. No outstanding differences are apparent in the dispo-
sitions of the cases of white and of colored girls.

Table 8c shows that a larger percentage of cases of boys under 10
years of age were dismissed or held open indefinitely, and a smaller
percentage were disposed of by the placement of the child in an in-
stitution, through commitment or reference, than in any of the
higher age groups. Although the percentage of such placements
was about the same in each of the older age groups, further analysis
of the figures reveals that the proportion placed in State institutions
increased steadily as the age of the boys increased. The decrease
in the proportion glaced under supervision of the probation officer
in the age group 18 years and over is due largely to the reference of
such cases to courts for adults. These cases were included under
“Other disposition.” ) - ) )

More than seven-tenths of the dlS?OSItIOhS in cases of girls under
10 years of age were dismissals or indefinite continuances. Supervision
by a probation officer and placement in an institution constituted
much smaller percentages of the dispositions in_this younger group
than in each of the older age groups. Institutional care played a
much larger part in the dispositions in the older than in the younger
a%e groups. The decrease in the proportion of cases in which girls
18 years and over were placed under the supervision of the probation
officer is due chiefly to_the increase in the proportion placed in the
care of an agency or individual, and in the proportion referred to other
courts, which is included under “Other disposition.”

Table s« shows the treatment for different types of offenses in
boys’ and in girls’ cases. Dismissal or indefinite continuance was the
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disposition most often used in both boys’ and girls’ cases when the
offense or reason for reference was truancy; injury to person; act of
carelessness or mischief; use, possession, or sale of liquor or drugs; or
one of a miscellaneous group of offenses classed as “Other.” Super-
vision by the probation officer was the most usual disposition in cases
of both boys and girls referred for being ungovernable. In cases of
stealing, boys were most frequently given supervision by the proba-
tion officer while girls were discharged or their cases indefinitely
continued. Most of the cases of boys referred to the court for
running away were disposed of by the return of the runaway, which
constituted the majority of the dispositions classified as “Other,”
whereas girls referred for the same reason were most frequently placed
under the supervision of the probation officer. The contrast in
methods of dealing with boys and with girls committing sex offenses
is striking, dismissal or indefinite continuance being ordered most
often in boys’ cases and placement in an institution most often in
girls’ cases. Dismissal or indefinite continuance was most often used
in the cases of boys referred for traffic violations. The number of
girls dealt with for this offense was very small.

Table 8b.— Disposition of case and color of boys and of girls dealt with in delin-
quency cases disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Delinquency cases

. . ’ d £ child Total White children Colored children Children
Disposition of case and sex of chi hose
Num- Pde_rtcent Num- Pde,rtce_:nt Num- Pde_r cent Wf;;'ﬁ'ot
istri- istri- istri-
ber  pution  Per  pution DE  pution "ePOrted
Total cases 53,757 43,898 9,852 7
Boys’ cases 45, 374 37,361 8,006 7
Disposition reported 45,368 100 37,35 100 8,005 100 7
Dismissed, warned, adjusted, or held
open without further disposition__ 22,037 49 18,606 50 3426 43 5
Supervised by probation officer 13,285 29 10,919 29 2366 30
Committed or referred to an agency
or individual 1,576 3 888 2 688 9
Committed or referred to an Institu-
tion 4,743 10 3727 10 1016 13
Restitufion, fine, or costs 2,235 5 1967 5 268 3
Other disposition 1,492 3 1249 3 241 3 2
Disposition not reported 6 5 1
Girls” cases, 8,383 6,537 1,846
Disposition reported 8,380 100 6,534 100 1,846 100
Dismissed, warned, adjusted, or held
open without further disposition... 3,209 B 2527 39 682 37
Supervised by probation officer-------- 2,577 3 1967 0 610 33
Committed or referred to an agency
or individual 512 6 376 6 136 7
Committed or referred to an Institu-
tion 1579 19 1,263 19 316 17
Restitufion, fine, or costs.... 71 1 54 1 17 1
Other disposition 432 5 347 5 85 5
Disposition not reported.........ce. oo everreenns 3 3

10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases.
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20 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 8c.—Per cent distribution, according to disposition, of cases of boys and of
girls of each age period dealt with in delinquency cases disposed of by 88 courts
during 1980 1

Per cent distribution of delinquency cases

Age of child
Disposition of case and sex of child

Total Under 10 12 14 16 18 Age
10 years, years, years, years, years not re-
years under under under under “and ported

12 14 16 18 over

Boys’ cases. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Dismissed, warned, adjusted, or held open
without further disposition 49 60 52 48 46 47 45 65
Supervised by probation officer----------- . — . 29 21 27 30 3R 28 18 3
Committed or referred to an agency or indi-
vidual 3 4 4 3 3 4 3 2
Committed or referred t0 an institution-———-—-- 10 7 10 n n 10 10 4
Restitution, fine, Or COStS-----=-=mnmmnmmmmmmmmmmmme 5 5 5 5 4 6 5 5
Other disposition 3 2 2 2 3 6 20
Girls’ cases. 100 100 100 100 100 100 00 ()
Dismissed, warned, adjusted, or held open
without further dispogition. P . 2 49 37 32 44 A
Supervised by probation officer- - 31 15 29 33 35 2 19
Committed or referred to an agency or indi-
vidual N 6 6 7 6 5 16
Committed or Feferred 10 an iNs{Tution-——---—- |? 5 12 18 21 20 16
Restitution, fine, Or COStS=---nnnnnnmmmmmmeemezeennn 1 1 1 1 1 1
Other disposition............c......... s 5 1 3 4 5 8 13

1 Only 80 of the 83 courts reported girls’ cases,
i Not'shown because number of cases was less than 50.
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Table 8d.— Per cent distribution according to disposition for each type of reason for reference to court of boys” and of girls’ delinquency cases
disposed of by 88 courts during 1980 1

Disposition of case and sex of child

Per cent distribution of delinquency cases

Reason for reference to court

Total Act of Use, pos-
: Running Ungov-  Sexof- Injuryto careless- Traffic SESSION. Other Re€2SON
Stealing  Truancy “auway® emable  fense person  nessor violation OFSaleof oaisn notre-
mischief liquor or ported
drugs
Boys’ cases 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Dismissed, warned, adjusted, or held open without fuither
disposition i 49 35 46 20 35 40 56 74 7 45 74 57
Supervised by probation offiCer.................. oo n 29 41 32 19 37 38 28 14 8 32 8 25
Committed or refened to an agency or individual 3 4 3 5 7 3 2 2 1 6 3 2
Compmitted or referred to an institution 10 14 17 13 20 14 6 2 1 6 U2 17
Restitution, fine, or costs 6 4 1 9 2 6 S 9 10
Other disposition 3 1 1 13 6 3 1 0 4 2 2
Girls’ cases 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 100 €]
Dismissed, warned, adjusted, or held open without further
disposition 38 41 63 19 A4 24 56 72 61 5
Supervised by probation officer............. e e s 31 39 25 30 36 31 26 18 22 18
Committed oi refeired to an agency or individual 6 5 4 7 7 8 5 3 2 7
Committed or referred to an institution 19 u 6 20 23 6 5 9 15
Restitution, fine, or costs 1 3 1 0 0 0 7 2 2
Other disposition 6 2 1 25 1 4 1 0 4 5

‘SOILSILVLS 1dNOD-ITINIANC

0€6T

10nly 80 of the 88 courts reported girls’ cases. 1Less than 1per cent. *Not shown because number of cases was less than 60.
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22 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES

Although the proportions of dependency and neglect and of delin-
3uency cases reported by the different courts showed much variation, D
ependency and neglect cases generally constituted a smaller part of
the work of the courts than delinquency cases.2L Eight courts2deal-
ing with delinquent children did not report dependency and neglect

cases.
CHILDREN INVOLVED IN THE CASES 2

Tables 9, 10a, 100, 11a, 116, and 1lc show the age, sex, race,
nativity, nativity of parents, place where living when referred to
court, and marital status of parents of children dealt with in de-
pendency and neglect cases. Nearly as many girls as boys were
dealt with in these cases and the children were distributed fairly
evenly in the age groups under 14 years. The number who were 14
and 15 years of a%e was slightly smaller than the number in the lower
age groups, and the number 16 years of age or older was very small.

A comparison of Tables 10a and 3a shows some difference in the
frequency with which white and colored children were referred to
court in dependency and neglect cases as compared with delinquency
cases. A greater proportion of children dealt with in delinquency
cases than in dependency and neglect cases were colored. There is
also a significant difference in the percentages of native and foreign-
born children dealt with in these two t?;pes of cases. However,
there is a much more marked difference when parent nativity of the
native-white group is considered. A much larger proportion of the
children dealt with for dependency and neglect than for delinquency
were of native parentage. (See Tables 100 and 3b.)

In about one-fourth of the dependency and neglect cases (Table
11a) the children were living with both their own parents when re-
ferred to court. Table 11 shows that death of one or both parents
was a factor in one-fourth of the dependency and neglect cases but
that separation of the parents through desertion, divorce, or other
causes was a factor in more than one-third. The percentage of
cases in which parents were not married was small. Table 1lc
shows the relation between the place where the child was living and
the status of his parents when the case was brought to court. In
one-fourth of the cases in which ﬁarents were divorced and in more
than one-fifth of the cases in which parents were living apart for
reasons other than desertion or divorce the children were living in

DThis variation in the proportions of dependency and neglect and of delinquency cases is due to several
factors, among them the_practice in some courts of filing the complaint agamst the adult responsible for the
dependency or neglect instead of bringing the childrén into court as dependent or neglected. Another
factor is the policy in some localities of bringing to the attention of the court onl¥ those dependency and
neglect cases which require commitment orlegal decision as to custody or parental obligation. In other
localities the court is the principal or Onl}/ local agency caring for such children. Cases of mothers” allow-
ances, which frequently are administered by courts, are not included in the tabulations.

21In 25 of the courts reporting both delinquency and dependency and neglect cases, the number of
dependenc%/ and neglect cases was %reater than the number of delinquency cases. Most of these were
small courts in Alabama in which the county superintendent of child welfare is also probation officer of
the juvenile court. In such situations it is fre?uently difficult for the worker to distinguish between un-
official juvenile-court cases and other child-welfare cases. Four Alabama courts reported dependency and
neglect cases but no delinquency cases. . T

Vanderburgh and Wayne Counties, Ind; Hudson and Mercer Counties, N. J.; fourth judicial district,
N. Dak.; and fourth and seventh districts, and other counties, Utah.

2B Because a number of the children were dealt with more than once, the 20,711 dependency and neglect
cases represent only 20,078 children. . L . . i

The tables for 1927 and 1928 showing age and social characteristics of the children involved in the cases
were based on “children” not on “cases,” and they gave the information about the child contained in
the record of the first case disposed of during the year. ~A comparison of tables relating to social data based
on “children” and on “ cases” revealed no significant differences in per cent distribution. All tables for
1929 and 1930 were therefore based on “ cases” each child being counted as many times during a year as he
was referred on a new complaint.
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930 23

foster homes, institutions, or in places other than with the parents.
In less than 10 per cent of the cases in which tiie father had deserted
the mother, and also of those in which the mother had deserted the
father, were the children separated from both parents.

Table 9.— Ages of children dealt with in dependency and neglect cases disposed of
by 84 courts during 1930

Dependency and
neglect cases
Age of child Per cent
Number  distri-
bution

S
&
8

N
o]
8
o BERRRERE

Table 10a.—Color and nativity of boys and of girls dealt with in dependency and
neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts during 1930 1

Dependency and neglect cases

- i Total Boys Girls
Color and nativity of child
Per cent Per cent Per cent

Number distri- Number distri-  Number  distri-

bution bution bution
Total Cases.......coovviiniiiciiiie, 20,711 100 10,673 100 10,038 100
White 17,704 85 9,131 86 8,573 85
Native 17,221 83 8,853 83 8,368 83
Foreignborn 230 1 129 1 101 1
Nativity notreported 253 1 149 1 104 1
Colored 3,007 15 1,542 14 1,465 15

183 of the 84 courts reported boys’ cases and 81 reported girls’ cases.

Table 10b.—Parent nativity of native white bogs and girls 1dealt with in dependency
and neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts during 1930 2

Dependency and neglect cases of native white children

Total Boys Girls
Parent nativity

Per cent Per cent Per cent

Number distri- Number distri-  Number  distri-

bution bution bution
TOtal CASES...oveeereicerirecieeee e 16,578 100 8,526 100 8,052 100
Native parentage . - 11,246 63 5,671 67 5,575 69
Foreignpor mixgd ‘parentage 5,332 32 2,855 k<) 2477 31

i Excludes cases of children for whom parent nativity was not reported.
183 of the 84 courts reported boys’ cases and 81 reported girls’ cases.
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24 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 1la'—Place child was living when referred to court in dependency and
neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts during 1930

Dependency and
neglect cases

Place child was living when referred to court

Per cent
Number distribu-
tion
20,711
19,045 100
14,745 ”w
5,122 27
419 2
311 2
5,886 31
3,007 16
3,326 17
831 4
143 1
1,666

Table 1lb.— Marital status of parents of children dealt with in dependency and
neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts during 1930

Dependency and
neglect cases

Marital status of parents

Per cent
Number distribu-
tion
20,711
18,403 100
5,231 28
6,633 36
862 5
1,847 10
710 4
3,214 17
4,762 26
546 3
2,510 14
1,706 9
1,513 8
264 1
2,308
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Table 11c.—Per cent distribution of marital status of parents, according to place
child was living when referred to court, in dependency and neglect cases disposed
of by 84 courts during 1930

Per cent distribution of dependency and neglect cases

Marital status of parents

Place child was living when referred
to cour

Total 83 8§
T30 .
oS §% S3
. %g‘ 0.S P«
s S 02 ©
Total cases 100 100 100 100 100
In own home w97 i 62
With both own parents 97
With mother and stepfather 0) 15

With father and stepmother
With mother only
With father only

In other family home
In institution
In other place.. .

1Less than 1per cent.
SOURCES OF REFERENCE TO COURT AND REASONS FOR REFERENCE

Several children in a family may be referred to court at the same
time and for the same reason. The families represented as well as
the children’s cases are shown in Tables 12 and 13, each family being
counted only once for each time it was dealt with by the court on a
new complaint involving one or more of the children.

It is to be expected that social agencies and parents or relatives
would refer most of the dependency and neglect cases. In some
localities the court prefers to have such cases investigated first by a
social agency so that only those actually needing court action are
brought to court. In other localities the court undertakes the initial
work and receives complaints from any interested persons including

arents and relatives. Table 12 shows that the largest group of
amilies was referred by parents and relatives and the next largest
by social agencies, these two groups accounting for almost three-
fourths of the families brought to court.

Situations involving dependency primarily,2t and some form of
neglect on the part of parents or guardians were the two major rea-
sons for bringing families to court. ~ Almost three-fourths of the fami-
lies were referred for dePendency and almost one-fourth for neglect.5
The percentage of families brought to court in order to obtain care
of physically handicapped children was small.

_ MThe courts were asked to interpret the term “without adequate care or support from parent or guard-
ian,” as inability rather than as neglect to provide for children. . X
~MThese figures can not be compared with corresponding items in earlier reports, because the revised sta-
tistical cards use a new classification of reasons for reference. It is believed that in earlier years, contrary to
instructions, anumber of courts reported cases involving only dependency as cases of “improper conditions
in home.” On the revised cards this item now reads " living under conditions injurious to morals.”
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26 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 12— Source of reference to court and families represented in dependency
and neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts during 1980

Dependency and neglect cases

Total cases Families represented
Source of reference to court
Per cent Per cent
Number distri-  Number distri-
bution bution
Total cases 20,711 10,403
Source reported _ 20,708 100 10,400 100
Social agency..... 7,870 38 3,584 A4
Parents or rélativ . 7,327 35 3,763 36
Other individual 1,914 9 1,065 10
. : 1,260 6 798 8
Probation officer. 1,499 7 728
Other court 72 42 0
School department 710 3 389 4
Other source 66 0 31 0
Source not reported 3 3

i Less than 1per cent.

Table 13— Reason for reference to court and families represented in dependency
and neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts during 1980

Dependency and neglect cases

Total cases ili
Reason for reference to court Families represented
Per cent Per cent
Number distri- Number distri-
bution bution
Total cases____ 20,711 10,403
Reason reported.._ 20,694 100 10,390 100
Without adequate care or support from parent or
FATAN . s 15,346 74 7,459 /A
Abandonment or desertion____ 1,818 9 976 9
Abuse or cruel treatment....... ... 483 2 300 3
Living under conditions injurious to morals,.. 2,400 12 1,131 1
Physically handicapped and in need of public care.. 629 3 518 5
OtNer reason......... «.ooeeveieisisninn, 18 0 6 0
Reason not reported 17 13

1Less than 1 per cent.
PLACES OF CARE PENDING HEARING OR DISPOSITION

The detention of dependent and neglected children presents prob-
lems different from those involved in the detention of delinquent
children. A comparison of Tables 6a and 14 shows that boarding
and other family homes and other institutions were used more fre-
quently for the detention of dependent and neglected than for delin-

uent children. The large number of cases in which children are

escribed as detained in “other institutions” is due primarily to the
inclusion of figures for New York and Philadelphia. Slightly more
than three-fourths of the cases of children detained in “other institu-
tions” were reported by these two courts. (See Table XII, p. 66.)
The proportion of cases in which detention care was considered un-
necessary was slightly larger in dependency and neglect cases than
m delinquency cases.
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Tabtle 14— Place of care of child pending hearing or disposition in dependency
and neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts during 1930

Dependency and
neglect cases

Place of detention care of child Per cent
Number  distri-

bution
20,711
13,023
7.319
7.319 100
04 12
1,975 27
4,40% 60
37 @ 1
Not reported whether detention care was given-----------=-==-z--nz-emex --oeev 369
i Includes cases oi cnnaren carea ior pait uj u« AT e e e
U ? d wu d S y to ° a 0 ! orpolio..»Uon.and partotft.am.
elsewhere.

lincludes™ tewS  ofchildren held in more than 1place of care but in places other than detention homes,
jails, or police stations.

DISPOSITIONS

In less than two-fifths of the dependency and neglect cases, as shown
by Table 15a, the court assumed responsibility for the continued care
and supervision of the child; in almost three-fifths of the cases the
court came to the conclusion that dismissal or indefinite continuance,
commitment or reference to institutions, agencies, or individuals, or
some other disposition was in the interest of the child. In avery small
proportion cases were merely held open to be reconsidered it further
complaint were received. In three-fifths of the cases for which the
court or probation office assumed responsibility for carrying out
treatment, supervision was given by the probation officer; m one-
fifth the actual supervision was delegated to an agency or individual;
and in another fifth of the cases the child was temporarily placed in
an institution. In the groug for which the court did not assume
responsibility, about two-fifths of the cases were disposed of by dis-
missal, with or without Warnin_? or adjustment; more than two-mtns
by the commitment of the child to an institution or an agency, the
proportion receiving each type of care being practically the same, and
the remaining cases were decided in various ways, including commit-
ment of the child to an individual and reference without commitment
to institutions, agencies, individuals, and other courts.

Unofficial cases were reported by 53 of the 84 courts which reported
dependency and neglect cases. These unofficial cases constitute
slightly more than one-fifth of the dependency and neglect cases
reported Table 15a shows that the types of dispositions difler
?_reatly in official and in unofficial cases. In inght_IP/ more than one-
ifth of the unofficial cases as compared with two-filths ot the omciai
cases the court assumed responsibility for supervision. Cases were
dismissed with or without warning or adjustment m three-fifths ot
the unofficial cases but in only one-seventh of the official cases.
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Tabte 15a— Disposition and manner of handling dependency and neglect cases
disposed of by 84 courts during 1980

Dependency and neglect cases

. . Total Official Unofficiall
Disposition of case
Per cent Per cent Per cent
Number distri-  Number distri- Number  distri-

bution bution bution

Total cases 20,711 16,155 4,556

Disposition reported 20,706 100 16,151 100 4,555 100
Child remaining under supervision of
court____ 7,682 37 6,622 4 1,060 23

Probation officer supervising in

own or other f_amiIP/ home 4,650 2 3,779 23 871 19
Agency or individual supervising.. 1,455 7 1,337 8 118 3
Under temporary care of an insti-

tution 1577 8 1,506 9 n 2

Child not remaining under supervision
Of COUTt i e 12,148 59 8,806 55 3,342 73
Dismissed, or dismissed after warn-
ing or ad&ustment 5,085 25 2,316 14 2,769 61
Committed to:
State institution... __ __ 1 306 2
Other institution 2,461 12 2,461 lip
Public department ... . 664 3 '664 4
Other agency 2,028 10 2,028 13
Individual 512 2 512 3
Referred without commitment to:
INStItUtioN.....coopvc s e 119 1 66 « 53 1
Agency or individual 3 216 i 430 9
Referred to other court... . 101 ©® 36 0 65 1
Other disposition..........c.ccccevrnnnee 226 1 201 i 25 1
Case held open but no further dis-
position anticipated . . . 876 4 723 4 153 3
Disposition not reported 5 4 1
153 courts reported unofficial cases. 4Less than 1per cent.

The nature of the disposition in dependency and neglect cases
varies according to the reason for reference to court. In order to
simplify Table 15b similar types of dispositions have been combined.
Nearly half of the cases brought to court because of abuse or cruel
treatment were dismissed or continued indefinitely, either with or
without warning or adjustment. A much smaller percentage of the
cases dealt with because of physical handicap were so dismissed or
continued. With the exception of cases dealt with because of abuse
or cruel treatment, placement in the care of institutions, agencies, or
individuals was the disposition most frequently used, and varied from
slightly less to slightly more than half of the dispositions in the dif-
ferent types of cases. ~ Of those cases brought because of abandonment
or desertion, about the same proportion was dismissed or indefinitely
continued as was given care by an agency or individual. Institu-
tional care was the disposition most frequently used in cases of physi-
cally handicapped children brought before the courts.
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Table 15b.—Per cent distribution according to disposition for each type of reason
for reference to court of dependency and neglect cases disposed of by 84 courts

during 1980
Per cent distribution of dependency and
neglect cases
Reason for reference to courtl
. L With-
Disposition of case out ade- Living ths|_
quate - Apan- under calc?/_
Total careor “yon" Abuse o4 handi-
support et or cruel 4jons’in- €ap ed
from - or de- - jurious n
parent caniisn, ment t T)eebdl.%f
or ubli
guard- morals care
ian
Total cases 100 100 100 100 100 100

Dismissed, warned, adjusted, or held open without

further disposition 29 28 32 49 30 17
Supervised by probafion officer......... ... R 2 24 14 20 2 n
Committed or referred to an agency or individual........ 26 sy 32 21 2 13
Committed or referred to an institution 2 22 2 10 17 39
Other disposition 2 1 1 1 2 20

1Cases referred to court for other reasons and cases in which the reason was not reported are not shown
because number of cases in each instance was less than 60.
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PART 1I.—COMPARATIVE DELINQUENCY RATES FOR 1930
AND THE 3-YEAR PERIOD 1927-1929

In comparing juvenile court delinquency rates it should be borne
in mind that the delinquent children who come to the attention of
the juvenile court are only a part of the total number in the com-
munity who might be so classified. The recorded number of delin-
guents is our onlﬁl index of the volume of delinquency in one city
as compared with another. Several factors may affect both the
number of cases brought to the juvenile court and the number accepted
and reported by the court and so influence the rates in given localities.
The differences in the age jurisdiction of the courts have a definite
bearing on rates even though they are computed on the number of
children of juvenile-court age in the communities compared. In the
average community there are fewer children of 16 and 17 years than
of 14 and 15 and there are more delinquency cases in the older age
group than in the younger. Cases of 16 and 17 year old children
constitute more than one-third of the boys’ cases and two-fifths of
the girls’ cases in courts having jurisdiction up to 18 years. To con-
sider only children under 16 years would materially reduce the rate.
That community factors are also significant is shown by the wide
variations in rates of courts in cities or counties having the same
age limit on the jurisdiction of the juvenile courts.

The position that the court occupies in the community’s plan for
dealing with conduct problems of children, its relationship to other
agencies, and the extent to which these agencies refer cases to it,
as well as variation in the amount of delinquency, affect the delin-
guer]cy rates. In some communities the court is the only agency

ealing with delinquency problems; in others there are available a
number of other agencies doing case work with ciJrobIem children
and their families. The extent to which the police deal with children
also varies greatly in the different localities.. In some cities all
children coming to the attention of the police and af)parently requiring
more than a warning are referred to the juvenile court; in others
the police handle many cases involving minor offenses by such methods
as unofficial probation and reportlng children to parents. Occasion-
ally special police are assigned to deal only with Ijuvenile offenders.
Some school departments may be sufficiently well staffed and well
equipped to handle nearly all truancy cases and many behavior
problems other than truancy, but others, because of lack of person-
nel and other facilities, may refer most of the children presenting
conduct problems to the juvenile court. o ]

The policy of the courts in the acceptance of complaints, in handlin
all or certain cases officially, and in the reporting of unofficial wor
also materially affects the dellnqluen((:jy rates. Ithough all courts
were asked to report both official and unofficial cases, some courts
reported only official cases, even though they dealt with some
unofficially. ] ) ]

In spite of all these possible sources of error in comparing the
delinquency rates for different cities or counties or for different
years in the same city or in the same county, Table A, which gives

30
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the juvenile-delinquency rate for 1930 and for the 3-year period
1927-1929 for 18 courts, is interesting and useful to students of the
subject. These 18 courts were the only ones serving areas having
opulations of more than 100,000 which reported comparable figures
or the 4-year period.1 The rate for 1930 is compared with the
average rate for the 3-year period because a 3-year period affords a
better basis of comparison than a single year and because the methods
of reporting were not sufficiently stabilized in some of the courts
during the earlier years to make comparisons of individual years
significant. The delinquency rate, it will be recalled, is the number
of cases of delinquency reported per 1,000 boys and girls of juvenile-
court age in the city or coun(tjy. ) )

In 5 of these 18 cities and counties the delinquency rate for the
boys was lower in 1930 than for the 3-year period 1927-1929, but
the decrease was statistically significant2in only 2, Marion County,
Ind. (from 17 to 15), and Westchester County, N. Y. (from 17 to 10).
The decrease in the rate for Westchester County may have been
associated with changes in organization and personnel which came
about when the Westchester County Department of Probation was
created in 1930. The probation staff serving the children’s court is
now part of this department of probation. The rate for boys was
higher in 11 cities or counties, and in 9 of these the increase was
significant; namely, Ramsey County, Minn.; Hudson and Mercer
Counties, N. J.; Buffalo and New York, N. Y.; Hamilton County,
Ohio; Montgomery County and Philadelphia, Pa.; and Pierce County,
Wash. The probable reason for the increase is known in only one
of these communities—Mercer County, N. J. In this county the
increase in rate was associated with a change in policy b?/ which
more minor offenses were brought before the court than formerly.
The rates in Erie County, N. Y., and in the city of Norfolk, Va.,
were the same for 1930 as for the 3-year period 1927-1929.

The number of girls brought before the juvenile courts is much
smaller than the number of boys, and the recorded delinquency is
probably a less reliable index of the actual amount of delinquency
amon% the girls in the community than among the boys. At any
rate they furnish a better index than any other available figures and
are therefore of interest. Of the 18 cities or counties for which rates
are given in Table A, comparative rates for the years 1927-1929 are
not available for Hamilton County, Ohio, and the rate was less than
one per thousand in Montgomery County, Pa. Of the remaining 16
the rates for 1930 and for 1927-1929 were the same in 10 cities or
counties; in 2—the District of Columbia and Westchester County,
N. Y.—the rate was significantly lower in 1930; in 3—Lake Count¥,
Ind.; Buffalo, N. Y.; and Philadelphia, Pa.—it was significantly
higher.

here was wide variation in the delinquency rates of these commu-
nities. In 1930 the rates for boys varied from 49 in Mahoning
County, Ohio; 47 in Norfolk, Va.; and 41 in the District of Columbia

i Franklin County, Ohio, reported for all 4 years, but for the period 1927-1929 it reported official cases
only, whereas in 1930it reported both official and unofficial cases, and the figures are hence not comparable.
It has been excluded from the %roup under consideration. i

«Although the difference in the rates of one community may be numerically as great as that of another,
the significance is affected b% the size of the population under consideration because in places with relatively
ftmnii populations a small change in the number of cases would materially affect the rates.

Digitized for FRASER
https://fraser.stlouisfed.org
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



32 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

to 4in Montgomery County, Pa.; 8 in Pierce County, Wash.;and 10in
Erie and Westchester Counties, N. Y., and Lake County, Ind. The
high rate in Mahoning County, Ohio, which deals unofficially with a
large proportion of its cases, is to a great extent due to the reporting
of ‘all complaints. The marked difference between the rates for
New York (12) and Philadelphia _(34% may be due ﬁartly to the large
number of cases handled unofficially by the Philadelphia court.

Separate rates for white and for colored children are shown in
Table Afor courts serving areas in which either 10 per cent or at least
10,000 of the population were colored. In each court the rates for
colored children were higher than for white children. Among the
colored boys the 1930 rates were as high as 101 in Mahoning County,
Ohio, 86 in the District of Columbia, 78 in Philadelphia, Pa., and 75
in Norfolk, Va., and as low as 38 in New York, N. Y., 27 in West-
chester County, N. Y., and 19 in Montgomer?]/ County, Pa. The
rate for 1930 amon% colored boys was lower than the rate for the
3-year period 1927-1929 in 4 of the 9 cities and counties for which
comparable rates were available, but in only 1, Westchester County,
N. Y., was this decrease significant. Although the rate for 1930 was
higher in 4 cities or counties than the rate for the 3 years 1927-1929,
this increase was significant in only 2, New York, N. Y., and Mont-
gomery County, Pa. It is to be expected that delinquency fates will
Increase during a period of depression because of widespread un-
employment and the lack of adequate food and clothes.
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Table A— Total population according to the 1930 census and number of delin-
quency cases of boys and of girls per 1,000 estimated population of juvenile-court
age 1of the same sex and color in 1930 and in the 3-year period 1927—1929 for 18
specified courts reporting for each year

Number ofdelinquenc% cases of boys
and of girls per 1,000 estimatéd
{)opulatlon of juvenile-court age of

Total pop- he same sex and color
ulation
Court and color of child8 a(ttcoi’%g
0 .
census Boys Girls
1930 1927-1929 1930  1927-1929
146,716 28 27 5 . 5
486,869 41 43 6 8
23 26 2 3
86 87 16 17
Indiana:
261,310 10 1 7 5
" 422,666 E %‘71 % 575
White.. _!
- 42 48 16 21
Minnesota:
517,785 16 17 4 4
286,721 14 10 3 3
New Jersey:
y 690,730 23 21 4 4
23 21 4 3
62 65 10 10
187,143 21 16 1 1
New York:
573,076 18 16 2 1
189,332 10 10 1 1
6,930,446 12 n 2 2
W h 1€ ¢ e u 10 2 2
38 29 9 7
520,947 lg % % %
W IR oot w s
27 44 9 15
Ohio:
. 589,356 25 2 u *
White.......... e 20 18 7 m
68 66 38 0
. 236,142 49 47 1 h
White........... L s 46 44 10 9
101 101 32 30
Pennsylvania:
Y 265,804 4 2 ® 0
3 2 m 0
19 7 3 2
. , 1,950,961 4 0 5 4
White...." .. e Lo, 29 m 4
78 0] 16 8>
129,710 47 47 10 1
White . s e 3 A 7 7
s 72 14 17
163,842 8 6 2 2

1The ach]es of jurisdiction over delinquent children in the States in which the 18 courts are located are as
follows: Under 16 years in Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania; under 17 years in the
District of Columbia; under 18years in Minnesota, Ohio, Virginia, and Washington; and under 16 for boys
and under 18f0r%;|rls in Indjana. . . L .

alncludes courts serving cities or counties with 100,000 or more population in _1930reﬁprt|_ng for each e/ear
of the 4-year period 1927-1930. Color is shown for courts serving cities or counties of this size with at [east
10,000 or 10 per cent colored J/_)opulatlon.

Girls not reported in 1927 and 1928.
*Less than 1per thousand.
*Color not reported in 1927 and 1928.
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PART I11.—SOURCE TABLES

Tabte | —Number of white and of colored boys’ and girls’ delinquency and dependency and neglect cases disposed of by 79 specified courts
and 13 other courts during 1930

Delinquency cases Dependency and neglect cases
White children Colored children Chil- White children Colored children
Court dren
whose
Total color  Total
Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Wisefwt Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls
ported
Total cases 53,757 43,898 37,361 6,537 9,852 8,006 1,846 20,711 17,704 9,131 8,573 3,007 1,542 1,465
Courts Serving Areas with 100.000 or M ore
Poputation in 1930 - 49,469 40,154 34,173 5,081 9,308 7,555 1,753 18,572 15,670 8,124 7,546 2,902 1,486 1,416
Alabama: Mobile County 177 87 75 12 90 77 13 4 4 1 3
California: San Diego County 1,640 1,578 1,398 180 62 51 11 395 367 179 188 28 13 15
Connegcticut: Bridgeport (city)... 470 447 385 62 23 17 6 51 48 21 27 3
District of Columbia............0......... 1,893 679 628 61 1,214 1,014 200 315 126 57 189 94 95
IGeo_rgla: Pulton County 1i 338 543 466 77 795 644 151 440 395 197 198 45 22 23
ndiana:
Lake County 417 399 225 174 78 37 41 326 255 125 130 71 35 36
Marion Counte/ ........ 818 578 344 234 240 173 67 282 236 120 116 46 24 22
Vanderburgh County 84 74 65 9 10 7 3
lowa: Polk Count% 610 545 420 125 65 43 22 559 508 262 246 51 20 31
Louisiana: Caddo Paris 291 168 151 17 123 100 23 53 44 27 17 9
Maryland: Baltimore (City)......ccccouenees 2,540 1,611 1,486 125 929 792 137 466 335 174 161 131 62 69
Michigan:
Kent County 520 503 433 70 17 17 338 333 173 160
. Wayne County 3,235 2,783 2,456 327 452 406 46 927 782 404 378 145 78 67
Minnesota:
Hennepin County 1,053 1,007 814 193 46 39 7 349 339 183 156 10 3
Ramsey County 517 501 421 80 16 16 115 112 60 52
New Jersey:
Hudson County.. 1,974 1,876 1,651 225 98 85 13
Mercer County. _ 249 363 342 21 86 83 3
New York:
Buffalo (city) 1,094 1,043 959 84 51 46 5 78 78 40 38
Erie County (eXCIUSIVE of Bufralo) 212 205 187 18 7 4 3 70 65 41 24
Monroe Count 170 170 138 32 228 227 109 118 1
New York (city 7,867 6,962 6,120 842 905 737 168 3,890 3,426 1,760 1,666 464 266 198
Rensselaer County 414 408 324 84 6 5 1 161 154 79 75 3
Westchester County 597 537 450 87 60 43 17 394 363 188 175 31 16 16
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Ohio:

Mahoning County.

Pennsylvania:

Washington:

Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to 100,000
Poputation in 1930

Alabama:

New York:

North Carolina: Buncombe County

llncludes all courts reporting that served areas with 26,000 or
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1,206
2,072
2,151

598
1,172

1,128

7,517
106
972
774

165
653
2,419

3,871

11

27

112
87
79
68

134

958
1,457
1,871

492
1,151

3,527

25

24

ERNEEEN

30
45
92
181
51

108
87
76
68
76

732
1,090
1,584

306
1,009

833
4,996
54
729
295
131

555
1,852

3,007

24

20

EIENIENN

20
31
73
154
45

68
82
63
51
60

more population

226 248 189
367 615 396
287 273 211
186 106 62
142 21 15
134 161 122
8 19 16
601 1,920 1,633
16 36 31
238 5 3
60 419 349
28 6 4
90 6
469 98 82
520 344 288
3
2
1 1
12 4 4
1 1
1 18 18
3
4 3 1
1 1
2
3 1
5 5
4 3
10 5 4
14 16 13
19
27 51 44
6
40 4 4
5
13 3 2
17
16 58 52
in 1930.

59
219
62
44

39

287

721
442
214
321
475

970
10
4,060

175
152

49
164
1,304

1,825

107
21
154

43

18

107
14
158
86
65

542
331
179
232
463

1,752

103
21
151

42

18

105
14
153
86
58

265
168

115
224

23

18
30

22

45

72
45
38

277
163

117
239

387

19
78
591

24

13
47

15

130
13
12
33
49
74

24

60

81
41
20

179
111
35
89
12

83
62
12
43

61

495
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Table

Court

Courts Serving Areas with 25000 «o 100,000
opulation in 1930—Continued.
North Dakota:

Third judicial district (in part)
Fourth judicial district

AIIen County
Auglaize County
Clark County
Lake County
Sandusky County
f’ﬁnﬂsylvanla: Lycoming County...
ah:

First district.

Second distri

Fourth district___
Fifth district

Sixth district. s

. Seventh district, .

Virginia: Lynchburg (City)

Courts Serving Areas with Less Than 25000

Population in
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Total

SRRIREE nazB=n kg

417

and 1S other courts during 1950—Continued

Delinquency cases

White children Colored children Child-
ren
whose
color  Total
Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Wasnot
ported
2 3 9 20
u 7 4
24 18 6 1 1 60
80 64 16 1 1 10
26 20 3% 67 54 13 60
8l 69 12 4 3 ] R
70 53 7 3 5 1 5
2% 16 10 59
290 251 39 13
493 419 74 13 1 2 1
41 393 48 2 1 1
476 440 3% 1
122 119 3 1
127 123 4
102 90 2 7 62 14 4
27 181 36 200 163 37 314

I.— Number of white and of colored boys’ and girls’ delinquency and dependency and neglect cases disposed of by 79 specified courts

Dependency and neglect cases

White children

Total

w B BB S88Es8 8

&
)

Boys

RRESVR &

w o o~

141

Girls  Total
12
2 7
8
23 7
18 1
14 7
2 3
6
5
5
1
141 32

Colored children

Boys  Girls
5 2
5 2
1
4 3
3
1
20 12
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Table |lla— Age limitation of original court#urisdiction and age of boys dealt with

in delinquency cases disposed of by 77 speci
oSG q y p y p

Age limi-
tation olf
origina
Court ) ch(ler
urisdic-  Total
JMon un
Total cases 45,374
Courts Serving Areas with
1000000+ M ore Poputation
in 1930, 41,735
Alabama: Mobile County... Under 16.. 152
Cgllfotrnla: San Diego Under2l.. 14C
ounty.
C(zn_r%ect)l/cut: Bridgeport Under 16.. 402
city).
Distrl)g/:t of Columbia Under 17.. 1,642
Georgia: Fulton County___ Under 16.. 1,110
Indiana:
Lake Conntv__ ___ do 262
Marion Counte/ —_do 517
Vanderburgh County__ —do 72
lowa: Polk County.........m.  Under I8..
Louisiana: Caddo Pari Under 17.. 251
Maryland: Baltimore (citv). Under 16.. 2,278
Michigan:
Kent County . _ .. Under 17.. 450
. Wayne County 2,862
Minnesota:
Hennepin County . _  Under 18.. 853
Ramsey County 437
New Jersey:
Hudson County ___ Under 16.. 1736
Mercer County 425
New York:
Buffalo (city)............. e do 1,005
Erie County (exclusive —do 191
of Buffaloy
Monroe County ...do 138
New York (city)........ ...do 6,857
Rensselaer County —do 329
Oh_Westchester County...... --.do 493
io:
Franklin Conntv. _ Under 18.. 921
Hamilton County --do ,486
Mahoning County.......... ...do 1,802
Montgomery County ---do 368
Oregon: Multnomah County. —do 1,024
Pennsylvania: -
Allegheny County.......... Under 16 955
qutgome_ry Count —do 85
Philadelphia (city and ...do 6,629
county). i
South Carolina: Greenville --do 85
Coun_tly._ o
Utah: Third district Under 18.. 732
Virginia: Norfolk (city) ---do 644
Washington:
Pierce County -.-do 135
_ Spokane County ...do 561
Wclsco?sm: Milwaukee ...do 1,934
ounty. —

der
10

Boys’ delinquency cases

10

ye%rs, ye%rs, ye%rs,
years Uﬂlzef un14er un16er u

2,881 5710 11102 17,796

2,650 5,305 10,354 16,615

19
97

)

BEw 88 © Bwh 52338 s88~ =9 88 oR Br N g.8s Bs

15
B
80
215
1
78
18
57
26
498

51
290

70
28

345
9%

15
23
10

838
1

42

82
127
177

37

83

8
1,096

N

&3

13
32
149

1

Age of boy
12 14 16 18
ears, years
ynder yand
18 over
7,283 191
6,261 167
45 59 13
197 452 555 75
128
365 599 363 2
376 402 41 4
87 123 3
148 256 2
25 19 4
87 130 12«
45 88 m
650 78l 58
76 155 131
718 1,176 651
303 318 g
74 149 167 13
527 730 1
129 148 1
338 45 6
60 9% i
40 83 1 .
2,081 3,572 19 lj
M 14 A
9 255 62
64 280 32 4
257 420 590 16
372 566 549 10
72 110 100 3
177 318 333 5
239 51 34 2
24 50
1,890 2,753 26 1
25 2 4
133 217 213 4
109 157 293 4
19 43 5%
94 180 231
302 605 79

1Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930.
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Table Ila—Age limitation of original court jurisdiction and age of boys dealt with
in delinquency cases disposed of by 77 specified courts and 11 other courts during
1980— Continued

Boys’ delinquency cases

Age limi-
tation (if Age of boy

origina

Court cgudrt
jurisdic-  Total 10 12 14 16 18 Age
tion Under years, years, years, years, years ot
rs under under under under “and re-
yea 12 14 16 18 over ported

Courts Serving Areas with

25,000 <o 100,000 P opuration

in 1930. e - 3,295 215 375 695 1,066 878 2 45
Alabama:
Under 16.. 6 6
9 1 4 3 1
1 1
15 1 3 4 6 1
2 1 L
2 1 1
5 1 4
42 9 12 16 1
5 1 2 2
? 1 2 6 12
3 1 2
3 1 1 1
3 1 2
10 5 5
3 1 2
241 n 5 8
Indiana: Wayne County..I. Under 16.. 4 2 2 15 2
o i . Under 18 &) 7 17 15 23 10 1
Louisiana: Ouachita Parish.. Under 17.. 198 2 29 35 9 29 *1 3
45 5 15 14 9 2
New York:
i Under 16.. 72 7 10 2 3L 2
Clinton County.' 82 2 17 28 24 n
65 9 12 23 21
) 51 6 1 13 2l
North Carolina: Buncombe __ do 112 5 u 47 45 1 3
County. —
North Dakota:
G ) Under 18.. 3 1 2
in part). 1
P 1 2 2 2
Ohio:
IS 3 i s 1
65 3 6 13 17 ) 1
24 17 27 12 0 78
72 2 4 8 1f, 22 20
55 6 3 12 13 2
Under 16 16 4 9 3
Ut Cﬁunty
First district Under 18.. 251 u 25 3 b 97 2 2
C QL 5 4 144 uUs 1
Fourth district ...do 3% 26 A 60 108 165 1
Fifth district 4C 1S 35 ¢} <ol 18 4 2
Sixth district 119 6 15 16 A4 46 2
Seventh district —do 123 10 22 36 ) 27 3
1% £ 1 3i 41 i
Courts Serving Areas with
Less Than 25000 Population
in 1930, 344 16 30 53 15 124 3 3
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Table Ilb—Age limitation of original court jurisdiction and age of girls dealt
with in delinquency cases disposed of by 71 specified courtsl and 9 other courts

during 1980
Age lim-
itation of
Court original
court jur-
isdiction
Total cases
Courts Serving Areas with
100,000 or M ore Population
Alabama: Mobile County... Under 16..
Callfotrnla San Dlego Under 21..
ou
C?ntn%cxlcut Bridgeport Under 16..
Dlstrlyct of Columbia Under 17..
Georgia: Fulton County__  Under 16..
Indiana:
Lake County. Under 18..
Marion County _go
0
lowa: Polk County. do
Louisiana: Caddo “Under 17..
Maryland Baltimore (0|_)_ Under 16..
Michigan
Kent County Ugder 17..
0
Minnesota: -
Hennepin County Under 18..
New Jersey:
Hudson County Urgjder 16..
o
New York: —
Under 16..
of Buffalo).
__do
do,
~Westchester County_ ~..do
Ohio:
Hamilton County........... —do
Mahoning County -—do
Mon’\%omery County__ —do
Oregon:; Multnomah CouthV ...do
Pennsylvania:
__do
Philadelphia (city and ~.do-———-
SOéJth Carolina: Greenville ...do
ount
Utah: Third district,............ Under 18..
Virginia: Norfolk (city)___ ...do
Washington:
Spokane County.. ...do
Wisconsin: Milwaukee - _do
County.

Total

8,383

7,734

B9 satc v

°

30
92
485

Un-
der 10

years

264

&

B r ro B B ve Be o

IR 1 RN TAY -

IS
=

~No o

12

Girls' delinquency cases
Age of girl

10 12 14 16 18

e
years, years, years, years, years 3¢
under Under under under ‘and nottred

2 over Porte

450 1,484 4,038 2,019 85 43
406 1,366 3,778 1,828 81 40
4 8 10 3
7 26 46 il 18
9 16 33 1
15 62 116 54
2 15 109 6 3
9 28 107 70
6 48 140 106
2 5 4 1
12 22 54 46
2 6 18 12 2
23 7 108 3R 3 3
7 8 31 17 1 3
6 45 241 80
8 21 70 98 2
4 8 32 kS 1
15 4 168 2
4 6 14
12 18 58 1
1 4 16
1 2 29
62 21 702 3 2
2 5 B 42
3 15 58 s} 1
10 36 118 m 3
2 80 198 247 30 5
16 37 143 129 5 1
12 4 86 73 1 1
3 19 50 65 3 7
3 40 109 18 3
1 3 6
64 228 541 1 10
4 4 7 1
7 20 65 138 1 1
3 28 37 53 2
4 2 16 8
1 10 33 44 1 3
23 51 m 225 3

1includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930.
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Table IIb.—Age limitation of original court jurisdiction and age of girls dealt
with in delinquency cases disposed of by 71 specified courts and 9 other courts
during 1930—Continued

Girls’ delinquency cases

o Age of girl

court Jur-

isdiction  Total * yp- ye]é?s ye%lzrs yeﬁs ye%b;s years A?e
der 10 ! ) ) ) notre
years unldzer under unl%er unldser g\r)gr ported

Courts Serving Areas with
26,000 to 100, Population
576 26 39 104 243 159 4 1
Alabama:
Baldwin County Under 16.. 3 3
Chambers County ...do 2 2
Colbert County. 12 1 1 8 2
Etowah County 1 1
Jackson County 3 2 1
Lauderdale Count 6 2 3 1
Marion County.. *2 1 1
Perry County 2 2
_ Sumter County do 1 1
Hlinois: Rock Island County. u 2 1 3 5
Indiana: Wayne County_ " ...d 17 1 1 10 5 .
lowa: Johnson Count 19 2 1 6 5 4 i
Louisiana: Ouachita Parish. Under 17.. A4 3 u 12 7 i
Minnesota: Winona County. Under 18.. 6 2 1 3
New York:
Chemung County Under 16.. 40 7 2 3 28
Clinton County do 5 1 1 3
Columbia County ...do 14 1 2 10 1
Ontario County ... __do 7 3 4 10
North Carolina: Buncombe ~..dow...... 2 2 5 2 10 3
County.
North Dakota: o .
Third judicial district Under 18.. 9 3 6 i
inpart). =~
_Fourth judicial district.. __do 4 1 1 2:
io;
Allen County............... . __do 7 1 3 3
Auglaize County ~..do 16 7 7 2
Clark County..".. 49 1 3 6 16 23
Lake County . ...do 13 1 2 8 2
Sandusky County ...do 18 1 4 7 6
Pennsylvania: Lycoming Under 16.. 10 1 1 8
County.
Utah:. o
First district, . Under 18.. 39 4 8 11 13
Second district ...do 76 3 10 23 2 19
Fourth district 49 1 6 2 19 !
Fifth district... ... __do k3] 2 10 24
Sixth district 3 1 2
_ Seventh distric . 4 2 1 1
Virginia: Lynchburg (city).. ... do 26 2 3 6 12 4
Courts Serving Areas with
Less Than 26000P oputation
in 1930 73 3 6 14 17 32 2
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Table Illa.—Reason for reference to Qourt in boys’ delinquency cases disposed
of by 77 specified courts 1 and 11 other courts during 19S0

Boys' delinquency cases

Reason for reference to court

= <
S <
@D =
Court 2 59 e
c 2 = = o
> @ 8 2% 8 s° 53
< = b o= = S= =
2 g 2 5 =32 § =
s & g 2 £8 9o g5 3 ©
o 5 £ 2o 8g S g5 § <
> o (= ¢ o oo =
£ 8 = 2 E > %5 L 8= - §
= = ) c o % & © = 5 g
S [ c > < 3 — S 95 < I
5 Q 5 = c Py = O S @ = D
[ n En xr O o = < = 2 O
Total CasesS......ovvvvivecrieiiees e 45,374 19,658 3,563 2,441 2,769 823 1,085 12,066 1,355 333 1,228 53
Courts Serving Areas with 100,000 -
or More Population in 1930 41,735 18,214 3,138 2,297 2,626 763 969 11,004 1,286 228 1,163 47
Alabama: Mobile County 152 75 21 15 4 2 19 13 21
California: San Diego County. 1,449 507 94 144 146 49 14 142 288 4 g1
Connecticut: Bridgeport (city) 402 181 11 21 16 5 11 132 6 19
District of Columbia 1,642 811 49 23 163 6 39 447 86 5 13
Georgia: Fulton County 1,110 594 32 70 73 14 24 274 3 22 4
Indiana:
Lake County 262 126 63 5 15 18 3 38 t
Marion Couné/ ......................... 517 308 57 5 57 14 6 46 2 o 1
Vanderburgh County................ 72 59 1 2 1 9
lowa: Polk County 463 166 12 15 43 10 11 162 36 7 1
Louisiana: Caddo Parish 251 108 1 2 9 3 16 68 12 3 &
Maryland: Baltimore (city) 2,278 792 184 37 121 14 57 1,013 14 19 27
Michigan:
Kent County... . 237 16 3 5 9 U 69
. Wayne County . 1,872 307 25 173 81 65 258 69 10 2
Minnesota:
Hennepin County 853 561 4 8 52 35 12 118 4 7 12
Ramsey County... w437 300 2 s 20 11 9 50 19 3 18
New Jersey:
Hudson County 1,736 628 517 31 124 30 45 349 1 11
Mercer County _ 425 272 29 4 14 7 11 83 1 4
New York:
Buffalo_(City)................. e 1,005 663 26 ss 3 23 228
Erie County (exclusive of
Buffalo)........ccooveveee e . 191 83 2 1 13 1 5 64 7 1 4
Monroe County 138 94 1 8 76 22
New York (city) 6,857 2,353 70 468 519 61 229 2,564 47 5 520 12
Rensselaer County 329 65 197 13 22 3 28
\(/)\/hQStChESteI' County 493 196 131 16 30 14 15 76 14 1
io: .
Franklin Count%/.. 921 405 82 56 31 53 12 244 18 9 10 1
Hamilton County. 1,486 664 12 201 53 16 13 206 142 8 g1
Mahonlng County. 1,802 578 291 132 132 35 33 479 42 4 76
Mont'aomery County. 368 115 116 18 15 9 10 76 5
Oregon: Multnomah Cdunty. 1,024 481 63 52 46 29 22 249 35 h 35 1
Pennsylvania:
A e%heny County 955 532 183 59 82 20 17 58 2 r 1
on gome_ry County 85 75 3 2 1 4
Philadelphia (city and county). 6629 2,305 167 637 321 85 158 2,673 27 a5 223
South Carolina: Greenville County. 85 63 2 2 6 7 5
Utah: Third district 732 403 161 32 21 21 3 73 3o 31
Virginia: Norfolk (city) B 644 240 34 24 68 8 44 128 68 290 1
Washington:
Pierce County 135 103 4 3 6 1 1 13

_SpokaneCountz 561 221 12 33 12 8 3 172 83 13 4
Wisconsin: Milwau eeCounly_ 1,934 980 210 72 118 87 17 283 136 27 2 2

1Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930
118478°—32------ 4
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Table Illa— Reason for reference to court in boys’ delinquency cases disposed

of by 77 specified courts and 11 other courts during 1980—Continued

Court

Courts Serving A reas with
to 100,000 Population in 1930

Alabama:

Indiana: Wayne County-----

New _York:
Chemung County...........

North Dakota:

Ohio:

25,000

Penﬂ_sylV:mia: Lycoming County..

ah:’ o
First district
Fourth district

Virginia: Lynchburg (city)..

Courts Serving Areas with
Than 25000 Population in

Digitized for FRASER
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Less
1930...

Total

3,295

oo

251

152

344

Stealing

1,317

Bt s prooike w

Truancy

384

Boys’ delinquency cases

Reason for reference to court

Running away

R® WN

o

Ungovernable

NN ©

-

10

RN

~
S o

NI

N

| Sex offense
we N =

o~ e

NIRRT =YNTS

Injury to person

w o~

[

RPN R

Act of carelessness or
mischief

98

Traffic violation

1Us

ossession, or sale

e
1 of Hquor or drugs

-

-

N

IR

o
[}
o]
=
IS)
=%
e
S —
3 ©
S <
(<]
= =
= o
[} wn
c
= (<5}
O
65 3
1
1
1
1
7
2__
1
10
15
8 1
15
5
3
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Table Illb.

Court

Total cases

100,000 or
M ore Population in 1930 s

Alabama: Mobile County

California: San Diego County
Connecticut: Bndgeport (city)___

District of Columbia

Georgia: Fulton Coun
Indiana:

Courts Serving Areas with

Lake County

Marion Count L

Vanderburgh OUNTY ool
lowa: Polk C
Louisiana: Caddo arisn.. “rn
Mar Iand Baltimore (city)............ .
Michigan

KentCounty

Wayne County......... T
Minnesota:

Hennepm County
Ramsey County....
New Jers )y
Hudson County
Mercer County
New York:
Buffalo (city)
Erie Couc[’lty (exclusive of Buffalo)” !
nty

Monroe
New York (city) [T
Rensselaer County..........

hic Westchester County ...

Franklin County.
Hamilton Count¥
Mahoning Coun y
Montgomery Co
Oregon: Multnomah Coun
Penns lvania:
llegheny County
Montgomery County
Philal elphlaécny and county)
South Carollna reénville County
Utah: Third district
Vlrgmla Norfolk (cityy
Washingto|
Pierce County...........
Spokane Count{ H
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County___

Total

25

Stealing

2

BR ond 8 0w BE BRE SuBelE 95BN

Reason for reference to court in girls' delinquenc
by 71 specified courts 1and 9 other courts during

43

cases disposed of
930

Girls’ delinquency cases

Reason for reference to court

[e0]
@
‘0
of
g ® ° J* B | &
B © 0
= 0 . 2 ovg, 038 f
%) g (] ¥
S 8 £ »% O B ¢
2 g 6 % S 3 ®0 °© ®
- A o w< £ B 0 @A
8,383 1,092 1,085 1,230 2,115 1,796 167 667 & 8 18
7,734 1000 9331,1862,001 1,654 145 617 42 &7 73 16
4 3 2 14
21 B £ 4 1 1 1
5 4 8 22 4
0 14 99 6 15 47 5 1
n 29 4 10 2 37 8
20 19 8 % 7 1 1
2 2 l3g 6% 5 1 2 2
3 9 8 19 2 x5 1
4 14 . N
9 2 8% 2 10 A i M5 5
9 23 20 1 2
9 18 M 18 1 1 2 1. _
2B LB 8
1 2 21 9" 1
1 14 6 3B 7 4 1
3 5 6 1 2
4 2 1 6
5 4 6 4 1
4 4 24
8 24 3B 101 % a 11 7
66 2 14 1
49 6 25 1 4
49 30 3 14 1 19 1 6 4
19 120 146 12 2 55 3 8 1
0 A 71 8% 12 43 3 3
0 40 25 8 1 R 2
7 17 4 50- 0 1 1 3_
26 50 42 5 1 3 1
1 3 4
25 302 28 7 614 1 14 1
1 5 3 2 2 2
132 8 15 3% 2 3
10 1 4 18 15 13 3
3 7 3 JJ.
8 17 2 3 1 6 1
87 47 103 155 2 17 4 a

R
485

65

>Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930.
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44 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table I11b.—Reason for reference to court in girls’ delinquency cases disposed of
by 71 specified courts and 9 other courts during 1980—Continued

Girls’ delinquency cases

.Reason for reference to court

Court

mischief

Traffic violation
of liquor or drugs

Truancy

Running away
Ungovernable

Sex offense

Act of carelessness or
Use, possession, or sale
Other reason

Reason not reported

Stealing
1lnjury to person

Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to
100,000 P opulation in 1930. -

3
3
5
[
8
S
L]

2

-
1S
=
=

Alabama:

Baldwin COUNtY....... «.ecviviiricciiiiine

Chambers County

Colbert Count

Etowah County

Jackson County

Lauderdale County

Marion County

Perry County

. Sumter County......... - .

Hlinois: Rock Island County. .
Indiana: Wayne County..._
lowa: Johnson County.......
Louisiana: Ouachita Parish..
Minnesota: Winona County
New_York:

Chemung County

Clinton County

Columbia County

Ontario County....... .
North Carolina: Buncombe
North Dakota: =~~~ =

Third judicial district (in part)..

_Fourth judicial district

io:
Allen County
Auglaize County
Clark County.
Lake County
Sandusky County

llj%nrrllsylvanla: Lycoming County__

ahe

First district
Second district . 6
Fourth district......ccocoes vovveens veviene s 10
Fifth district 3% 10

N}
P NRPR P

PWE NN

IN)

ENNINY
-

o - P
-

S ORPWE

U 00 NOBRRNE

el

ounty_

= ABRNNO
NN 00T A WO~

ro RERGS

N

SkH

N

ENE7 FEERTALS
e

c

5

&5
-
Bera v 8w
W
AOXOOWW

N )
=t

_ Seventh district..
Virginia: Lynchburg (city)...

Courts Serving Areas with Less Than

25,000 Population in 1930 73 13 7 3 14 16 5 8 1 5 — 1
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930 45

Table IVa.— Manner of handling delinquency cases disposed of by 77 specified

courts 1and 11 other courts during 1930

Delinquency cases

Total cases

1930 s

Alabama: Mobile County
California: San Diego County _
Connecticut: Brldgeport (city

District of Colum

Georgia: Fulton County
Indiana:
Lake County... e
Marion Countg
Vanderburgh OUNtY ..o
lowa: Polk Cou
Louisiana: Caddo Parlsh
Maryland Baltimore (cny)
ich
Kent County
Wayne County
Minnesota:
Hennepin County
Ramsey County
New Jersey:
Hudson County
Mercer County
New York:
Buffalo (city)
Erie County (excluswe of Buffalo)
Monroe County
New York (city)
Rensselaer
Westchester Conrntv

Franklm County

Hamilton Count%/
Mahoning County
Mon}glomery County
Oregon: Multnomah County
Penns lvania:

PMholnt olmﬁry County d i
iladelphia (city and count
South Carolﬁm ér 4 f
Utah: Third district
Virginia: Norfolk (city)...
Washington:
Pierce County

Spokane Count

Court
Total Official  Unofficial
53,757 36,431 17,326
Courts Serving Areas with 100,000 or M ore Population in
49,469 33,989 15,480
177 177
1,640 623 1,017
.................. 470 104 366
[ R 1,893 1,485 408
[ 1,338 1,313 25
477 325 152
818 573 245
84 84
610 253 357
291 204 87
2,540 2,540
I 520 518 2
3,235 3,235
1,053 1,053
517 517
1,974 1,974
449 449
1,094 1,094
212 212
170 170
7,867 7,867
ounty 414 414
597 517 80
1,206 542 * 664
2,072 96 1,976
....................................................... 2151 514 1637
598 244 354
1,172 431 741
Allegheny County.......cccoovniiiiiiisiciis 1128 1128
96 96
7,517 2,807 4,710
eenville County___ 106 75 31
972 340 632
774 774
165 165
653 230 423
2,419 846 | 1,573

Wisconsin: Mllwauzee County

“Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25000 or more population in 1930.

1 Unofficial cases were reported for part of the year only.
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46 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table 1Va— Manner of handling delinquency cases disposed of hy 77 specified
courts and 11 other courts during 1930—Continued

Court

Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to 100,000 Population in 1930

Alabama: |
Baldwin County

Chambers County

Clarke County......cccorovennnns e v

Colbert County---------=====znmmmmemm ommmm
Dallas County
Elmore County.

Escambia County..

Etowah County
Jackson County..
Lauderdale Coun
Macon County....
Marion County.

Perry County--
PikeyC0unty>./...

_ Sumter County-----
Illinois: Rock Island County
Indiana: Wayne County

lowa: Johnson Count

Louisiana: Ouachita Parish—

Minnesota: Winona County.......occovvivniciscisinenns

New _York:
Chemung County........ —.
Clinton County..
Columbia County........... .
Ontario Count

{ y
North Carolina: Buncombe County.......cccoevvees wevereenne

North Dakota: = = =
Third judicial district (in part)..
_Fourth judicial district

io:
Allen County......... —.
Auglaize County..
Clark County

Lake County ..
Sandusky Coun
Pennsylvania: Lycom

tah:
First district........
Second district

Fourth district-

FIfth diStriCt...oooi e

Sixth district

Seventh district
Virginia: Lynchburg (city)....

Courts Serving Areas with Less Than 25000 Population in

1930 .

Digitized for FRASER
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Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

Delinquency cases

Total

3,871
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Table IVb.—Disposition of boys’ delinquency cases by 77 specified courts 1 and 11 other courts during

Court

Total cases

Courts Serving Areas witn 100,000 o r
930

M ore Population in

Alabama: Mobile County.......... .o
California: San Diego County
Connecticut: Bridgeport (city)
District of Columbia. ...
Gegrgia: Fulton County
Indiana:
Lake County s
Marion Counfe/
Vanderburgh County
lowa: Polk Count
Louisiana: Caddo Pari
Maryland: Baltimore (
Michigan:
Kent County
. Wayne County...
Minnesota:
Hennepin County
Ramsey County
New Jersey:
Hudson County
Mercer County

Total

45374
41,735

152
1,449

Child remaining under super-
vision of court

Probation Agency or

officer  individ-
supervis- ual super-
ing vising

13,285 610
12,154 524
3 2
393 10

45
595 219
339 3
75 47

144
31 2
133 4
225 2
163 1
1,548 24
429 2
282 1
32 4

375

_Dis-
Under missed, or
dismissed

tempo-
rary care

after

ofan insti- warning

tution

149
49

1

or adjust-
nt

me

19,367
18,063

39
637
284
437

53

42
65

5

252
98
1,357
131
628
60

38

611

1Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930.
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Boys’ delinquency cases

Child not remaining under supervision of court

Committed to—

Institu-
tion

3,883

3,677
102
A

16

25
285

Agency
indivi
ual

237

21

8o

Bl W NN

-

Referred without
commitment to—

d‘fr Institu-
tion

183

168

~N©

B v ew

Agency or

individ-
ual

729

701

wh BR8N

Restitu-
tion,

fine, or
costs

2,235

1,754

disposi-
tion

1,492

1,346

123
17

19S0

Case held

tion antic- reported

ipated

2,670
2,486
180
180
A7
184

1

8

16

245

(2]

w
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Table IYb.— Disposition of boys” delinquency cases by 77 specified courts and 11 other courts during 19SO—Continued

Boys’ delinquency cases

Child remaining under super-

vision of court Child not remaining under supervision of court

Court Case %el?
Dis- ; Referred without open bu
: Committed to— : no further
Total  propation Agency or tl'érr:]d%r_ n(;ilg%eicsi’seodr commitment to—  pogity- oth disposi-
officer individ- | TeMPO- - AISTISS tion,  PMEL - tionantic
supervis- ual super- (YRR warning - Agency or . Agencyor fine, or ton ipated
Ing VISING - “tution  or adjust- Intsi(tjlrt]u- individ- '”tsi'grﬁ“' individ-  Costs
ment ual ual
Courts Serving Areas with 100,000 or
More Population in 1930—Contd.
New York:
Buffalo (city). 1,005 139 680 108 63 15
Erie County (exclusive of Buffalo). "191 118 “ 20 1 4 4
Monroe County 138 119 19
New York (citv) 6,857 2,560 3 122 2,715 392 1 534 8 522
'329 12 1 "2 30 iV 12 40
hi Westchester County 493 269 159 n 6 3 1 10 26 8
io:
mFranklin Conntv 21 218 9 18 476 120 10 10 5 35
Hamilton Count%/ 1,486 239 6 22 687 25 3 21 183 4 184 112
Mahoning County 1,802 221 n 1122 4 10 27 137 106 66
368 76 17 181 57 1 1 5 5 9 16
Oregon: Multnomah County 1,024 276 16 19 531 33 1 9 10 9 39 75
Pennsylvania:
Allegheny County £55 815 4 90 2 41 1 1 1
Montgomery County 85 61 22 2
6,629 749 4,488 404 91 6 160 229 421 81
. o 85 41 1 14 1 2 5 ik
Utah: Third district 732 213 8 2 39 54 3 1 29 20 3
" 644 270 A 121 24 n 13 9 3 39
Waihington:
65 10 1 41 2 15 1
. . . 561 37 16 3 285 4 7 5 6 51 92 18
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County 1,934 497 n 1,200 1 15 14 1 7 105

Digitized for FRASER
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Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to

W W N e -

[N

13 26
1
3
1 8
3
2
2
4
1 1
1
1
1 1
1 1
2 5

‘SOILSILVLS 1¥NO02-ITINIANC

0€6T

100,000 Poputation in 1930 3,295 1,041 68 45 1,232
Alabam
Baldwm County 6 5
Chambers County 9 !
Clarke Count¥ 1
Colbert County 15 10
Dallas County 2 2
Elmore County 2
Escambia County____— 5 2 1
Etowah County” — 42 20 6
Jackson County 5
Lauderdale County____ 21 15
Macon Count 3 3
Marion County 3 1
Perry County” — 3 2
Pike County 10 5 3
Sumter County 3 2
lllinois: Rock Island County____ 24 21 1
Indiana: Wayne County 44 6 31
lowa: Johnson Count 73 13 3 26
Louisiana: Ouachita Parish------—------—-- 198 26 1 i 116
Minnesota: Winona County 45 28 14
New_York:
Chemung County 72 14 25
Clinton County 82 23 ! 52
Columbia County 65 9 26
Ontario County. 51 36 1 8
North Carolma Buncombe County... 112 85 12 8
North Dako
Third Judlmal district (in part)___ 3 2 !
Fourth judicial district 7
AIIen County 18 !
Auglalze County .............................. 65 2 22
Clark County 254 30 7 189
72 8 4
nty. 55 13 23
Pennsylvania: Lycomlng County- 16 4
Utah:
First district, 251 58 2 124
Second district.. 430 217 93
Fourth district 394 190 134
Fifth district 440 93 176
Sixth district_____—————————————— 119 21 13 40
Seventh district 123 59 13
Virginia: Lynchburg (city)____ 152 16 2 99
CourtsServing Areas with Less Than
25,000 Poputation in 1930 .. 344 90 18 72

Digitized for FRASER
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Tabte IVc.— Disposition of girls’ delinquency cases by 71 specified courts 1and 9 other courts during 1930
Girls’ delinquency cases

Child remaining under super-

vision of court Child not remaining under supervision of court
Case held
Court . .
Dis- ; Referred without 0pen but iy
Total . Agency Under missed, ~COmmitted to commitment to— ; no further GRPRoe
Probation : ; Restitu- disposi-
officer  Orindi-  tempo-  ordis- tion Other .o antic- reported
super-  Vvidual rary care missed af- fine, or  disposi- 7
visping super- - ofan in- terwam- |.cie,. AGENCY oo Agency The tion Ipated
vising  stitution ingorad- "o, or indi- tion or indi-
justment vidual vidual
Total cases 8,383 2,577 103 331 2,569 1,177 136 71 273 71 432 640
Courts Serving Areas with 100,000 or
M ore Population in 1930 7,734 2,393 97 324 2,345 1,077 126 69 263 47 406 584 3
Alabama: Mobile County 25 1 5 16 3
gallforntl_a: tSag I_Ddlego Ctokm_tty 191 50 8 83 5 2 3 3 1 19 17
onnecticut: Bridgeport (city) 68 31 9 3 25
District of Columk%ap Y 251 110 23 36 46 2 1 26
Gegrgia: Fulton County 228 110 2 2 5 1 3 7 7 79
Indiana:
Lake County 215 51 18 3 55 46 12 1 8 6 u 4
Marion Counté/ 301 85 4 m 30 1 8 3 41
Vanderburgh County........C 12 3 1 5 1 1 1
lowa:_Polk County. 147 28 2 27 57 13 3 1 1 u 4
Louisiana: Caddo Parish 40 13 19 1 1 5 1
Maryland: Baltimore (city 262 28 1 104 100 2 6 n 5 5
Michigan:
Kent County 70 14 1 17 28 6 2
_ Wayne Couniy 373 217 3 9 57 49 1 1 36
Minnesota:
Hennepin County.... 200 81 63 8 15 2 31
Ramsey County 80 23 29 11 16 1
New Jersey:
Hudson County 238 69 2 88 55 5 16 3
Mercer County 24 13 10 1
New York:
Buffalo (city) 89 21 40 24 1 1 2
Erie County ‘(exclusive of Buffalo). 21 10 4 5 1 1
Monroe County 32 9 21 2
New York city 1,010 558 1 40 215 179 1 16
Rensselaer County 85 3 60 9 i 12
Digitized for FRASI‘#@StCheSter County 104 45 1 34 2 6 6

https://fraser.stlouisfed.org
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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hio
Franklln County 285

0 3 17 79 2 2 7
Hamilton County......ccccovviiinnnee. 586 58 Lg 12 140 16 2 33 m - -- 80
Mahoning County.. 349 kK 189 23 n 27
Montgomery County.. 230 3 13 80 24 22 i 24
Oregon: Multnomah County .. 148 38 2 40 1 10 3 1
Penns Ivania:
%heny County 173 136 1 16 20
Phadeiph iy aiTcomDT— 8 15 0 9 7
iladelphia (city and county 5 18 126
South Caroll%a éregnwlle County__ 21 8 3 1 1
Third district 240 58 2 160 7 5 i
V|rg|n|a Norfolk (city)os 130 38 n 30 10 2 5 23
Washington:
Pierce County 30 ? % 23
Spokane County___ K 92 . 23 2 2 3 13
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County____ 485 172 i 17 186 43 1 2 3
Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to
00,000 P oputation in 1930...cornn. 576 171 4 7 211 7 6 2 10 15 23
Alabama:
Baldwin CouNnty...... .coovvvvniiiinns 3 2 1
Chambers County 2 1 1
Colbert County _ 12 5 6 1
Etowah County_ — 1 1
Jackson County 3 1 1 1
Lauderdale Count 6 3 3
Marion County 2 2
Perry County 2 2
Sumter County . 1 1
Illinois: Rock Island County........ . n 8 3
Indiana: Wayne County 17 5 4 4
lowa: Johnson Count 19 2 1 5 2
Louisiana: Ouachita Parish 3 1 21 5 3 1
Minnesota: Winona County. 6 3 1 1 1
ew York:
Chemung County 40 12 n 6 4
Clinton County 5 3
Columbia County___—— 14 1 1 4 3 1
Ontario County_"~ 17 9 1 3
North Carolma Buncombe County... 2 n 2 2 3 1 3
North Dakot
Third Judlual district (in part)___ 9 7 1 1
hic Fourth judicial district......... .0~ 4 1 3
Allen County. 7 1 1 1 1
Auglaize Counfy 16 3 12 1
Clark County 49 3 1 39 5
Lake County 13 5 2 1 2 1 1
Sandusky County.......con 18 5 7 5 i

lincludes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930.

Digitized for FRASER
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Tabte IVc. Disposition of girls’ delinquency cases by 71 specified courts and 9 other courts during 1930—Continued

Girls’ delinquency cases

Child remaining under super-

vision of court Child not remaining under supervision of court
Court bi Case %el?
Dis- ; __ Referred without open but - e osi-
Total  propation Argienndc?f tUnder missed, ~ Committed to commitment to— oo no further tl:i)(l)snpgglt
officer  OF empo- - or dis- BSUW- Other  diSPOSi- oo e
super- \S/llj%té?l ra}ry care missed af- fitr:gnbr disposi- tion eingc— p
isi uper-  of an in- terwarn- : Agen . , ipate
VISING vising  stitution ingor ad- |nt§t|tU- odingr.  Institu- égﬁ?dcly costs ton P
justment ~ tion vidual tion vidual
Courts Serving Areas witn 25000 co
100,000 ¢ puration in 1930—Continued.
Pennsylvania: Lycoming County _ 10 1 9
First district 39
Second district__ 7 %53 213 % 2 3
Fourth district 49 21 23 3 1 4 2 %
Sixth diStrict................ % L 9 1 2 B o
4 2 1 1
26 1 20 1 2
CourtsServing Areas with Less T han
25000 P oputation in 1 73 13 2 13 21 4 9 3 g

Digitized for FRASER
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

53

Table Va.—Color, nativity, and parent nativity of boys dealt with in deli quency
cases disposed of by 87 specified courts 1and 51 other courts during 1980

Court Total
Total
Total cases —45,374 37,361
Courts Serving Areas with
100,000 or M ore Poputation
BT K T 41,735 34173
Alabama: Mobile County........ 152 75
California: San Diego County.. 1,449 1,398
Connecticut: Brld%eport (city). 402 385
District of Columbia................. 1,642 628
Georgia: Fulton County__ 1,110 466
Indiana:
Lake Conntv __ 262 25
Marion Count 517 344
Vandeiburgh ounty ........ 72 65
lowa: Polk County 463 420
Louisiana: Caddo Parish 251 151
Maryland; Baltimore (city)__ 2,278 1,486
Michigan:
Kent County 433
Wayne County... 2,862 2,456
Minnesota:
Hennepin County 853 814
Ramsey County 437 21
New Jersey:
Hudson County 1,736 1,651
Mercer County_____ 425 342
New York:
Euffag) (C|tty) 1,005 959
rie County (exclusive of
Buffal Y 191 187
Monroe ounty 138 138
New York S:lt Y 6,857 6,120
Rensselaer County_____— 329 324
Westchester County__—
Franklln Count¥ 921 732
Hamilton Coun%/ 1,486 1,090
Mahoning Coun 1802 1584
Mon;(\%omery Count 368 306
Oregon: Multnomah Counfy 1,024 1,009
Penns lvania:

Allegheny County 9%5 833
Montgomery County........ 85 69
Philadelphia (city” and

COUNEY)vvvvveevieceenrevones 6,629 4,996
South Caro ina:" Greenville
County 85 54
Utah: Th| d district, 732 729
Virginia: Norfolk (city). ™. . . 644 295
Washington:
Pierce County........ccccovenrnee 131
Spokane County 561 555
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County. 1,934 1,852
Courts Serving Areas with
25,000 to 100,000 P opulation in
1930, 3,295 8,007
Courts Serving reas with
Less Than 25000 P opulation
iN1930....... ¢ 344 181

Boys’ delinquency cases

White boys
Nativ Col-
Native, forelgn N;rtextte- For- Nativ-  ored
native o P age  eign ity  boys
parent- mIXng notre- born nottr%—
age parent- orte
ge p age  Pported p

15698 15155 1,818 765 3925 8,006

12,879 14,942 1,685 756 3911 7,555

73 1 1 7
984 330 16 57 1n 51
58 309 9 6 3 17
536 45 14 3 3g 1,014
460 1 2 644
61 163 1 37
323 20 1 173
65 7
377 38 1 3 1
149 2 100
700 692 180 14 792
228 145 42 1 17 17
641 1,598 19 161 37 406
440 353 1 lg 1 39
266 150 16
367 1,236 48 85
98 239 5 83
245 671 43 46
52 131 4 4
40 9%5 1 2
1495 4,380 7 229 9 737
168 153 3 5
97 334 5 13 1 43
651 64 10 3 4 189
64 PA] 997 5 1 3%
297 653 71 17 546 211
197 15 90 2 2 62
658 253 38 18 7] 15
227 593 7 6 122
24 40 3 2 16
638 1,155 36 30 3,137 1,633
52 2 3\13
536 116 73 4
279 16 349
vl 9 1 4
413 138 3 1 6
79 879 62 49 63 82

2,638 213 133 9 14 288

181 163

1Inoludes all courts reporting that served areas with 100,0000r more population in 1930.

Digitized for FRASER
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54 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Table Vb.—Color, nativity, and Parent nativity of girls dealt with in delinquency
cases disposed of by 87 specified courts 1and 43 other courts during 1980

Girls’ delinquency cases

White girls
Court Total
Native, Native, . Col-
Native, forelgn arent. For- Nativ- ored
Total hative  or P age  eign ity  girls
parent- mixed otgre— bogrn notre-
age pa;ggt ported ported
Total cases 8,383 6,537 3697 2,216 202 14 268 1,864
Courts Serving Areas with 100, or
M ore Poputation in 1930, e 7,734 5981 3207 2178 175 154 267 1,753
Alabama: Mobile County 25 12 12 1
California: San Diego County 191 180 141 s} 3 7 4 1
Connecticut: Brid eport (city 68 62 18 43 1
Distiict of Columbia 251 51 39 1 1 10
Geagigia: Fulton County.. ... . 228 77 77 151
Indiana:

Lake County 215 174 76 o¢]

Marion Coun Nl m23A4 219

Vanderburgh 12 9 9
lowa: Polk C 147 125 113 10 1 1
Louisiana: Caddo Parish. 40 17 17
Marﬁ/land Baltimore (CIty) 262 125 43 26 137

ic

Kent County _ 70 70 53 16 i

Wayne County____ 373 327 120 161 6 30 10 46
Minnesota:

Hennepin County 200 18 104 84 1

Ramsey County............ooooee 80 80 60 19 1
New Jersey:

Hudson County........ cooeveerivnniens 238 225 61 156 8

Mercer County 24 21 8 13
New York:

Buffalo (city) 89 84 16 65 3

Erie County (exclusive of Buffalo). 2 18 3 15 3

Monroe Caounty 2 13 16 3

New York 842 255 537

Rensselaer County 84 55 28

i Westchestel County. ... . 104 87 21 57 2 7 17

Franklm Count: 285 226 202 20 1 1 2 59

Hamilton County_ 586 367 320 19 28

Mahoning County. 349 287 103 100 12 9 63 62

Mon,t\%omery Counfy 230 186 124 9 52
Oregon: Multnomah Cou‘t—y 148 142 18 16 5 3 6
Penns lvania:

%heny COUNtY oo 173 1% 3% % 2 1
gomery County........ u 8 3 4 | .

Phlla elphia (city and county).. 888 601 168 278 i 14 287
South Carolina: Greenville Countv.. 21 16 16 5
Utah: Thiid district 240 238 192 27 17
Vugmla Norfolk (city) _ 130 60 53 7 70
Washington:

Pierce County 30 28 20 8

Spokane Count R 90 76 12
Wisconsin: Milwaukée County 485 469 232 186 15 13 pA] 16

Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to

100,000p o putation in 1930... 576 520 454 3B 27 56
Courts Serving Areas with Less T han

25000 P oputration in 1930 73 36 3% 37

lincludes all courts reporting that served areas with 100,000 or more population in 1930.
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Tabre VI—Source of reference to court of delinquency cases disposed of by 87
specified courtsland 51 other courts during 1980

Delinquency cases

Source of reference to court

Court

bl s . > 03 s 2
s £ e = E -
. s s v -
o - o o > °
° o o - S
s 28 & © 2> E£= 3 =2
= 2 2 3 o
_ o FE-SE - o
© © g8 2 o = o © o o 2a
- = - ° = S o = s 5
o o = = =] < = = =]
- o & o o o o o o g
Total cases.. 53,757 32,428 5,338 2,724 388 919 4,442 7,214 267 37

Courts Serving Areas with 100,000 or

M ore Poputlation in 1930. 49,469 30,963 4,615 1,803 334 864 4,221 6,445 197 27

Alabama: Mobile County.. 177 49 27 13 713 24 43 1
California: San Diego County 1,640 822 157 29 203 17 163 239 8 2
Connecticut: Bridgeport (city). 470 340 16 5 6 10 16 74 3
1,893 1,371 200 1 7 185 129
Georgia: Fulton County _ 1,338 690 46 213 3 77 307 2
Indiana:
477 157 134 71 8 68 39
Marion County . 818 478 110 16 6 13 126 66 1 2
Vanderburgh County 84 63 2 6 5 T 1
lowa: Polk County 610 214 60 4___ T3 74 229 16
291 181 17 59 2 30 1 1
Maryland: Baltimore (city).. 2,540 2,081 131 14 4 63 85 128 27 7
Michigan:
Kent County . 520 358 27 3 __ 5 59 53 14 1
Wayne County 3,235 2,281 409 3 103 183 254 2
Minnesota:
Hennepin County.. .. 1,053 764 16 5 2 29 17 113 7
517 355 4 1 4 12 141
New lJersey:
Hudson County.. 1,974 632 609 91 29 95 480 38
449 314 33 15 1 15 71
New York:
1,094 1,022 13 12 44 2 1
Erie County (exclusive of Buffalo)___ 212 t121 7 1 14 11 58
170 98 1 1 29 20 21
New York (city) 7,867 4,337 506 2 2 181 1,188 1,638 13
Rensselaer County... 414 69 268 4 1 25 45 1 i
597 217 191 1 48 31 109
Ohio:
Franklin County.. 1,206 595 87 79 8 36 123 273 5
Hamilton County_ _ 2,072 1,400 116 10 53 72 205 206 10
Mahoning County 2,151 962 461 28 8 27 209 445 11
598 162 183 28 5 17 111 92
Oregon: Multnomah County... 1,172 816 102 12 23 52 162 3 2
Pennsylvania:
Allegheny County.. 1,128 321 70 577 2 13 138 6 1
Montgomery County 96 85 4 2 1 4
Philadelphia (city and county) 7,517 6,255 201 2 25 478 556
South Carolina: Greenville County 106 68 1 11 9 15 2
Utah: Third district 972 456 318 34 1 4 46 107 3 3
Virginia: Noifolk (city). 774 508 51 16 3 39 125 1 1
Washington:
Pierce County 165 121 11 11 1 20 1
Spokane County 653 498 39 8 22 10 31 35 8 2
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County.. 2,419 1,702 201 208 219 140 146 — 1
Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to
100,000 Popultation in 1930 3,871 1,235 669 887 53 55 208 698 61 5
Courts Serving Areas with Less Than
25,000 Population in 1930 417 230 54 34 1 13 71 9 6

iIncludes all courts reporting that served areas with 100,000 or more population in 1930.
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Table VIlI.—Place of care of child (J)ending hearing or disposition in delinquency
cases disposed of hy 87 specified courts 1and 51 other courts during 1980

Delinquency cases

Detention care overnight or longer in speci-

fied place Notre-
ik
wheth-
Court Nod_e— Board— er de-
ol e ing Jailor Other PI ten-
cases tion ail or er Place
care hOOTe Dt?g?]" %t?t?_r police place of care «tslaorg
other home2 tution (Sta-, 0f notre- yag
LaéPr:Ly tion 8 care 4 ported given
Total cases 53,757 29,864 194 12,652 4,926 1,581 215 1 4324

Courts Serving Areas with 100,000
or More Populationin 1930......... 49,469 26,319 111 12,389 4,891 1,399 40 1 47319

Alabama: Mobile County 177 85 90 2
California: San Diego County— 1,640 1,135 7 389 17 90 1 1
Connecticut: Brldgeport (city)— 470 421 4 13 27 5
District of Columbia 1,893 1,526 367
F%orgla Fulton County 1338 739 1 5% 3
ndiana:
Lake County 477 275 2 191 3 6
Marion Cou nta[ 818 3% 1 407 5 10 1
Vanderburgh County. . 84 82 2
lowa: Polk County........ . 610 363 4 217 5 21
Louisiana: Caddo Paris 291 190 6 80 1 13 1
Maryland: Baltimore (city)......... 2,540 2,403 130 5 2
Michigan:
Kent County.. 520 34 3 175 1 7
Wayne County”__ 323 1431 2 1,791 10 1
Minnesota:
Hennepin County 1,053 79 51 7 193 1 2
Ramsey County 517 284 1 68 164
New Jersey:
Hudson County 1974 1177 1 3 1
Ne Mercir County 449 424 25
Yor
Buffalo (City)......co..covrvvereee. 1,004 715 1 37 1
Erie County (exclusive of BUf-
) 150 2 59 1
65 105
New York lty) ! 4 3,807
Rensselaer County...
i Westchester County 507 461 1 100 35
Franklm Count 1206 468 1 499 8 230
Hamilton Coun 2072 74 3 1325 3
Mahoning Coun%/ 2,151 1,079 T2 4 276
Montgomery Count ......... 508 385 1 140 5 67
Oregon: Multnomah County ....... 1172 857 2 140 31 130 2
Penns Ivania: .
g{heny COoUNtY oo e 1,128 146 i 661 4 4 312
Ph I lgolmﬁry E:otunt i . % 20 I 1
iladelphia (city and coun-
phua ety 7517 2219 1202 13 1 3,982
South Carolina: Greenville Coun- .
EY ettt verenst st ensees s sssenssns 106 75 i 1 29
Utah: Third district 972 815 9 13 16 1
Virginia: Norfolk (city)_____ 774 412 2 2nr 88
Washington:
Pierce County ......................... 165 26 109 1 29
_ Spokane Count: 653 406 225 6 16
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County... 2,419 843 1,576
Courts Serving Areas with 25,000
to 100,000 P opulation in 1930......... 3,871 3216 69 263 35 159 125 4
Courts Serving Areas with Less
Than 25,000 Population in 1930... 14 23 50 1

t Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 100,000 or more population in 1930.

lincludes cases of children cared for part of the time in detentlon homes and part of the time elsewhere
but excludes cases of children also held in jails or police stati

I8 hI ncludes a few cases of children cared for part of the tlme ‘in jails or police stations and part of the time
elsewhere.

4Includes a few cases of children held in more than 1 place of care but in places other than detention
homes, jails, or police stations.
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Tabte VIII.—Reason for reference to court of families represented in dependency
and neglect cases disposed of by 72 specified courts 1 and 12 other courts during
19s0

Families represented in dependency and neglect cases

Reason tor reference to court

Ut e Physi
Court out ade Living SI-
uate cally
Total cireor Adban— Abuse ggrc]igir_ handi- r,‘;gﬁ'
support $O0° orcruel 300 capped Other 3%
rom ML treat- injur- andin_reason "
pa(r)erznt sertion MeNt jous to %?ﬁﬂi%f ported
guard- morals Fcare
ian
Total cases 10,403 7,459 976 300 1131 518 6 13
Courts Serving Areas with 100,000
or More Popgulation in 1930 9,463 6,846 905 268 1,000 429 2 13
Alabama: Mobile County----------- 3 3
California: San Diego Coyur)ty ------ 226 103 2 36 60 15
Connecticut: Bridgeport (city) — 24 16 1 7
District of Columbia 184 15 6 19 4
G%orgla: Fulton County 264 186 2 10 4 3
Indiana:
Lake County 202 131 18 7 18 28
Marion Counfe/ 151 79 29 5 A 4
lowa: Polk Coun B/..._——— 310 193 24 6 26 60 1
Louisiana: Caddo Parish 39 30 4 é 4
Maryland: Baltimore (city 284 236 18 9 3 12
Michigan:
Kent County 160 143 3 4 é 6
_ Wayne Counfy 454 3% 39 u
Minnesota:
Hennepin County 182 125 28 3 26
Ramsey County s Ie)
New York:
Buffalo (city) . 30 17 13
Erie County (exclusive of Buf-
B g o2 ' 1 g
onroe Coun
New York cit));) 1,954 1,609 61, 28 04 62
Rensselaer CoUNTY ... covvvvene %8 81 2 8
oni Westchester County 251 108 5 2 %6 10
ia:
Franklin Count%/ 389 264 16 18 52 39
Hamilton Coun %/ ----------------- 22 93 21 10 8l 22
Mahoning County 119 78 6 18 7
Montgomery County 161 119 7 3 2 2
Oregon: Multnomah County—-— 251 1% 6 10 37 1 1
PennsP/Ivanla: 1
Allegheny County............... 3% 310 50 6
Montgomery County 4 2 2
Philadelphia (city andcounty). 1,877 1,296 38% 59 19 20 1
South Carolina; Greenville County. 36 2 2 5
Utah: Third district. 12 6 30 4
Virginia: Norfolk (city)- o1 57 7 4 3
Washington; 8 1 1
glerﬁe Co&mty 18% %g § 5 1§ :
okane County...
Wiscopnsin: Milwalﬁlke 681 497 106 26 47 6

i Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930.
118478°—32------ 5
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Tabte VIIlI.—Reason for reference to court of families represented in dependency
and neglect cases disposed of by 72 specified courts and 12 other courts during
19s0— Continued

Families represented in dependency and neglect cases

Reason for reference to court

With- _
Court °Hﬁ§?§' Living Pcha vl
care or A(‘j%?]” Abuse unr(]igir_ handi- Rea-
Total Sl%pport ment OF cruel §X0C" capped Other Son
R o e S S
2N sertion ious to R0 ported
guard- morals Feare
ian

Courts Serving Areas with 25000
to 100,000P oputation in 1930............

g
8

27 122 8l 4

Alabama:
Baldwin County
Chambers County......
Clarke Count¥

Y.

=
(Y=Y
N

Colbert Coun
Conecuh County
Dallas County......
Elmore County
Escambia County..
Etowah County
Jackson County
Lauderdale County
Lee County...........looiininnnne
Macon County
Marion County
Perry County
Pike County
. Sumter County
lllinois: Rock Island County
lowa: Johnson Count
Louisiana: Ouachita Parish......
Minnesota: Winona County
New_York:
Chemung County
Clinton County
Columbia County. -
Ontario County.
North Carolina: Bun-
combe COoUNtY......c.creerviseesinesrins
North Dakota; Third judicial dis-
Ort][lct (INPArt) s e

io:
Allen County.......ococvvvvicniiinnns
Auglaize County__
Clark County
Lake County. ...
Sandusky County..
Be%gﬁjsylvanla: Lycoming County..

First district
Second district
Fifth district
. Sixth district= 00 .
Virginia: Lynchburg (city).

W ONR PR B RPRRE NPw
Wk e

NEN=WNY W =

Wi BeRk—

=0T WA

B8Bws K& BBoRRoBa8nve m~BwBBs5
-

o N
&
—

DN~ N E= B
Q@ N

BokdsN & &
= o5 BroG

w—o~No
—— = AN
—N

Courts Serving Areas with Less

Than 25000P 0putation in 1930

=
8
©
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Table IX a—Manner of handling dependency and neglect cases disposed of by 72

specified courts 1and 12 other courts during 1930

Court

Total cases

Courts Serving Areas with 100,000 or M ore Population in

1930

California: San Diego County

Connecticut: Bridgeport (City)— rorreeenes
Georgia: Fulton County........ccovvevniieinninieii =

Indiana:

Lake COUNLY .ot

lowa: Polk Count .
Louisiana: Caddo Parish...

Michigan:

Minnesota:

New York:

Ohio:
Franklin Countgt/
Hamilton Coun%/
Mahoning Coun

Oregon: Multnomah County

Mon'\ﬂomery Count .............................................

Pennsylvania:

Philadelphia (city and county)
South Carolina: Greenville County
Utah: Third district

Washington:

Spokane County
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County....

Dependency and neglect cases

Total

20,711

18,572

395

51
315
440

326
282
559

466

Official

16,155

15,080

157

315
405

188

152

952

(Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more populatlon in 1930.
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Unofficial

4,556

3,492

238

138

247

259
113

123
209

1,519

50

B
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Table IXa—Manner of handling dependency and neglect cases disposed of by 72
specified courts and 12 other courts during 1930—Continued

Dependency and neglect cases
Court
Total Official  Unofficial

Courts Serving Areas with 25000 to 100,000 Popultation in
1930

[
[ee)
N
[}

1,000 825

Alabama:

Baldwin County
Chambers County..
Clarke County
Colbert County
Conecuh County.

Dallas County. . . 11
Elmore County
Escambia County
Etowah County T
Jackson County
Lauderdale County....
Lee County...... ... .
Macon Count
Marion County
Perry CoUNtY. . o e
Pike County’

. Sumter Count
1linois: Rock 1SIand COUNTY ..o e e eeeeeeeeeneneeen seeeen
lowa: Johnson County *

_ Louisiana: Ouachita Parish
Minnesota: Winona County
New York:

Ch_emungCounty
Clinton County
Columbia County
Ontario County
North Carolina: Buncombe County....
l(\%ﬁ_rth Dakota: Third judicial district (in part)

io:
Allen County.
Auglaize County 10 10
ClarK COUNTY .. s et 60 59 1
Lake County R 31 2
Sandusky COUNTY .. s e £ 17 25
Eﬁnﬂsylvama: Lycoming County . 59 59
ah:
First district
Second district
Fifth district
Sixth district
Virginia: Lynchburg (City)

IV s

w
~Nw

obrw oBR &~

N
RouBrorwBo88ad

N
HoIinvO

ReE

B85ERERR
BaRRESNNLE .

=
oS
<
=
S
<Q

=
-

g
g

o)
D

R
S
=3

3
8

NN = =¥}
~
~

Courts Serving Areas with Less Than 25000 Population in

1930 314

a
&
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Table IX b.— Disposition of dependency and neglect cases by 72 specified courts 1and 12 other courts during 1930

Court

Total cases

Indiana:

Michigan:

Minnesota:

New York:

Westchester County

Total

20,711

18,572
4
39%5
51
315
440
326
282
559
53
466
338
927
349
115
78
70
228
3,890
’161
394

Child remaining under
supervision of court

Proba-
tion
officer
super-
vising

4,650
3,512

56

12
4

20

1
73
85

10
145

1
18

3

37
1,433
1

18

Agency
or indi-
vidual
super-
vising

1,455

1,363

2
2

173
9

68
74
30

24
392

164
25

3
1

Dependency and neglect cases

Dis-
Under missed,
tempo-  or dis-
rary care missed
of an after
insti- warning
tution _ orad-
justment
1,577 5,085
1,493 4,901
3?2 235
2
15
3 33
19 65
50 1
20 174
2
1 59
72 190
28 104
88
n 7
1
1
9 3
340 1,258
15
12

*Includes all courts reporting that served areas with 25,000 or more population in 1930.
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Child not remaining under supervision of court

Committed to—

Institu-
tion

2,767

Agency

2,692

2,571

=
N

o2& 88

8

Individ- Institu-

ual

512

W oM HQJ}B‘@ [e¢]

Referred without
commitment to—

tion

Agency
or indi-
vidual

RoRes 8Brb

N

Other

Case

held

open
but no

further
disposi-

disposi- tion an-

tion

327

2

Q-5 woe ~

o N

tici-.
pated

876

< BB o wo® BY o

-

&~

Dispos-

tion

not re-

ported

[$3]

~
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Table |Xb.— Disposition of dependency and neglect cases by 72 specified courts and 12 other courts during 1930—Continued

Dependency and neglect cases

Child remaining under

supervision of court Child not remaining under supervision of court

Court Dis-

Under missed

Total - Pl
or ol temeo, or di

officer  vidual ofan after

Referred without

Committed to— commitment to—

super-  SUpPEr- jnsti-  warning Institu- Individ- Institu- A9ENCY
vising  VISINg  tytion or ad-g tion  Agency g tion (\’/rl(',rl‘g'l
justment
Courts Servino Areas with 100,000 or M ore Popula-
tion in 1030— Continued
Ohio:
ranklin Coun .. 721 117 98 127 138 24 60 68
Fiam itton Coun by V) g 2 T 2 10 pil
Mahoning County 214 2 un 43 41 34 16 12 6 21
Montgomery County 321 3 18 67 107 12 10 51
Oregon: Multnomah County 475 89 76 57 131 7 12 23 2 39
Pennsylvania:
Allegheny County e o70 ; 2 50 4 1 5
Pinitadetnnia (erty and county) T 4060 261 169 oL 15 14
South Carolina: Greenville County 74 X 9 4 8 1 10
Utah: Third district 175 23 79 231 13 20
Virginia: Norfolk (city) 152 26 12 12 15
e County 2 1 6 15 10
Spokane County N 164 18 12 28 3 15 1 27
W iSCOnSin: Milwaukee County . oo oo 11304 163 37 582 375 56 37 16 6 u
C L:'uorntslns leora\/oi.iﬂg””/‘\"r eas with 25,000 -lo 100,000 Poputa- 1'825 967 75 84 1% 126 96 61 46 74
Alabam a
Baldwin County. 42 4% % 2 3
hamber un
Clarke County » 2 1 7 1 1
Colbert County °X] 70 17 1 4
Conecuh County 9 1 3
Dallas C o U Nty . oo e 37 37
3 1 2
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Case
held
open
but no
further
Other.  disposi-
disposi- tion an-
tion tici-
pated
12 4
6 10
10 18
8 38
24
3
1
25
28
1
17
6
kY] 2
2 19
41 118
1

@

Disposi
tion

not re-

ported

w

(O]
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Escambia CoUNtY.....c...oovvniiniiicinnieriens
Etowah County.
Jackson County
Lauderdale County.
Lee County
Macon County
Marion County
Perry County
Pike County
. Sumter County

Illinois: Rock Island County

lowa: JOhNSON COUNLY ....ccovervirieeeriereesrerereinnes

Louisiana: Ouachita Parish

Minnesota: Winona County’ -

New York:
Chemung County
Clinton County
Columbia County
Ontario County.

North Carolina; Buncombe COUNty..................

North Dakota: Third judicial district (in part)

Ohio;
Allen County
Auglaize County...
Clark County
Lake County
Sandusky County
Pennsylvania: Lycoming County
Utah: o
First district
Second district
Fifth district
_ Sixth district
Virginia: Lynchburg (City)...

Courts Serving Areas with Less Than 25,000 Popula-

tion IN 1930
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Table X.—Color,

JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

nativity, and parent nativity of children dealt with

in depen-

durin @9soegleCt CSeS dlsPosed °f bv Sk specified courts 1and 50 other courts

Court

Total cases.

Alabama: Mobile County.

California: San Diego Cou

Connecticut: Bndgeport (cny)_
bia

District of Colum

Georgia: Fulton County..” T .........

Indiana:
Lake County
Marign County
lowa: Polk County
Louisiana: Caddo Parish

Maryland: Baltimore (city).........

Michigan:
Kent County
Wayne County___
Minnesota:
Hennepin County

Ramsey County

New York:
Buffalo (city)

Total

N 78
Erie County Igexcluswe of Buffalo) 70

Monroe C
New York cnty) 1111111111 3,890
Rensselaer County_ 161
hic Westchester County. 394
Franklin Count¥ 1
Hamilton County... 442
Mahoning County 111" 214
Mon%\%omery County e 3?1
Oregon: Multnomah County ............ I 475
Penns Ivania:
Allegheny County . 970
Montgomery County 10
Phila elphlaé ity and countyg 4,060
South Carolina: Greenville County... 74
Utah: Third district 175
Virginia: Norfolk (city)__ " " 152
Washington:
Pierce County 49
Spokane Couan 164
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County 1,304
Courts Servino Areas with 25000 to
100,000 P opulation in 1930................ 1,825
Courts Serving Areas with Less
Than 25,000 Population in 1930............ 314

Total

17,704
15,670

4
367

282

Dependency and neglect cases

White children

Native :
Native foreign Native
native or Qge%‘t EI%E
pa;ggt" prg'r)é%?_ report» born
age
11,246 5,332 643 230
9,389 5,229 586 225
20
83 15 15
25 20 2 1
0 8 8
393 1
136 109
213 19 2 5
486 19 3
44
168 67 % 2
244 A 21
300 377 64 21
204 84 46 4
7 35
39 39
41 24
18 188 1
i 51 1!]3- 11
128 209 12 14
504 27 7 1
281 19 26 2
110 44 11 2
178 25 29
409 2 3 4
476 3HA 25
5 5
1'6762 1,237 A 30
138 20 16 1
106 10
44 1 2
147 9 3
62 3w 12 9
1,575 103 57 5
282

1deludes all courts reporting that served areas with 100,000 or more population in 1930
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Table X1.— Source of reference to court of families represented in dependency and
neglect cases disposed of by 84 specified courtsland 50 other courts during 1980

Court

Total cases

Courts Serving Areas with
100,000 or More Popula-
tion in 1930,
Alabama: Mobile County.
California: San Diego
County
Connecticut: Bridgeport
(city)....
District 0
Georgia: Fulton County_
Indiana:
Lake County
Marion County
lowa: Polk Countx
Louisiana: Caddo Parish..
Maryland:  Baltimore
[(S1187) RN
Michigan:
Kent County
. Wayne Couniy
Minnesota:
Hennepin County___
Ramsey County
w York:
Buffalo (city
Erie Count
sive of Buffalo)
Monroe County
New York (élty)
Rensselaer County
Westchester Counfy..

Ohio: X
Franklin Count%/

Ne

Hamilton Coun
Mahoning County
Montgomery County.
Oregon: = Multnomah
County..
PennsHIvan
Allegheny County__
Montgomery County.
Philadelphia (city
and county).....c........
South Carolina:” Green-
ville County
Utah: Third diStrict
Virginia: Norfolk (city)...
Washington:
Pierce County
. Spokane County........
Wisconsin:  Milwaukee
County

Courts Serving Areas with
25,000 to 1009,000 Popula-
tion in 1930......ccens v

Areaswith
Less Than 25,000 Popula-
tion in 1930......ccccviiiiiine

Total

10,403

9,463
3

Families represented in dependency and neglect cases

Source of reference to court

. Par-
Social entlsor ndi-
agency rela- ;i
tives vidual

3584 3,763 1,065

3,448 3,402 864
3
46 57 63
21 1 1
57 51 6
18 51 40
41 40 29
35 44 17
6? 128 338
28 4
142 62 17
34 76 27
337 35 30
178 1
66 2
2
2
85 1
992 596 46
70 20
133 21 78
13 147 47
153 27 21
53 23 12
37 68 20
68 61 71
189 33 21
2 1
300 1,422 40
u 13 10
18 25 18
29 42 5
2 14 1
24 18 50
71 252 120
124 318 167
12 3 A

798

&

]

By & oB&SR BR-

N}
8 onv B N © 8 GRaR IS ENENTEN

B

4

. Proba-
Police tion
officer

728

612

N

=

s B oroslS B

B o BRo®  wm o

w

100

16

Other
court

42

oONOT

N

10

School
de-

part-
ment

389

311

NN
NO

8wl

[Sa1ec]

N

-

68

10

lincludes all courts reporting that served areas with 100,000 or more population in 1930.
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Table XIlI.—Place of care of child.pending hearing or disposition in dependency
and neglect cases disposed of by specified courtsland 50 other courts during
1980

Dependency and neglect cases

Detention care overnight or longer in
specified place

Notre-
Court No ver%%ﬁgr
Total dte_ten— Board- dtegten-
lon N9 peten- Other Jail or Other 0N
care hgw]%lf’r tion  insti- police place of Care
fﬁ{,”n'%’ home2 tution station1 care4 given
Total cases 20,711 13,023 04 1975 4,400 37 369
Courts Serving Areas with 100,000
r More Population in 1930------ 18,572 11,178 750 1,928 4,315 366
Alabama: Mobile County............. 4
California: San Diego Count 3% 314 9
Connecticut: Bridgeport (city) — 51 23 5
District of Columbia 315 271 1
Georgia: Fulton County———-— 440 360 1 65
Indiana:
Lake County-------------------- 326 192 24
Marion County - 282 158 12 29
lowa: Polk County---- 559 290 38 21
Louisiana: Caddo Parish- 53 28 15
M_arﬁ(_land: Baltimore (city)------- 466 435 5
ichigan:
K%nt CoUNty----m=s =-=mmmmmeen 338 259 5 16
_ Wayne County. 927 636 107 144
Minnesota:
Hennepin County 349 237 104
Ramsey County 115 28 78
New York:
Buffalo (C|t¥) ............... e 78
Erie County (exclusive of
Buffalo 70 21 21
Now Voric [y ——— 348 1074 s0g
ew York (ci ) | ,
Rensselaer oalnfy _ 161 142 19
oni Westchester County - 3% 232 135 7
io:
Franklin County------ -------—- 21 572 16 107 26
Hamilton Count¥ 442 237 41 3 161
Mahoning County 214 128 3 71 12
Mon't\ﬂomery County-———-——- 321 214 25 77 5
Oregon: Multnomah County....... 475 358 60 18 22
Pennsylvania:
Allegheny County------------- 970 120 512 333
Montgomery County 10 3 7
Philadelphia (city and coun-
1Y), ety e 4060 3,448 606
South ” " Carolina: ~ Greenville
County -===n=sn =mmeecmemmeeceeneeeee 74 72 2
Utah: Third district 175 113 14 39
Virginia: Norfolk (cify) 152 103 10 22
Washington:
Pierce County 49 3H5 1
. Spokane Coun 164 85 74 3
Wisconsin: Milwaukee County.. 1,304 813 489 2
Courts Serving Areas with 25,000
to 100,000 P opulation in 1930 1,825 1577 111 47
Courts Serving Areas with Less
Than 25,000 Population in 1930.. 314 268 43

1includes all courts reporting that served areas with 100,000 or more population in 1930.

*Includes cases of children cared for part of the time in detention homes and part of the time elsewhere
but excludes cases of children also held in Jails or police stations. . . i

*Includes a few cases of children held part of the time in jails or police stations and part of the time else-

where.
4Includes a few cases of children held in more than 1 place of care but in places other than detention
homes, Jails, or police stations.
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APPENDIX.—COURTS FURNISHING STATISTICAL MATERIAL
FOR 1930

Reports were received from 92 courts in 23 States and the District of Columbia
for the entire calendar year 1930. (Cards were submitted by 91 courts and
tables were prepared by 1 court—Philadelphia.) The names of these courts
with the largest city or town in the area served by each court are as follows:

Alabama: Largest city or town in area
Juvenile court of— Served

Baldwin County

Bibb County

Bullock County
Chambers County

Fairhope.

West Blocton.
Union Springs.
Lanett.

Clarke County Jackson.
Cleburne County Heflin.
Colbert County Sheffield.
Conecuh County Evergreen.
Coosa County Good Water.
Crenshaw County Luverne.
Dallas County Selma.
Elmore County Wetumpka.
Escambia County Atmore.
Etowah County Gadsden.
Fayette County-----—- Fayette.
Greene County Eutaw.
Henry County Abbeville.
Jackson County------ Bridgeport.
Lauderdale County Florence.
Lee County Phenix City.
Macon County Tuskegee.
Marion County Winfield.
Mobile County Mobile.
Perry County----—-- Marion.
Pike County Troy.
Sumter County York.
Washington County

California: Juvenile court of San Diego County San Diego.

Connecticut: Juvenile court of the city of Bridgeport___ Bridgeport.
District of Columbia: Juvenile court”of the District of

Columbia Washington.
Georgia: Fulton County juvenile court Atlanta.
Illinois: Juvenile court of Rock Island County Rock Island.
Indiana:

Juvenile court of—
Lake County Gary.
Marion County Indianapolis.
Steuben County Angola.
Vanderburgh County Evansville.
Wayne County Richmond.
lowa:
District court of lowa, eighth judicial district, juvenile
division lowa City.
Polk County juvenile court Des Moines.
Louisiana:
Juvenile court of Caddo Parish Shreveport.
Juvenile court, Parish of Ouachita Monroe.
Maryland: Juvenile court of the city of Baltimore Baltimore.
Michigan:
Juvenile court, Kent County Grand Rapids.

. Probate court, Wayne County, juveniledivision Detroit.

Minnesota:
Juvenile court of—
Hennepin County Minneapolis.
Ramsey County St. Paul.
Winona County juvenile court Winona.
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New Jersey:
Juvenile court of the—

JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1930

Largest City or town in are

served
County of Hudson Jersey City.
County of Mercer Trenton.
New York:
Children’s court of Buffalo Buffalo.
Chemung County children’s court Elmira.
Clinton County children’s court Plattsburg.
Columbia County children’s court Hudson.
Erie County children’s court Lackawanna.
Monroe County court, children’s division Rochester.
Children’s court of the city of New Y ork---------------- New York.
Ontario County court, children’s part..------ --- Geneva.
Children’s court of Rensselaer County-- ---Troy.
Westchester CountY children’s court---------------------- Yonkers.
North Carolina: Juvenile court of Buncombe County-----Asheville.
North Dakota:
District court—
Third judicial districtl Wahpeton.
Fourth judicial district2 Bismarck.
Ohio:
Juvenile court of—
Allen County Lima.
Auglaize County St. Marys.
Clark County Springfield.
Court of common pleas, division of domestic rela-
tions, Franklin County — Columbus.
Common-pleas court of Hamilton County, division
of domestic relations, juvenile court, and marital
relations Cincinnati.
Juvenile court of Lake County — Painesville.
Common-pleas court of Mahoning County, division
of domestic relations Youngstown.
Court of common pleas, division of domestic rela-
tions, Montgomery County Dayton.
Juvenile court of Sandusky County Fremont.
Oregon: Court of domestic relations, County of Mult-
nomah Portland.
Pennsylvania:
Juvenile court of—
Allegheny County Pittsburgh.
Lycoming County Williamsport.
Montgomery County Norristown.
Municipal court of Philadelphia,juvenile division___ Philadelphia.
South Carolina: Children’s court of GreenvilleCounty._ Greenville.
Utah:
Juvenile court—
First district * Logan.

Second district4

Third district *

Fifth district?7

Sixth district8

Seventh district * _
Juvenile courts, other counties 10

Ogden.

alt Lake City.
Provo.

Richfield.

Cedar City.
Price. .
Panguitch.

&Emmons, Mclntosh, Logan, La Moure, Dickey, Sargent, Ransom, and Richland Counties.

urleigh, McLean, Sheridan, and Kidder Counties.
>Cache, Box Elder, and Rich Counties.
deber, Morgan, and Davis Counties. .
*Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele, and Daggett Counties.
’?J_tah, Juab, and Wasatch Comities. .

Piute, Sanpete, Sevier, Garfield, and Wayne Counties.

*Millard, Beaver, lron, and Washington Counties.
*Carbon, Emery, Duchesne, and Uintah Counties.
u Grand, Kane, and San Juan Counties.
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS,

1930 ' 69

Largest city or town in area

Virginia: . . .
Juvenile and domestic-relations court of— served
Danville Danville.
Lynchburg Lynchburg.
Norfolk Norfolk.
_ Rockbridge County Lexington.
Washington:
Juvenile court of—
Pierce County Tacoma.
Spokane County Spokane.
Milwaukee.

Wisconsin: Milwaukee County juvenile court
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