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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
CHILDREN'S BUREAU, 

Washington, October 18,1929. 
SIR: There is transmitted herewith the summ~ry for 1927 of .repor~ 

of cases of delinquency and dependency supplied to the Children s 
Bureau by juvenile courts. During the calendar y~8.! 1927, the first 
full year during which the bureau's plan for obtammg ~omparable 
statistics in this field was in operation! 43 co.urts .s~~plied reports 
regularly. Alice Scott Nutt, of the SOCIal-servIce dIVISIOn, has been 
in immediate charge of the development of the plan for assem­
bling_ uniform statistics of juvenile delinquency,. in: coop~rl!-t~on with 
Dr. Elizabeth C. Tandy, director. of the. staf:is~l~al diVISion, and 
Agnes K. Hanna, director of the SOCIal-serVice diVISIon. 

Respectfully submitt~d. 

HON. JAMES J. DAVIS, 
Secretary oj Labor. 

• 

GRACE ABBOTT, Chief. 
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JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1927 

A COOPERATIVE PLAN FOR OBTAINING NATIONAL STA­
TISTICS OF DELINQUENCY AND OF DEPENDENCY AND 
NEGLECT 

For some years the Children's Bureau has been at work on a plan 
for making available current informa.tion on a national scale con­
cerning trends in juvenile delinquency. The United States Bureau 
of the Census at a.pproximately lO-year intervals publishes statistics 
of juvenile delinquents in institutions, but no attempt is made by 
that bureau to procure statistics concerning delinquents dealt with 
by courts in other ways than by institutional commitment.! Rela­
tively few juvenile courts plint annual reports which include statistical 
material. Lack of uniformity in methods of compiling statistics 
used in the different courts and marked variations in inclusions and 
methods of presentation make the statistics practically valueless for 
purposes of comparing delinquency rat~s in various localities, though 
they are of value in determining trends in individual communities 
from year to year. Comparable statistics with reference to cases of 
~~&endency and neglect dealt with by the courts are evep. more 

· cult to obtain, because of wider variation in the type of cases 
within the jurisdiction of the courts. 

The importance, therefore, of n..,areement on a uniform plan for 
recording and compiling statistics of juvenile delinquency is apparent. 
With the assistance of the committee on records and statistics of the 
National Probation Association the Chilw'en's Bureau has devised 
such a method.2 The response to the plan has been gra.tifying. 
Cooperation by juvenile courts and State departments of public 
welfare has increased steadily since its presentation. In several 
States the department of public welfare or some other Sta.te agency 
has taken the plan into consideration in making revisions of annual 
and monthly reports required of courts, and in other States th~e 
agenc~es have ~een active in c~g the plan to the attention of 
juvenile-court Judges and probation officers. By July 1, 1928, 
about 100 juvenile courts in va.rious PllXts of the country, and several 
State departments concerned with juvenile-court work, were cooper­
ating. Forty-two courts sent in statistical data for the entire calenda.r 
year 1927, and these data form the basis of this.report.3 

1 Children under Iu..titutionnl Care. !923, 1>. 260. U. S. Bureau oUbe Census, 'Washlnaton, 1927. 
• The hasis of the plan is the filling ont of s~ti<tical cnrds-n Yellow cnrd for e~cb case of dellnqwmcy 

disposed of dur'..ng a calendar year, a blne card for each case 01 dependency or neglect disposed of, nod a 
wblte cnrd for each ease of a child discharged from probation (in delinquency c uses) or from supeTVis!on (in 
dependency ornegiect cases). The yellow:md blue cards diller only In thellsts of charges IUId dlspo.ltlons. 
The cards have been so arranged that little clerical work is involVed; most of the inform~t1on is entered by 
checking. Cards and a bulletin of instructions are furnished by the Children's Bureau without chorge 10 
cooperating courts, as are {ran!.. ... or addressed envelopes requiring no pastilga for USe In mtllllng cnnls bock 
10 the bureau. Cords are returned to the burean for tabulation at least once 1\ year, and preferably so.,.· 
eral times each year. 

The Children's Bureau prepares from the cards a set of 2:l table! ou prlnle<l forms for each court. These 
are sent to the courts lor use In annual reports if desired. The!llots lI.resented In these tables include 
charges, places children were cared for pandlng bearings, manner of deallDg .... ith cases, and dispositions. 
The number of dillerent children dealt with, the number of repeaters, and certain soclal !sots are niso 
shown. For eases discharged from probation or supervision the length of the probation period and the 
reason for discharge are given. In a fe .... instances the court preferred to compilo its own tables In accordance 
with the Children's Bureau plan, instead of s8nclin, in cards. 

• Cards were also supplied for 1m b1 the Distriet of Columbia Juvenile court, but these ,vert' not receI~ed 
In time to be included in the tabulatioDS. 
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COURTS FURNISHING STATISTICAL MATERIAL FOR 1927 

Cards were received from 41 COUl'ts in 15 States for the entire 
calendal' year 1927, and tables were prepared by 1 court.' The 
names of these courts with the largest city or town in the area served 
by each COUl't are given below. For convenience each court will be 
designated hereafter only by the name of the territory over which it 
has jurisdiction. Largest city or lown in 

area served 
California: Juvenile court of the city and county of San Frallcisco _____ _____________ _____ ______ _______________ San Francisco. 
Connecticut: 

Juvenile court of the city of Bridgeport ________________ Bridgeport. 
Juvenile court of Hartford ___________________________ Hartford. 

Indiana: 
Juvenile court of Cla.y County ________________________ Brazil. 
Juvenile court of Delaware County ____________________ Muncie. 
Juvenile court of Jennings Countv ____________________ North Vernon. 
Juvenile court of Lake County __ : _____________________ Gary. 
Juvenile court of Marion County ______________________ Indianapolis. 
Juvenile court of Monroe County _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Bloomington. 
Juvenile court of Vermillion County. ___________________ Clinton. 
Juvcnile court of Wayne County ______________________ Richmond. 
Juvenile court of Wells County _______________________ Bluffton . . 
Juvenile court of White County _______________________ Monticello. 

Massachusetts: Middlesex County superior court ___________ Lowell. 
Michigan: Kent County probate court, juvenile divisioll_ _ _ _ _ Grand Rapids. 
Minnesota: 

Juvenile court of Hennepin County ____________________ Millneapolis. 
Juvenile court of Ramsey County _____________________ St. Paul. 

New Jersey: 
Juvenile court of the county of Hudson ________________ Jersey City. 
Juvenile court of the county of Mercer _________________ Trenton. 

New York: 
Children's court of Buffalo ___________________________ Buffalo. 
Clinton County ehildren'.:; court _______________________ Plattsburg. 
Columbia County children's court __________ ___________ Hudson. 
Delaware County children's court ________ _____________ Walton. 
Dutchess County children's court_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Poughkeepsie. 
Erie County children's court _________ __ ___ __ __ _______ _ Lackawanna. 
Franklin County children's court ____ __ __ ___ ___ _______ _ Malone. 
Children's court of the city of New York. ___ ____ ______ New York. 
Orleans County children's court ______ ____ ____ ______ ___ Medina. 
Westchester County children's court ________ ____ ______ _ Yonkers. 

North Carolina: 
Juvenile court of Buncombe County _____________ _____ _ Asheville. 
Winston-Salem juvenile court _________________________ Winston-Salem. 

Ohio: 
Franklin County juvenile court ____ __________________ _ Columbus. 
Common-pleas court of Hamilton Countv. division of 

domestic relations, juvenile court and marital relations_ Cincinnati. 
Com mOll-pleas court of Mahoning County, division of 

domestic relations _______________ _ _____________ ___ Youngstown. 
Pennsylvania: 

Juvenile court of Berks County ____________ ____ _______ Reading. 
Juven!lg,.court of Lycoming County __ __________ ______ _ Williamsport. 
Juvenile court of Montgomery COunty _________ ________ Norristown. 
Municipal co~rt of Philadelphia,.juvenile division ___ ____ Philadelphia. 

Tennessee: Juvenile court of MemphlS ____________ ____ ___ __ Memphis. 
Virginia: Juvenile and domestic-relations court of Norfolk. __ Norfolk. 
Washington: Pierce County juvenile court _________________ Tacoma. 
Wisconsin: Dalle County juvenile court ____________________ Madison. 

I Tables prepared by two other courts were not entirely comparable with tobles prepnred by the Chil. 
dren's Bureau and were not used in tbis report. 

2 

ANALYSIS OF CASES DEALT WITH 

THE CASES REPORTED . 

Number and types of cases. 
In order to obtain complete information on all cases, those disposed 

of by the courts or discharged from probation or supervision during 
the vear were reported, rather than those referred to the courts or 
placed on probation or under supervision. Cards or tables for such 
cases, with a few exceptions, were received from each of the 42 courts 
during 1927.1 The total number of cases reported by these courts was 
46,750. (Table 1.) The number of cases reported by individual 
courts ranged from 14 to 11,281. This variation in number of cases 
was largely due to the area of jurisdiction; some of the courts had 
jurisdiction over densely populated areas in large cities, other courts 
served smaller cities, and others rural districts. 

Delinquency cases were reported by each of the 42 courts, but 8 
did not report cases of dependency or neglect. The total number of 
dependency and neglect cases (12,150) is less than half the number of 
delinquency cases (26,241) reported by the 34 courts sending cards 
or tables for both types of cases. The proportions of dependency 
and neglect and delinquency cases cared for by the different COUl'ts 
showed much variation. Eight of these 34 courts reported more 
dependency and neglect than delinquency cases; in the other 26 
courts dependency and neglect cases constituted the smaller part of 
the court's work. The wide variation in the proportion of dependency 
and neglect cases appears to be due in part to the extent to which local 
agencies other than the court were carmg for dependent and neglected 
children. The practice in some courts of filing the complaint against 
the adult responsible for dependency or neglect instead of instituting 
proceedings in the name of the children is also a factor. In some 
localities only those cases of dependency and neglect requiring court 
action were brought as a nue to the attention of the court, and these 
usually by social agencies, whereas in other communities a large pro­
portion of the dependent and neglected children were referred to the 
COUl't directly by parents and relatives, and the cOurt became a general 
agency for dealing with such children. The proportion of cases of 
dependency and neglect for which source of complaint was reported, 
referred to the courts by parents and relatives in different localities, 
varied from zero to 67 per cent. 

I The court in New York City sent in only those cases disposed of by the court that had been referred to the court during the year, and onl:; those cases of children discharged Irom probation or supervision who had 
been placed 00 probation or under supervision during the year. No cards Cor girls were received Crom n Cew 
courls in which it is probable that girls' cases had been disposed of. .A Cew courts Clilled to send in a separate card Cor each ca.o;e when a child had been brought beCore the court more than ouce during the year. Eleven 
courts did not report cases DC children discharged Crom probaUon or supervision. 

61514°-29--2 3 
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4 JUVENILE-COURT STATIS'fICS. 1927 

TABLE I.-Number of delinq'uency cases and of dependency and neglect cases of boys 
and girls and number of cases of boys and girls discharged from probation or super­
vision dealt with by 4,<} specified COlt"t:; in 1927 

Cases dealt with 

I 
Cases oC cb.ldren I 

Court I Dclinquency cases Dependency and discharged trom 

'i'otu1,i 
noglect cuses probation or suo 

I 
pervision 

" I~ Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls 

,---
Tota'-_ .. ___ .... ___ .. ____ !46. i50 128.3\l7 24.244 4,143 12, 150 '4.332 14,132 6.213 13,777 1993 

California: Snn Francisco City I ~ 
873 77 687 314 3-13 421 234 187 nod County _____ __________ ._ 2, 056 950 

Connecticut: i I 
440 76 83 36 47 151 140 11 Bridi:eport_________________ 750 516 

lIartCord. ______________ __ ._ 973 018 539 i9 154 83 71 201 172 29 
Indiana: 

1 Clay County _______________ 39 25 14 11 4 3 10 6 4 
Delaware County ___ • ______ 130 65 47 18 65 43 22 
lennings County ___________ 16 4 4 ---i8.i- 12 7 5 ---jaG-LAk~ Conoty ____________ •• 1 J. O~1 527 343 3tK liS 173 97 39 
1'.'lanon County __ . __ •• _____ 1.332 892 589 303 291 146 145 149 95 54 
Monroe County __________ •• 36 15 10 5 ------- --.. ---- .------ 21 7 14 
Vermillion County._. ____ •. 1M 84 64 30 ----20· 80 54 26 
Wayne County __________ •• ! 401 2,1 15 9 14 6 ------ ... ----_ .... _ .. _ .. _-
Wells CountY-_____________ i 41 41 23 18 ----ii· .-.... --- --_ .. _ .. ---__ a-
White county _______ •• ___ .1 14 3 3 _ .... -...... 5 6 --_ .. --- ------- -.. _ ... _-

M~~~~~~~~:- •• ~.i-~~~~~-e-~. 27 27 24 3 ---20S- ---iOii- ·--iiiS- - .. _ .. Oo .. 

Michigan: Kent County _______ 1 602 374 3i4 ------- 20 20 --......... 
Minnesota: 

Hennepin county _________ ! 1.~~9 900 7i6 190 342 170 172 181 145 36 
Ramsey County_ __ ___ ___ __ 621 3-12 2iO 72 1lI 52 59 171 153 18 

New.Tersey: 
I, r.s6 1,482 203 235 2M 31 Hudson County ____ _______ 1 1,?20 ---_ ... -.. ........... _- .. ------M_, <>mo" _____ _______ 1 '" 215 197 18 -------------- ----.. _ .. 102 98 4 

New York: Duffalo ________ .___________ 1. 0i6 836 785 51 95 49 46 145 132 13 
Clinton County____________ 1O:{ 23 18 5 i9 40 3l) 1 1 
Columbia Connty_________ ~O 98 at 14 121 56 65 41 26 15 
Delawnre county ____ • _____ , 14 14 14 ----40- ---21i- ---i4S-Dutche.<:s Connty _ _________ 51~ 223 183 123 24 21 3 
Erie Countr ____________ _ ._ 317 177 1:;9 18 M 28 26 86 83 3 
Franklin County_ __ _______ roll M 2.; 9 24 16 8 -i;aos' New York Clty __ . __ • ______ 10. 650 6. l(r~ 5,262 840 3,243 1,743 1.500 P74 331 
Orlenns County __ •.• ______ ' :l!! 9 8 1 15 7 8 4 a 1 
Westchester CountY _______ II. iOO 1,104 950 154 302 151 151 aoo 2&1 32 

NorLh Corolino: 
Jlllncomh~ COllntr _______ i !1M 144 122 2"J 160 72 88 --....... _- --.......... .... __ .. -
\viDstou~~aleru •• _________ 1 :119 ~'115 230 56 24 ,9 15 ... -.. ---- -- .. ---- ............. 

Ohio: 
Franklin Oounty __________ 1.492 883 674 209 262 146 116 at; 309 38 
Hamilton COlllltY __________ 11.861 1,332 1.332 (3) 2.0;4 120 134 275 275 ----iii Mahoning County _______ . ; 2,017 1.684 1,391 I 293 223 105 118 110 89 

Pennsylvania: I 
68 48 39 9 13 4 9 7 3 4 Berks County _____________ 

j Lycoming County_________ 211 10 6 4 17 7 10 2 1 1 
lI10nt~omery County ______ I S4 53 40 13 31 18 13 -i;44a- ----(·r --(.j--Phila elphla ____ • _________ _ 1I.:lS1 6.152 5. 300 756 3,686 (.) (.) 

Tennessee: Memphls __________ 1. 562 852 672 180 653 328 3"..5 57 31 26 
VirginiA: Norfolk________ ______ 1. 003 728 615 113 186 90 96 ~g 80 9 
Washington: Pierce CountY ___ l 21Y 126 9S 28 

~I 
531 40 ----31-,--- ia- ----2i Wisconsin: Dane County ______ , J!).j 87 55 32 3-11 

30 

, Tbis colul!!.D shows the total number oC cords received Crom each court. Some duplication occurs be­
tween the coliimns showing delinquency and dependency and ne!l;lect cases disposed oC Rnd the column 
showing cases dlscharied Irom probation or supervision. since a cbild may have been placed on probation 
or under supervision IU 8 delinquency. dependency, or neglect case and discharged Crom this probation 
or supervision during 1927. 

• Not including Philadelpbia. 
• Tables (or about 700 girls' cases not Included. 
• sex not reported. 
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Cases of children discharged from probation or supervision during 
the year were reported by 31 courts. Eleven courts did not report cases 
of children discharged from probation or supervision during the year, 
and a number reported only a few. Some of these courts had failed to 
keep adequate probation records, and others took no cognizance of 
the termination of the probation period either by formal discharge or 
by remov.al of the case from the list or index of active probation cases. 

The proportions of boys and girls were about equal in dependency 
cases. In delinquency cases the number of boys reported (24,244) 
was nearly six times the number of girls (4,143). There was, however, 
much variation in the proportion of delinquent girls in different 
localities. 
Methods by which cases were handled. 

Information was collected for what are usually described as official 
and unofficial cases, the same cards being used for both, but separate 
lists of dispositions were used. Unofficial cases may be defined as 
cases adjusted informally by the judge, referee, or probation officer 
without being placed on the court calendar by the filing of a petition 
or other legal paper for adjudication by the judge or referee. As is 
shown by the accompanying table (Table 2) the practice of the court 
in regard to unofficial handling of cases varied in different localities. 
Twenty-three courts reported delinquency cases disposed of unoffi­
cially, and 19 courts did not report any so disposed of. Only 16 of the 
34 courts sending information concerning dependency and neglect 
cases reported such cases disposed of unofficially. 

Slightly more than one-fourth of the delinquency cases reported 
were dealt with unofficially. In four courts handling 50 or more 
cases (1 in Indiana, 1 in North Carolina, and 2 in Ohio) from 76 to 
97 per cent of the delinquency cases were handled unofficially. The 
total number of cases dealt with by two of these courts was large. 
In several courts there were differences in the practice of handling of 
boy~' and girls' cases. This was especially marked in two courts. 
In Marion County, Ind., a much larger proportion of the girls' cases 
than of the boys' cases were handled unofficially, whereas in San 
Francisco, Calif., the situation was reversed. 

One-fifth of the dependency and neglect cases reported were dealt 
with unofficially. In three courts (one in North Carolina, one in 
Ohio, and one in Tennessee) more than half of the dependency and 
neglect cases were so dealt with. 

CIDLDREN INVOLVED IN THE CASES ~ 

Race and nativity. 
As a number of children came before the courts more than once 

the 28,387 delinquency cases represented 25,456 children and the 12,150 
dependency and neglect cases, 11,785 children. Of the 25,305 
delinquent children for whom race was reported, 84 per cent were 
white and 16 per cent colored. As would be expected, the propor­
tion of colored children was larger in the southern courts. In 
Winston-Salem, N. C., 73 per cent and in Norfolk, Va.., 52 per cent 
of the delinquent children were colored. In the northern and mid-

IInCormation used in this section Cor each delinquent chUd Is based on hls first case oC dellnquency dis­
posed of <luring the year. and Cor each dependent or neglected child on his first case oC dependency or neglect 
disposed of during tbo year. 
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6 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1927 

TABLE 2.-Number of official and unofficial delinquency Ca8es and dependency 
!1nd neglect Ca8eB deaU with by 4B specified courts during 19fr 

Delinquency cases Dependency and neglect 
cases 

Court UnofficiAl I Unofficial 

Total O.ffi- I Totol ~~-
eml Num- Per Num- Per 

ber I cent 1 ber cent I 

-------------1-----,:---1---- -
TotaL _________________________________ 28,387 20,827 I 7,560 I 27 12,150 9,777 2,373 20 

1--'----------,1--'1---
California: San Francisco City and County. _ 950 738 212 22 687 684 3 ______ _ 
Connecticut: 

Drldl(eJ'ort_______________________________ 516 331 185 
Hartford_._______________________________ 618 378 240 

36 
39 

83 
164 

70 
142 

13 
12 

16 
8 

Indiana: Clay County ____ . _____________ .. _ .. __ __ • 
Delaware County ______________ .. .. . _ •• __ 
Jeonin!:S County ... ____ .... ____ ••. _ .... .. 
Lake County. _ .• _____ .. __ .... _____ _ .... _ 
Marion County_ .. ____ .. ___ .... .. _ ...... _ 
Monroe County _ .. ______ .. _ .. _ .. __ __ .. __ 
Vermillion County ____________________ _ 
Wayne County _______ .. _______ .. __ .... .. 
Wells County ________ .. ____ .. ________ .. .. 
White County ... ___ .. __ .. __________ .. __ _ 

MBSSBchusetts: Middlesex County ______ .. _ .. 
Micbignn: Kent County .. __ .. ____ .. _______ .. 
Minnesota: 

25 
65 
4 

527 
892 

16 
84 
24 
41 
3 

27 
374 

13 12 _______ • 4 _____________ _ 

38 I 27 42 ------- ------- ------+------4 ._______ _______ 12 12 _____ .. ____ •• _ 

~g ~ I...-~- ___ ~! ____ ~!_ :::~~:I:::::~~ 9 75 I 89 _____ • _____ • _______________ _ 
13 11 ,_______ 20 20 ___ .. __ ! .. ____ _ 
1~ I ____ ~_ ::::::: ----ii" ------;- ----. .j.;::::::: 
27 , ___________________ .. ______ , .. __ .. _______ _ 

374 ________ .... __ 208 208 ____ .. _____ .. _ 

Hennepin County _____ .. __________ ...... 906 9
34
6
2
6 ___ -_--_-_-_ -_1"_-_-__ -_ .. _-_ 342 342 ____ .. _ --____ _ Ramsey County ____________ .. ___________ 342 111 III ____ .. _____ _ __ 

New Jersey: Hudson County ______ .. _________________ l , f085 1,685 _______________________________ .. ________ _ 
Mercer County _______ . ____________ .... __ 215 215 ___ _________________________ • ____________ _ 

New York: Bullalo __ . ___________________ .. _ .. _______ 836 8.16 ___ ____ _______ 95 95 .... ...... _ .. . 
Clinton County ______ • __________ ._______ 23 IU 4 _ .. ____ 79 48 31 39 
Columbill County ____ • _____ .... ___ .. __ .. 98 
Delaware County __ ... _____ ....... _______ 14 

97 1 1 121 121 _ .... .. ______ • 
14 " ___ ,, .. _ .. _. _ .. __ ...... _ .. ___ .... ______ _ 

Dutchess County _________ ... __________ .. 223 
Erie County ...... __ _ .. _______ .. __ __ __ .__ 1i7 i~ L ____ ~ ______ :_ 27sl 25~ _ ... ~: ..... __ ~ 
Franklin County __ • __ ........ _ ... _ .... _. 34 34 _______ _______ 24 24 ___ .... _____ __ 

New York City .. _. __ ... __ ......... . ..... 6,102 
Orleans County .. _ .. _____________________ 9 

6,102 ______ I _______ 3,243 3,243 ____ ... ______ _ 
8 1 _______ 15 14 1 _____ __ 

Westchester County __ .... __ ...... _____ .. 1,104 
North Carolina: 

657 447 40 302 297 5 2 

Buncombe County ___________ .. __ .. _____ 144 5 139 !l7 160 57 103 64 Winston-Salem .. ________ .... __ ... _ .. _ .. _ 2\15 29~ _______ _______ 24 24 ___ .. ____ .. __ _ 
Ohio: 

Franklin County ____ ...... _ .... ___ .. __ .. 883 
Hamilton County ____ .. __________ .... ____ , 1,332 
Mahoning County _ ___________________ .. ' 1,684 

Pennsylvaniu: Berks County _____________________ .. __ .. 48 
Lycoming County __ .. ________ .. _ .. .... __ 10 
Montgomery County _ ... ____________ .... 53 
Philadelphia __ .. ______ .. ____________ __ ___ 6,152 

Tennessee: Memphis ___________________ .. _. _ 852 
Virginia: Norfolk _______ ... _____ .. _______ .. _ i28 
Wnshin(rton: Pierce COUllt) _____________ .. __ 126 
Wisconsin: Dnne County ____________________ 87 

13 _____________ _ 
17 _____________ _ 
31 _____________ _ 

2,312 1,374 37 
190 463 71 186 _____________ _ 

79 14 15 
43 30 41 

883 ._ .... __ .. ____ 262 
38 I, 294 97 254 

4::i.~~:~ ___ .. :~_ ~ 
10 1 .. _____ -----.. 1 17 

3,2: '2;'004- ----47·1 3, ~ 
601 251 291 6~ 
ii!l\ .... -a- --""2" 1~ 
60 27 31 73 

262 __ .. _ .. _____ __ 

114 140 55 
190 33 15 

1 Not shown where base Is less thon 50. 

western courts the percentages of colored children varied from zero 
to 29?-"Of the 11,737 dependent or neglected children for whom race 
was reported, dealt with by the 34 courts (both northern and 
southern) reporting dependency or neglect cases, only 13 per cent 
were colored, as compared with 16 per cent of the delinquent children. 

As might be expected from the differences in the racial groups 
living in the localities served by the courts, the proportions of 
children of native parentage and of foreign or mixed parentage com-
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ing before the courts showed great variation. Forty-one courts 
reported nativity and parentage for 18,722 delinquent white children; 
one court is omitted because it reported an error in its method of 
checking nativity and parentage. Of the 15,005 boys in this group 
39 per cent were native born of native parentage, 51 per cent were 
native born of foreign or mixed parentage, 4 per cent were native 
born of parenta$e not reported, and 6 per cent were foreign born. 
Of the 2,817 girlS 50 per cent were native born of native parentage, 
40 per cent were native born of foreign or mixed parentage, 3 per 
cent were native born of parentage not reported, and 7 per cent 
were foreign born. Among the 9,796 dependent and neglected white 
children for whom nativity and parentage were reported by these 41 
courts, the proportion of native born of native parentage was much 
greater (55 per cent) than of native born of forelgn or mixed parent­
age (37 per cent). The proportions of native-born children whose 
parentage was not reported (3 per cent) and of foreign-born children 
(6 per cent) were about the same as in delinquency cases. 

The proportion of the children dealt with who were foreign born 
was small for all courts reporting except New York City, where 15 
pel' cent of the delinquent white boys, 19 per cent of the delinquent 
white girls, and 18 per cent of the dependent and neglected white 
children, both boys and girls, were reported as foreign born. 
Age distribution. 

Of the 42 courts reporting to the Children's Bureau 20 had juris­
diction over children up to 16 years of age 3; 2 (Kent County, Mich., 
and Memphis, Tenn.) had jurisdiction up to 17 years; 7 had juris­
diction up to 18 years 4; and the jurisdlction of 1 (San Francisco 
City and COlmty, Calif.) extended to 21 years. Of the remaining 12 
courts 10 had jurisdiction over delinquent, dependent, and neglected 
boys up to 16, delinquent girls up to 18, and dependent and neglected 
girls up to 17 5 ; 1 (Dane County, Wis.) had jurisdiction over delin­
quent boys up to 17, delinquent girls up to 18, and dependent and 
neglected children up to 16; and 1 (Middlesex County, Mass.) had 
jurisdiction over delinquent children between 7 and 17 years and 
neglected children under 16 years of age. 

The age distribution of children dealt with on charges of delin­
quency by courts having original jurisdiction over children of specified 
ages is shown in Table 3. The largest percentages of both boys and 
girls were between 14 and 16 years of age, and the next largest per­
centages were between 12 and 14 years of age. That the number of 
girls and boys over 16, however, would probably have been larger had 
it not been for the limitation of the jurisdictlOn of many courts to 
children under that age is evident from the ao-e distribution in courts 
having jurisdiction beyond 16 years. The incYusion in each.~oup of a 
few children beyond the age of original jurisdiction specined lS ex­
plained by the fact that some courts have jurisdiction beyond the age 

I Bridgeport and Hartford, Conn.' Hudson County and Mercer Coonty, N. 1. (!IIrls up to 17 may be 
committed by the juvenile court to the State home for girls); Bull'alo, Clloton County, Columbia County, 
Delaware Couuty, Dutchess County, Erie Couuty, Franklin County, New York City, Orleans County, 
and Westchester County, N. Y.; Buncombe County and Wlnston·Salem, N. 0.; and Berks County, Lycom­
ing County, Montgomery County, and Philadelphia, Pa. 

• HeDD8pm County and Ramsey County, Minn.; Franklin County, Hamilton County, and Mabonlng 
County, Ohio; Norfolk, Va.; and Pierce County, Wash. 

• Clay County, Delaware County, 1enDinp County, Lake County. Marlon County, Momoe County, 
Vermillion County, Wayne County, Wells County, and WhIte County, In!!. 
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8 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1927 

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 
afterwards, and a case in which a child made a ward of the court 
before reaching the age limit was before the court on a new charge. 

Eight per cent of the delinquent boys and 4 per cent of the de­
linquent girls reported were under 10 years of age. Children of this 
age group were reported by 35 of the 42 courts. Nearly two-thirds of 
these boys (971 of the 1,552) were dealt with officially. The situa­
tion with regard to girls was similar; 78 of the 152 girls under 10 years 
were dealt with officially. 

TABLE S.-Ages of boys and girls dealt with in delinquency cases by 4£ courts during 
19f7, by age limitation of original court jurisdiction 

Total 

Children dealt with by courts 

Having spccil!ed age limitations oC 
original jurisdiction 

A&e and sex of cblld Under 16 
years 1 

Under 18 18 yenrs nnd 
years ' over I 

Per Per Per I Per 
Num· ~. Nom· ~rd. Nom· d~g.t Nom· d~g.\. 

ber bu. ber bu. ber bu. ber bu. 
tlon tlon tlon I tion 

--------------I---~-----------

TOtal.-------.-.-••••• -•••••••••••••• -. ··I=25=.=4=56=l= .• =- =.'=', =1..;7.=46=2=1="="='='/, ~7.=129= ~ 865== 
Boys •• ___ •• _ ••••• _ •••••••••••••••• _ •• _... 21.539 15.243 6. 505 iDl 

Age reported_._. _______ ••••••••••.•••••••••••• .! 20.373 100 14.263 100 6. 327 100 783 100 
1----~--4_---I---f-----~--·~--·I---

Under 10 years.......................... . .. 1.652 
10 years, under 12 ••••••••• _................ 3.117 
12 years, under 14....................... ... 6,575 
14 years, under 16............. ..... . ....... 7,929 
16 years and oyer ••••••••••••••••••••••• _. . • 2, 200 

8 
15 
27 
39 
11 

1.204 8 
2, 456 17 
4.391 31 
5.992 42 

220 :I 

300 6 39 5 
600 11 61 8 

1, 069 20 115 15 
1. 657 31 280 36 
1. 6Y2 32 288 37 

Age not reported •••••••••••••• _ •••••••••••• ____ 1,166 ._____ 980 ____ ._ 178 ._.... 8 •• __ •• 

Girls ••• _._. __ •••• _ ••••••••••••••••• _ •••• _ 3,917 • ____ • 2, 219 ••• '_. 1,624 •• __ •• 74 •• _ •• _ 
\----/--1-'--+--·1-'---1-----

A~~i:iiii~~~~i~i·:~~:i.:i~iii~:iil:i ~ lr ~ it j i j 
16 yoars and over.............. . ... ......... • 6i9 18 68 3 575 37 36 52 

Age not reported ••• ____ ••• __ ._ •••••• __ ._._..... 204 • ___ •• 148 •• _... 51 ••• _._ 5 _. __ •• 

1 Includes Westchester County, N. Y., where jurisdiction extends to 18 In truancy cases; also Hudson 
g,~fa~~: :;A~ County, N. I., where girls up to 17 may be committed to the Stato school Cor girls hy 

'Includes MlddlesGl: County, Mnss., Kent County, Mich., and Memphis, Tenn., where jurisdiction is 
under 17 years, and Dane County, VIis;! where jurisdiction is under 17 years for boys. 

I Includes SaD Francisco City and \.;ounty, CaIlC., only. 
'Q courts"\excluslve of Philadelphia) reported 59 boys and 2S girls 88 "18 years of age and over." 
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AB the following table shows, the number of children before the 
courts on dependency and neglect charges was about the same for 
each 2-year age period up to 14 when there was a distinct falling off. 

Age Numher oC a:tr'it':. 
children tlon 

11,785 •••••••••••• 

10,796 100 

TotaL_ •• __ •• _ ••••• _ ••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -•••••••••• ••••••••••• 

Age reported ••• _ ••••••••••••••••••••• . • _ •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• .•• ••••••••• 
1----1---­

Under 2 years •••••••••••••••••••••• _ ••••••. •...••.•.. ••.•• . •••••••••.••••••• 

~ ~ ~f::~·~:·:~~·~~~~l~:·~~:~:~· ~~l~~l~~~·l ~:~:·:~: .::: : :~~ ~~~l· 
Iii years and over •• _ ••••••••••••••.•• ••••• .••• •· ••• • •••• _· •• · •. • · •· • ••. •• . •• 

Age not reported .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• .••.......•••••••. •• ••••.• 

Whereabouts.G 

1,357 13 
1,413 13 
1,455 13 
1,584 15 
1.418 13 
1.410 13 
1,204 11 

858 8 
Q7 1 

OS9 ••• ________ _ 

Two-thirds of the delinquent boys and almost one-half of the 
delinquent girls for whom whereabouts was reported were living 
with both own parents when referred to the court. The whereabouts 
of the delinquent children was as follows: 

Whereabouts 

Total •••••••••••• _._ •••••••••••••••••• -••••• -.------••••• 

Whereabouts reported ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. ••••••••••• 

With both own parents •••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
With parent and step·parent •••••.••. ••...••••••••••••••••• 

:1!!~~1~~~=~=======::= ==:=:=:::=:::::=:::::==:=:===: In other (amily home_._ ••••• •. •••••• _ ••••••.• . .•.••••• _ •• 
In institution ••••••••••••••••.••. •••••••••••••••••••.••• - •• 
In other place •••••••••••••••. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Whereabouts not reported ••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1 Less than 1 per cent. 

Boys 

Per cent 
Number dlstribu· 

tion 

16,584 

16,~ 100 

10,947 67 
1,410 9 
2,088 13 

810 6 
72 <I> 

714 4 
149 1 
68 <I> 

326 - ... - .............. ... 

Girls 

Per ceut 
Number distribu-

tlOD 

------
3,098 ," " "'" 

3,040 100 

1,454 48 
387 13 
627 17 
198 7 
34 1 

324 11 
68 2 
48 2 

58 _ .............. _-

.Among the delinquent boys and girls reported as living with only 
one parent the absence of the other parent, in the majority of 
instances, was due to death. .A1most three-fourths of the boys and 
the same proportion of the giJ:ls living with oue parent only were 
with their mothers. Of the children living with a parent and a step­
parent about two-thirds were with a mother and a stepfather, the 
proportion being slightly higher for boys than for girls. 

I Figures are omitted In this section (or 1 court In which the proportion oC oblldren Uvlng with both 
own parents was so large lIS to indicate lnaccuraoy In the reporting 01 this Item. 
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10 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1927 

The following table shows with whom dependent and neglected. 
children were living when referred to the court: 

Whereabouts . Number of Per cent 
children distribution 

Total_ _ _ ______ _ __ __________ _____ __ __ ________ _ __ ___ _ __ _ _ _____ __ ___ _ ________ 8. 618 ___________ _ 

Whereabouts reported__________________________________________________________ 8, '.21 100 

Jif.~'~11liill:~1~~=111~il;:~;j;i~_l;~iiii~;~·:_;i=_~:...!..I __ f_: ~_~_!_--_--_-~_~-_--_! 
I Less than 1 per cent. 

Among dependent and neglected children living with only one 
parent, the absence of the other parent was due to death in slightly 
more than one-fourth of the cases. Desertion was a much greater 
factor in d~pendency and neglect than in delinquency, as was also a 
group of InlScellaneous conditions classed as "other" which included 
separation without divorce and confinement of one parent in a hospital 
or a correctional institution. Among dependent and neglected 
children living with their mothers only, the number of insta.nces in 
which the absence of the father was due to desertion and to "other" 
co~ditions w~ greater tha~ ~he number due to death. As among 
4el.mque.nt chlldren, the ma]onty of. dependent and neglected children 
hvmg Wlth one parent only were WIth theu- mothers. 

DELINQUENCY CASES 
Sources of complaint. 

The source from which cases are received is some indication of the 
court's ~elation to th~ cO~lmu~ty. It is to be expected that a large 
proportlOn of complamts m delmquency cases would be received from 
~he. po?-ce. The number re('.~ived from school departments is an 
mdIca~lOn of the extent to WhICh the school handles its truancy and 
behaVIor problem.s <!r r~fers them to the juvenile court. It is neces­
sary to make a dlst~ctlOn between the perso~ or agency that brings 
~h.e .case to th~ attentlOn of the court or probation office by making the 
lDltial compl~mt.and the persoJ? who s~s the p.eti~ion or legal paper 
necessary to lDstltute court actIOn. Smce the slgnmg of the petition 
may be dependent on court policy the former is more significant and 
w~ .used as ~he ba,sis of tabulation so far as courts were able to give 
thls mformabon. S.ome courts, for instance,. prefer that the probation 
officer should not SIgn such a paper lest hIS later contact with the 
family be .rendered more diffic~Jt ~hereby. 
Th~ pohce .made the complamt I? 62 per cent of the delinquency 

cases. for which source o.f complamt was reported. In one court 
pr~tIcally all the complamts (99.6 per cent) were received from the 
police. In another court only 15 per cent of the complaints were 
re~iv~d from this source,. the smallest percentage reported by the 
police ill any court. The highest percentages for sources of complaint 

JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS. 1927 11 

other than police in any court reporting 50 or more cases were: 
Individual other than parent or relative, 57; probation officer, 47; 
school department, 30; social agency, 8. 

The sources of cQmplaint in delinquency cases were as follows: 

Source of complaint Number cU!':;b~~~n 

Total _ _ _ __________________________________________________________________ 28, 387 _____ -------

Source of complaint rcported ________________________________________ ___________ _ 
1----1----

~~~~:iSiirrei:ltives:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-:::::::: Other lndividunl (not probation olliccr) ________ .. __________________________ _ 

i~~~!~}~~;~~~~;~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

27,967 100 

17,319 62 
2775 10 
~7-I9 10 
2,602 9 

864 3 
G93 2 
966 3 

Source of I'ORll'laint not rcporlcd________________________________________________ 420 ___________ _ 

Place of care pending hearing or disposition_ 
In more thl;l.n half the delinquency cases, as is shown by Tables 4 

and 5, the children were not detained but were allowed to remain in 
theu- own homes pending hearing, or their cases were disposed of on 
the day the complaint was made. Detention was not used to any 
e;'ttent in: most o! the smaller courts; .in th~ larg~r courts th~ prac­
tICes varIed consIderably. The cases In which children remamed in 
theu- own homes or which were disposed of within one day varied in 
courts handling 50 or more cases from 97 per cent of all the cases in 
Winston-Salem, N. C., to 27 per cent in Hamilton County, Ohio. 
Twenty-four of the forty-two courts used bO!lrding homes for children 
who were not left in their own homes pending hearing, but the n'tllnber 
of children thus cared for was very small. Detention hom~s and 
other institutions (including receiving homes or shelters of j:>rivate 
agencies and hospitals) were used in more than one-third of the delin­
quency cases in which place of care was reported. The COUl ts re­
porting the greatest use of detention homes were those in H8.brilton 
County, Ohio, Montgomery County, Pa., and Memphis, Tenn. New 
York City, which noes not maintain a municipal detention home 
using instead the shelter of a private agency, reported the majority 
of the cases in which children were cared for in other institutions. 

Almost a thousand children (4 per cent of the number for whom 
place of ~are was .repo!~d) were h~ld in jails or police ~t!l-tions pend­
mg heanng or diSpositlOn of theIr cases. Cases of ]ail or police­
station detention were reported by 26 courts; 69 per cent of the cases 
so detained were reported by 3 courts. If all these cases were of 
act.ual d~tent~on overnight or longer t~ese figures would represent a. 
senous situatlOn. But from a companson of the dates on which the 
cases had been referred to and disposed of by the courts, it was evi­
dent that a few courts reported detention care when the child was 
held in the jail or police station for a few hours pending arrival of 
parents or attention from the court. Included in these figures also 
were 158 cases in which the child was held for only part of the deten­
tion period in the jail or police station and the remainder of the time 
elsewhere. .Although the largest numbers of children detained in ja.il 
were reported by courts having jurisdiction over children up to 18 

61514,°-29---3 
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12 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1927 

years of age, many young children had been detained. Seventy de­
tained children were under 14 years of age, 305 were between 14 and 
16 years, and 590 were 16 years of age or over. 

TABLE 4.-Place of care pending hearing or di8p08ition of case in delinquency case8 
dealL with by 42 specified courts during 19187 

Delinquency cnscs 

Place oC care 

Court Own 
homo Moro 

Total or ~e Bonrd- Deteu- Other lail or thau Other Not 
dls- Ing tion In st!· pollee 1 plnce place ra-
po~cd home homelltution. sta- oC oC ported 
s~e tlon a care' care 
dny 

--T- o-t-al-__ -. -._-__ -.-__ -_-__ -__ -_-__ -. -_.-.• -_-._-_128,--38-7 114,751 69 5, :iSS 13, 201 970 274 112 3,416 

California: San Francisco City nnd 1 I County . . . _. _____________ __ . __ . ___ ._ 950 527 6 334 15 21 _______ 22 25 

DridJ:oport _____ ____ • _______ . ___ ._ S16 4i2 3 _______ 20 19 _______ _______ 2 Connecticut: I I 
Indl:~~~Cord------------ - . . . • -- •• - •• -. 618 551 3 58 i :; ... ---_ . ____ ._ 1 -------

Clay County_ .. ___ __ •• _._________ 251 7 2 8 1 _______ .•. ___ . _______ .______ 8 
Delaware COl1nt~'- --.-.--------.- 65 29 .______ 27 1_._____ 9 - ______ ---____ --____ _ 
lennings County ___ ___ __ . ___ ___ ._ 4 " ________ • ___ ._. _______ • ____ • _________________ • ___ _ 
Lake Counh· __ __ . ___ • ______ _____ . 527 438 10 53 1--___ ._ 14 ._ •• ___ " 8 

Monroe Count y. ______ ___ __ . __ .__ 15 (; .______ _______ 2 1 _______ _______ 6 
Marion COllnty ______________ _ ._. 892 I i05 4 IS21 2 20 1 7 1 

Vermillion County. __ ._. ______ .__ 54 i5 6 1 1 1 ____________________ _ 
Wayno County •• _ •• ___________ . __ 24 18 ._____ 5 _______ 1 ____________________ _ 

~~lte CCo~;ii.~:=====:::::=:::::: (~ 3: =:::::: ----.~r::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: Massachusetts: Middlesex County ___ 27 25 1 _____ ._ _______ _______ _______ _______ 1 
Michlgnn: Kcnt County __________ .__ 3U 100 1 181 1.. _____ . ____ ._ _______ _______ 2 
Minnesota: Hennepin county ________________ 

1 

006 810 
Rnmsey County__________________ 342 167 

1 
2 

&3 
52 

7 
13 

60 
100 

3 
1 

5 
1 

New lersey: Hudson County _______________ ._. 1,655 ],171 I> SOD 3 1 _______ 3 
NewM,:~~~~ County _________ ._________ 215 197 ------- -----·-C------ 17 ----~-- 1 

18 
6 

2 

DulTnlo _____ ._____________________ 836 526 _______ 310
1 
__________________________ • _______ _ 

Clinton County __________________ 23 16 _______ 7 __________________________________ _ 
Columbia County. ____________ .__ 98 81 _______ 10 4 2 _______ _______ 1 

Delaware County _______________ • 14 20814, -----.- :-_-_-_-_:-_ -----3-- ------4- -_-_-_-_:-_-_ -----3-- :-_-_-_-_-_-_ Dutcbess County ____________ .___ 223 _ v _ _ 

Eric COllnty______________________ 177 144 3 1 21 _______ 6 2 ______ _ 
Franklin County _____ .___________ 34 25 2 _______ 4 _______ _______ 2 1 
New York City __ .• ______________ 6, 102 2, 751 1 _______ 2,957 _______ 50 3 340 

~f~~~c~~~C!~unty:::::::::::::: ], 10~ 77~ ----T :::::::1----98- -----i- ---iiii- ----aill------fi 
North Carolina: Buncombe County ______________ . ]44 131 1 8 1 3 • __________________ _ 

Winston-Salcm. ______________ .___ 295 286 4 I> __________________________________ _ 

Ohio: 
Frllnklin County_________________ R83 302 1 335 221 

25 
3:iS 

18 
1 
1 

2 
2 

10 

3 
6 

32 
Hamilton County __ • ____________ . 1,332 353 ______ . 945 
Mnhoning County ________________ 1,684 1,028 3 241 

Ponnsylvania: 
11 

Berks County __ • _______________ ._ 48 
Lycoming County . __ . _._________ 10 
Montgomery County _______ ._._._ 53 
Philndolllbia •. __ ._ •..• ____________ 6, 152 

Tennessee: Memphis_________________ 852 
Vir{dnia: NorColk _____ .. _.____________ 728 
Wnshln!;ton: l'icrco County__________ 126 
WiSconSin: Dane County. __________ ._ 87 

35 _______ 11 _______ 2 ____________ • _______ _ 
7 1 _______ _______ 1 _______ _______ 1 

17 __ .____ 36 _________________ • ________________ _ 
1,844 _______ 1, 371 13 6 _______ 3' 2, 915 

268 _______ 543 6 7 1 6 22 
377 2 274 6 64 _______ 3 2 

53 .______ 53 1 9 _______ 1 4 
62 1 6 7 3 1 2 6 

I Including CMes oC children corcd Cor part oC the timo In detention home and the remainder 01 the tima 
elsewhere, but not including cases oC children also held at jail or poliee station. 

, Including casas oC children ClIrCd Cor in receiving home or shelter of private !lI!ency and other institution. 
I Including cases of chlldren cared Cor part oC tlio time In polico statiOD or Jail and tbe remainder of the 

time elsewhere. 
, Not including detention home, polico station, or jail. 
'P~ace. ol care not reportC\d.ro~ un,oll!cinl ca;ses. Acc\,rdl.ng,to Inlor,!,a~i<!':1 received from the court cbU-
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A larger percentage of the boys than of the girls were permitted 
to remain in their own homes, or their cases were disposed of on the 
same day. (Table 5.) Detention homes or other institutions were 
used more frequently in girls' cases than in boys' cases, but in only 
2 per cent of the _girls' cases as compared with 4 per cent of the boys' 
cases were the offenders detained in jailor police station. 

TABLE 5.-Places of care pending hearing or disposition of delinque1iC'/l cases of 
boys and /TIrI8 dealt with by 42 courts during 19S7 

Delinquency cascs 

Total Boys Girls 
PlaceoCcnre 

Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Number distrlbu- Number distribu- Number distrJbu-

tion tion tlOD 

---Total. __ • ___________________________ 
28,387 ._---.... _- .. 24,244 -_ ..... _----- 4,143 -------...... -

Places oC care reported ____________________ 24,971 100 1 21,232 100 3. 739 100 

Own home or case disposed oC same day. _. _____________ . ______________ ._ 14, ~51 59 12, 850 61 1,001 51 Boarding home ____ • ________ .• _. _______ 69 (I) 40 (1) 3( 29 1 
Detention home or other institution ___ '8786 35 '7, ]83 '1.663 43 Detention home ___________________ 15,585 2'3 '4,611 22 '974 26 

Other iustitution_. ________________ 3,201 13 2,672 12 629 17 Iail or ~Iir.o station_. _________________ 9i9 • 898 4 81 2 
On y pince of care_. _______________ 821 3 747 4 74 2 
One of the places oC care. __________ 158 1 151 1 7 (I) 

More than one plnce oC care_. _________ • 2i4 1 1214 1 '60 2 Other place oC cnro ____________________ 1\2 (I) 47 (I) 66 2 

Places oC care not reported ________________ ' 3, 416 1 __________ 3,012 - .. -------- 404 -_ .......... _- .. -
I Less than 1 per cent. 
I Including cases oC children cared for part oC the time In detention home and tbe remaInder oC the time 

elsewhere, but not including cnses oC ehilrlren also hold at jail or poliee station. 
, Not inclnding detentiou homo police station, or jail. 
, Including Philadelphia's unofficial cases for which place oC care was not reported. 

Charges. 
Though an attempt is being made to secure uniformity in the use 

of terms, the charges on which children were dealt with as delinquents 
by the courts give a very incompletelicture of their behavior prob­
lems. A child may have committe several offenses at or about 
the same time but be referred to court on only one of them. The 
specific offense with which he is charged 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 compillint may reflect the 
desire of the court to protect the child. For instance, in some courts 
a girl is charged with incorrigibility instead of a sex offense, and a 
boy with trespassing and taking the property of another instead of 
with "breaking and entering" or "burglary." 

As is shown by the recorded offenses the boys and girls present 
quite different delinquency problems. More than two-thirds of the 
bo~ were charged with stealing or with acts of carelessness or mis­
chief. With the girls "running away," "ungovernable or beyond 
parental control," and "sex offense" were the most frequent charges, 
two-thirds of them having been charged with these offenses. 
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TABLE 6.-Charges in boys' delinquency cases dealt with by ~ specified courts during 1987 

Boys' delinquency cases 

Chargo on whlob rererred to court 

Court Stealing or 
To~ Total attemr,ted steal ng 

Truancy Other 
Ungovern· Injury or A t r 

RunnIng able or be- attempted C 0 core-
away yond paren· Sex olfonso Injury to 1:1~~e~r 

tal control person }.fot re-
p~~tadl-----.----I----'---'~--~---I----~--'I---~---I'--~~--.I----r---I.--~~-IporOOd 

Num· Per Num· Per Num· Per Num· Per Num· Per Num· Per Num· Per Num Per 
ber cent I ber cent I ber centl ber cent I ber centl ber conti ber cent I ber centl 

--------------·I--~--- -----------1- --1--'1--11---1---1---1--- - ------
TotaL ..... . . .......... .............. ........ . 24,244 24. OSf 10.033 42 1,839 8 1,735 1 I, i33 7 

14 

6 
6 

641 

38 

13 
10 

2 

4 

a 
4 

814 a 0,616 28 743 a 1110 

California: San Francisco City nnd County........ 873 
Connecticut: 

Brldgoport._....................... .. ......... . «0 
Hartford....................... . ............... . 530 

Indiana: 
Clay County .................................. . 
Delaware County .................. ............ . 

~~~~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Vermillion County . ............ .... . . ... ..... .. 
W8~O County ...................... . .. ...... .. 

~~Ite ~~u":ri.~:: : :::::: ::::::::::: : ::::::::::: 
Massachusetts: MIddlesex County ................ . 
MichIgan: Kent County ............... .......... .. 
Minnesota: 

14 
47 
4 

343 
589 
10 
64 
15 
23 
3 
2~ 

3;4 

~::::~I~~u"~~::::: ::::::::::::::: :: ::::::::: ¥,S 
New Jersey: 

8i2 

438 
539 

12 
47 
4 

336 
SS9 

7 

'" 15 
23 
3 

24 
373 

775 
2i0 

Hudson County .................... .. .......... 1,482 1,482 
Mercer County.. ................ . .............. 197 107 

New York: 
Buffalo ....................................... .. 
Clinton County ...... ....................... .. . 
Columhla County .................... , ....... .. 

B~t!:~:;: gg~g::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Erie County ... __ ... __ .• __ ................... __ • 

s:!~~~rr:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Westchester County ............ __ .. __ ..• _ ... __ . 

North Carolina: 
Buncombe County .. ............... __ .......... 
Wlnston·Salem ................ __ ............... 

Ohio: 
Franklin Count.y ........ ______ .. ____ .... __ ... __ 
Hamilton County ...... __ ............ __ .. __ .... 
Mnhonlng County .... __ • __ ............. __ ••• __ • 

PennsylvanIa: 
Berks County .............. ____ .... __ ..... ___ .. 
Llcomlng County .... ____ ........ , .. , .......... 
~ ont~omery County ................. ___ ....... 
Phlla e1phla ......... .......... __ ............... 

Tennessee: Mempbls ................. , ............. 
VIrgInia: Norrolk ...... . ......... ____ ............ __ • 
Woshlngton: Pierce County .... __ ..... __ ........... 
Wisconsin: Dane County ............. ____ .......... 

i8.~ 
18 
!W 
14 

183 

169 
25 

5,262 
8 

060 

122 
239 

6;4 
1,332 
1,391 

30 
6 

40 
5,3U6 

672 
615 
98 
55 

/85 
18 
SI 
14 

182 

158 
25 

5,106 
8 

050 

122 
235 

673 
1,330 
1,391 

30 
6 

40 
5,3U6 

006 
613 
"98 
M 

40S 

III 
liD 

46 

25 
32 

76 

49 
22 

9 

11 
4 

46 

38 
32 

5 

9 
6 

lI9 

28 
30 

---
29 

4 
15 

---
3 

1 
3 

I--
138 16 21 2 

195 45 ._---- · ···i· 2 
240 45 6 ___ e ........ 

9 1 ......... ..................... 1 ............ ............ ...... 1 ...... 2 
a9 3 4 ................. ' ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... 1 ............ . 

'''iso' " '41' 4~ "'j2' ' '' iii' .... 0· "'40' '''i2' '''ii7' '''ii' .... 5· '''T "'so' .... 0· "'T ''''j' ...... j 
303 51 G3 11 7 1 61 10 12 2 17 3 112 19 14 2 ...... . 

J ' ''50' .... j ..... 2· .... 4· '''T ''''i' .... 2· .... j ..... 2· .... 2· ...... ' '' i4~ ~"26' ..... - "''1' .... __ ~ 

~~ :::::: .. J :::::: ::::~: :::::: .... ~. :::::: :::::: :::::: ::::~: :::::: ::}I :::: :::::: :::::: ::::::: 
1~~ 52 ~ .... S· "--.' '--T "'28' '''"ii" I~ "'T ----a' " -- j" o~ '--25' ~ --"i' ...... i 
365 
164 

520 
162 

540 
10 
30 
5 

40 

75 
21 

2, 105 
6 

295 

71 
95 

3;2 
587 
442 

24 
3 

28 
2,038 

262 
104 
00 
36 

47 66 0 .. __ .. _ ..... 
61 ____ .. .... __ 6 2 

35 
82 

60 

24 
5 

(I) 

'--.0' .... 5· "--ii' 

14 
6 

30 4 
1 ---·r 2 

75 
36 

134 
o 

28 
1 
1 

10 
13 

9 
5 

21 
10 

o 
1 

1 
1 
4 

3 
4 

(') 

5 

25 
6 

51 
6 

13 
1 
8 

3 
2 

3 
3 

2 

10 

105 
36 

400 
5 

--'22' ~ "'iii' '--"8" '-'T 1~ '--T ...... "--2' 1 '--T 

160 
4 

23 
2 

83 

47 ......... ... _--- 4 3 12 8 1 

----~-I 
9 6 67 

'--48" .... j" 1 --'if 1 1 ·-.. s· 1 
41 590 450 0 61 246 1,493 

1 1 "'ai' 189 '''26' 10 --'T 83 ----0· '--ij' "-'2" --'23' ----2" "300' 
12 t.8 20 18 I- I 4 3 11 0 

40 66 28 (') 9 4 - .. ---- .. .. ....... - 13 6 44 

55 80 13 16 2 48 7 67 10 16 2 48 
44 40 4 100 8 51 4 38 3 10 1 349 
32 241 17 90 6 112 8 34 2 38 3 374 

7 - .. ---- ·---i· _ .. _ ... -- ---_ .. - ------ ------ "--i' ............. 5 

'--2' -- ...... - -- .... -- 1 --........ .... r 
"'38' 4 ----5· 1 ----5· 2 '--T 2 ----a· 2;2 5iO 10 267 OS 144 1.827 

39 05 10 112 17 34 6 13 2 59 0 07 
32 22 4 24 4 30 6 15 2 34 6 243 
61 0 0 4 4 4 4 3 3 .... - ...... ------ 9 
65 3 5 2 4 _ .. _ .. _- .. _---- 2 4 .. -_ ...... ...... _-- 12 

25 
13 

2i 

28 
12 

2 

4 
4 

e') 
3 .. ____ .... __ .... __ • 

20 12 2 ....... 

"'27' ----2· .... 2· ::::::: 

'''.ii' :::::: :::::: 1 

36 ____ e .. _ .......... 
'--20- "iii4' .... ··2- .... jsii 
'''a2' --'24' ----a· -....... - .. 

2 10 2 .... --4 
19 7 8 

7 17 8 1 
26 128 10 2 
27 60 4 

2 -- .. --- ----.... -
------ --_ .... - ............ ---_ .. _ .. 

'''34' "2i3" 

'--'.' 
- .. -----

15 24 4 6 
40 42 7 2 
9 9 9 

22 .... _--- ......... _- ... - ........ 

I Not shown where base III leas thnn 50, I Less than 1 per cont, 
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TABLE 7.-Charges in girls' delinquency cases dealt with by S7 specified courts during 19S7 I 

Olrls' delinquency cases 

~ 
Cbargo on wblch referred to court 

Oourt St II Uogovem· Injury or f 
Otber 

ea og or Runolng able or be. attempted Act 0 care-
Total I 18ttomPIed TrU80CY 8way yood par. Sex offense loJury to lesso8Bl? or 

Total steallog eotal control persoo mischIef I 
~ ~~ 

ported ported 
Num· Per Num· Per Num· Per Num· Per Num· rer Num· Per Num· Per Num'l Per 

ber ceot' ber ccot' ber ceot t ber ceot t ber cent t ber ceut t ber ceot t ber cent t 

TotaL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4.143 ~I-;;- --; 430 --; 760 19 1.130 28 -;;--;~~ --3 ~ -7--;1-2-1-; 
--i---..-=- I -

OalltornJa: San Francisco City and County........ 77 77 " 6 " 6 1 25 1 32 171 22 21 27 ...... ...... 1 1 1 6 1 6 ••••••• 
Oonnectlcut: 

Bridgeport. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 76 76 31 41 8 11 
Indl!~~foid •• _....................... . •••••••••••• 79 70 22 28 6 6 

6 
2 

8 
3 

13 
16 

17 
19 

8 
29 ~~ """3"1" ".' 10 

2 
13 , •••••• , •••••• , ••••••• 
3 1 1 •.••••• 

£~~~~~6~uiity~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~A l~ ~ I:::::: "'"4" :::::: ~ :::::: ""2.1:::::: : :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: "'T :::::: ::::::: 
Lake County................................... 184 183 16 n 1:1 7 25 14 22 12 101 55 •••.•• •.• • •• 4 2 2 1 1 
Marlon Oounty................................ 303 303 4 ! a : 4 8 ~o 7 153 50 33 11 6 2 16 6 10 3 ••••••• 
Mooroe Oounty .••••••••••••••••••••• .••••••••• 6 2 . ••.•.• ••••• • • . • . • . . •••• • . •••• • •••••• 1 1 •••••• •••••. ••••• • ••••.• •••••• •• •••• •••••• 3 
Vermillion County •••••• ~...................... 30 • 30 31...... 3 •••••• I 3 15 2 •••••• 1 •••••• 2 ••••••••••••• 

M1W~~:~~i~i~1~~i:~~~:t~::::::::::::::::: 1: 1: ····T :::::: ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ .. J :::::: ~~~~~~ :::::: .... ~. :::::: ::::~: :::::: .... ~. :::::: ~~~~~~ :::::: ::::::: 
MInnesota: 

Hennepin County.............................. 100 
Ramsey Oounty................................ 72 

New Jersey: 
Hudson Couoty................................ 203 
Meroer County............... .......... ........ 18 

New York: 
Buffalo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ollnton County •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oolumbia County ••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dutchesa County ••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••• 
Erie County •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Franklin Coun ty ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New York Olty •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Orleans County •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Westchester County •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

North Oarollna: 
Buncombe County ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• 
Wlnston·Salem •••••••••••••••••.•.••••••••••••• 

OWo: 
Franklin County ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• • •• •••• 
Mabon lug County ••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• •· 

Peoneyl \'anla: 
Berks County ...••••••••••••••••.••.••••••••••• 
J,ycomlDg County ••.••••••••••••••••••• •••••••• 
Mon!t0mery •••.•••••••••• , .••••••••••••.•••••• 
Phil elpbia ••••••••••••••••.•••••••.•• • , ••••••• 

Teones.~ee: Mempbis •.•••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• 
Virginia: Norfolk •••• ••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Washington: Pierce County •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Wlscon&ln: Dane County ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

51 
5 

14 
4) 
18 
!I 

84) 
1 

If4 

22 
56 

209 
m 

0 
4 

13 
756 
180 
113 

2R 
32 

100 
71 

203 
18 

21 
11 

7 

11' 17 1 9 I. ··· ··1······ 
16 .•••••• •• ••••• " 6 

3 101 50 3 
3 1_ ........ 1 ........ 1 ........ _ .. 

6 
3 

71 
37 

[6 
4 

37 
52 

28 

t4 
10 

2.; 

" 

28 I 3 1 2 I 61 3 , 
18

1 9 I······· 
~: r"'~' ····;·I····~· .... ;., .... ; ... ~:) .. , ...... ~ 

a...... 1 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

61 ~6 61 •••••• •••••• J4 27 10 20 •••••• •••••• •••••• •••••• •••••• •••••• 2 ••••••• 
5 •• ••••• •••••• 1 •••••• •••••• •••••• 2 2 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,., ••••••••••••••••••• 

14 2 •••••• •••••• .••••• 3 1 7 •••••• •••••• •••••• 1 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
40 5 •••••• 18 •••••• 2 •••••• 9 " •••••• •••••• •••••• 2 """ ••••• , ••••••••••••• 
17 2 •••••• •••••• • ••••• 3 •••••• 0 •••••• 1 •••••• 2 •••••• •••••• •••••• •••••• •••••• 1 
o ""'" .• ,... •..... ..•••• ••..•• .....• s ..•... 4 •••••• "" " ••••••..•. " ., ••• , ••••• , """ ••••••• 

:j ... ~:~ .... ~~. ··'5;· 1"·3~· 271 ... ~: ... ~: .... ~: .... :~. "'s;' ... ~:. ····:· I···~· ···i~· .... ~ ..... ~. :::::~ 

22 2 •••••• 1 •••••• 
55 14 25 13 24 

200 17 8 15 7 
2U2 26 0 72 25 

0 5 •••••• ---_ .. ---_ .. -
4 ••••••• ... _---- ------ ------

13 " ...... ------ ------
756 77 10 46 n 
170 21 12 J8 10 
113 7 6 0 5 

28 1 1 
31 5 1 

S •••••• 

g r'iii" 2 " 11 5 31 15 
1U 7 67 23 

2 •••••• . ... .... -- - ....... --
1 •••••• -.. ---- ----- .. 
1 •••••• -.---- --_ .. - .. 

253 33 202 27 
46 26 38 21 
4 4 40 43 
2 3 
4 12 

~ 1"'."2" ~ " •• "2" It 1"'20"1 ! r···7T····i 
1 <t) 4 2 ••••••• 

35 12 4 1 1 1~1 ~ ' .... n···ii· 
2 .. ........... 1. __ .. __ 1 _____ .. 1 .... _ .. - _I·· .. • ..... --1 ........ --, ............. -

3 1 •••••• 1 •• _ ••• 1 •••••• 1 •••••• 1 •••••• 1 •••••• , •••••••••••• ,. 

S 
4U 
28 
17 
20 
9 

···;fl···ig·I···TI··i~fl···irl···irl···TI::::::i 
15 lU 17 10 0 1 1 •• ••••• 

1 •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
.. _____ I ............ I .................... -I ............. 1--- __ .. 1 ....... __ 

I Only 37 of the 42 courts roportad g\rla' dellnquancy cases. I Not shoWII where base Is less than 50. I Less tban 1 per cant. 
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18 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1927 

The great variation in the types of offenses with which children 
were charged in the different courts, as is shown by Tables 6 and 7, 
indicates differences in the attitude and practices of the court as 
well as in social conditions. For example, in boys' cases (Table 6) 
stealing constituted 42 per cent of all cases and was the most fre­
quent charge in all except five courts reporting 50 or more cases. 
In Mercer County, N. J., stealing was the charge in 82 per cent of 
the boys' cases and acts of carelessness or nllschief in 3 per cent; 
in Dutchess County, N. Y., stealing was the charge in 22 per cent 
of the cases and acts of carelessness or mischief in 46 per cent. Acts 
of carelessness or mischief were reported more often than stealing 
in Bridgeport and Hartford, Conn.; Dutchess County and West­
chester County, N. Y.; and Norfolk, Va. Apparently in some 
courts the charge for petty stealing is "nllschief" rather than 
"stealing." Although charges of truancy represented only 8 per cent 
of all charges they formed 20 per cent or more of the cases reported 
by Hudson County, N. J.; Westchester County, N. Y.; and Winston­
Salem, N. C. Other charges constituting rather large proportions 
of the cases in certain courts were "running away," 17 per cent in 
Memphis, Tenn., as compared with 7 per cent in all the courts; 
"sex offense," 11 per cent in Lake County, Ind., and 10 per cent in 
Franklin County, Ohio, as compared with 2 per cent in all the courts. 

Variations similar to .those in boys' cases were evident in the types 
of offenses with which girls (Table 7) were charged. Five of the courts 
reporting 50 or more girls' cases showed an unusually large propor­
tion of cases in which girls were referred to the court as runaways. 
These courts were San Francisco City and County '(32 per cent), 
Buffalo (27 per cent), New York City (34 per cent), Philadelphia (33 
per cent), and Memphis (26 per cent). Stealing was the charge in 
only 13 per cent of all the girls' cases but was the most frequent charge 
in three courts, occurring in 41 per cent of the girls' cases in Bridge­
port, Conn., in 51 per cent in Buffalo, N. Y., and in 25 per cent in 
Winston-Salem, N. C. Similarly, although charges of trllancy 
formed only 10 per cent of all charges in girls' cases, they constituted 
50 per cent· of the cases in Hudson County, N. J., and 34 per cent of 
the cases in Westchester County, N. Y., 29 per cent of the cases in 
Winston-Salem, N. C., and 25 per cent of the cases in Mahoning 
County, Ohio. Other charges which were reported in large propor­
tions by certain courts were "injury to person" in N orfolk, Va.; 
"carelessness or nllsrhief" in Winston-Salem, N. C.; "ungovernable" 
in Marion County, Ind., Ramsey County, Minn., and Norfolk, Va.; 
and "sex offense" in Lake County, Ind., and Franldin County, Ohio. 
The contrast between Lake County, Ind., and Marion County, Ind., 
so far as the charges "ungovernable" and "sex offense" are con­
cerned, is especially strilcing. In Lake County the charge was "un­
governable" in 12 per cent of the girls' cases and" sex offense" in 55 
per Cemi in Marion County it was "ungovernable" in 50 per cent and 
"sex offense" in 11 per cent. This contrast no doubt reflects in some 
measure a difference in stating the charge rather than in the types of 
offenses reported to the courts. 
Dispositions. 

Official cases.-An analysis of the dispositions, which were reported 
for 20,679 of the 20,827 delinquency cases dealt with officially by 
the 42 courts, shows that nearlv nine-tenths WArA (1) tiil':rnil':l':p.n n r 
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continued indefinitely (35 per c~nt~, (?) placed o!l probatio!l (39 
per cent) or (3) comnlltted to mstitutIOns for delmquent children 
(15 per c~nt). A n~ber of din:erent but related methods of treat­
ment of delinquent children are mcluded under each of these terms. 
For example the entry "case disnllssed" was made for cases closed 
without any' further action, cases referre~ to other courts f?r ?om­
mitment to institutions for the feeble-mmded, and cases dIsmIssed 
because of lack of jurisdiction in the juvenile court. Cas~s were 
considered as "continued indefinit~ly" when no fur~h~r ~ct~on was 
taken or supervision given the children but when JunsdictI~m was 
maintained so that if a like situation ~ose later the c~e mIght be 
brought into court again wit~out the filing of a new l?etitIOn .. C~ses 
of children placed on probatIOn to parents or commltted to. mstItu­
tions with commitment suspended when no further actIOn was 
contemplate<1: ~ere also classed a:; "co~tinued indefinitely." 

The diSpOSItIOns of 20,827 offi~Ial ~elmquency cases ~ere as follows 
(the numbers and per cent distnbution for boys and grrls are shown 
in Tables 8 and 9 respectively): 

Disposition 

Total. _ _ _________________________________________________________________ . 

Disposition reported ___________________________________________________________ _ 

Dismissed or continued indefinitely __________________________ __ __ __________ _ 
Child placed on probation _____ _________ ______________________ _____________ _ 
CWld committed to institution for delinQucnt children. ___ _________________ _ 
Restitution, fine, or costs _____________ ___ , _________________________________ _ _ 

]"ine imposed or payment of costs ordered ______________________________ _ Restitution or reparatiou ordered _________________ • ____________________ _ 
Other disposition _______ ___________ ___________________ __ ____ ___________ ____ _ 

Child placed nuder auperl'ision of indivldunl othcr than probation officcr_ Child committed to other institutlon ___________________________________ _ 
Child committed to hoard, department, or ogency _____________________ _ Child retumetl home 1 _________________________________________________ _ 
Child referred lor criminol prosocution _________________________________ _ 
Cose otherwise disposed ot. ____________________________________________ _ 

Disposition not reported _______________________________________________________ _ 

Percent 
Number distribution 

20,827 ___________ _ 

20,679 100 

7,179 
8,161 
8,().j6 
1,~~ 

318 
1,691 

2S5 
136 
408 
174 
35 
53 

35 
39 
15 
6 
4, 
2 
5 
1 
1 
2 
1 

148 ___________ • 

1 Applies only to runBwayS or chlldrell Ih ing away from own home at the time referred to court. 
• Less than 1 per cent. 

The courts showed wide variation in the extent to which different 
types of dispositions were used. Such variations. are due ~ many 
instances to differences in court procedure and practice. For mstance, 
the number of official cases dismissed or continued indefinitely is 
small if cases are investigated b~fore the filing of a petition 8;nd 
trivial cases are dealt with unoffiCIally or dropped. The proportIOn 
of cases in which the child is placed on probation is influenced by 
several factors, among them the ~umber of cases dis~ssed or cO.n­
tinued indefinitely upon first h~a~g, .the exte~t to whICh unoffi~Ial 
probation is used, the local. mstIt~tIOns. available for short-time 
comnlitments and the care WIth whIch children are selected for pro­
bation both ~s to those lilcely to profit by it and as to the court's 
facilities for giving such supervision.. .. 

Analysis of the percentages of cases dIsposed of m vanous ways by 
courts handling 50 or more official cases shows more clearly the 
variations from court to court. Each of the courts reported some 
cases disnllssed or continued indefinitely. The pe~centage s~ disposed 
of ranged from 5 in Mercer County, N, J ., to 54 m Memphis, Tenn., 
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TABLE S.-Dispositions in boys' official delinquency cases dealt wi/,k by -'IS 8pecified courts during 19S7 

{ 

Oourt 
Total 

Boys' official deUnquency cases 

Disposition 

Otbar 

I 
Child committed 

Dismissed or con-I CbIld placed on to institution for 
tlnued Indefinitely probation delinquent cbildren I I .No~ 

Total I reported 
reported • ----,---- I ' 

Restitution, fino, 
ft> cosl8 

Number IPercent II Numbor IPercent" Numbar IPer cent I I Number IPer cent I I Numb or IPercent l 

TotaL _____________ •••••••• _. __ •••••• 17, 7381~~I __ 
California: San Francl.1co City and County _ 063 632 
Oonnectlcut: 

A lUJ • 36 \ 0,892 39 2,426 

~ i··· .::: l---"':' "m 324 \ 51 I 159 25 127 22 3 31 

Brldgeport. ___ a' • ___ ••• __ ._ •• __ __ _____ 277 
Hartford ___ ••••• __ a' ____ •• ______ .____ 320 

Indiana: Clay Counw ___ •• _._. ____________ .____ 1 
Delaware County ___ • __ ._._._. ____ .___ 27 
lennlngs County._____________________ 4 
Lake County__________________________ 232 
Marlon County_______________________ 624 
Monroe County_____ __________________ 7 VermIllion County _________________ .__ 3 
Wayne County________________________ 8 
Wells County_________________________ 4 Wblte County _____________________ .___ 3 

MBS3achusetts: Middlesex County________ 24 Micblgan: Kant County _______ • ___ .______ 374 
Minnesota: Hennepin County ______________ .______ 776 

Ramsey County ___________ .___________ 270 

New Jersey: Hudson County ______________________ _ 
Mercer County _______________________ _ 

New York: Butlalo __________ • ____________________ _ 
Clinton County _____________________ ._ 
Oolumbla County _______ • ______ • _____ _ 
Delaware County ____ • ________ •• _____ • 
Dutchess County _____ • _________ •• _. _._ 
Erie COl1Ilty _____ • ____ • _____ •• __ • _. __ _ _ 
Franklin County •• _____ • __ • ____ • __ ._._ 
New York City. ________ • __________ __ _ 
Orleans County ______ • _________ • __ ._._ 
Westcbestor County ___ • ________ ••• ___ _ 

N ortb Carolina: Duncombe COunty _____ • _______ • _____ _ 
Wlnston-Salem ____ _ . _______ .. _____ .... 

Oblo: Franklin County _____ • ____ ..... ______ _ 
Hamilton COllnt~·----------.----------
Mebonlng County ___ • ____ -------------

Pannsylvaula: Berks County - _. ______ • _________ • ____ _ 
Lycoming County ___________________ __ 
Montgomery Couuly .. _______________ _ 
Philadelphln ________ ._. ______________ ·_ 

Tennessee: MempbIs __ ___________________ _ 
Virginia: Norfolk ____ ____ . __ ----------.----
Wasblngton: Pierce Conoty .... ____ • ____ ._ 
Wisconsin: Dane Coullty __________ .. _. ___ _ 

1,482 
197 

185 
15 
83 
14 

179 
169 

25 
6,262 

8 
662 

4 
239 

674 
38 

335 

39 
6 

40 
2,808 

409 
611i 

97 
50 

2i5 
320 

7 
27 
4 

232 
523 

7 
3 
8 
4 
3 

24 
373 

776 
269 

1,481 
191 

785 
15 
83 
14 

119 
169 
25 

6, 190 
8 

562 

87 32 150 65 26 9 10 4 2 1 2 
129 40 175 65 12 4 1 (J) 3 1 

._._. _______ • ____ •• __ • __ •• ____ ••• _______ 7 _. ____ ._. __ • _____ .. __ ._. ______ .. ____ .... _. __ ... _ .... _____ .. _ 
________ • _______ •• __ 23 ____ ••••• _ 3 _______ ._. _. ___ • _____ .________ 1 • __ ._ •• ___ ._. __ •• __ _ 

4 __ • ____ .... _._. __ • ________ •• ____ • ____________ • ___ • ______ • _____ " __ ' _____ ' ___ "_' ________ .. ______ • __ _ 
61 20 71 31 60 26 1 (I) 39 17 ... _._. ___ 
74 14 209 61 105 20 63 10 22 4 1 ____ ._. ___ ••• __ • _____ ,,_. __ • ____ ... __ ._. 7 __ • ____ .. __ •• __________ ... ___ . . ... _____ • __ .... ____ ._._ ...... 

.. __ ... ___ •• _._ ... _. 2 __ • _____________ •• ________ ._ •••• __ • ____ • ,_,,_,_,,_ 1 _____ ._. ___ •• _. ____ • 
• __ ••• __ • ___ •• __ .___ 4 _ •• _ •• ____ 3 __ ••• _____ 1 • __ • _______ .. _ ........ __ ..... _______ • __ _ 
____________ .... ___ • 2 __ ...... _. 2 .... __ .. __________________ ___ __ .. ____ • ___ .. ________ • _______ _ 

3 ____________ .. __________________ •• _._ .. ________ •• _____ • _________ ___________________ ••• _. __________ __ 
__ .. ________ .. ______ 24 ___________________________ ••• _________ • ____ ___ ________ _________________ • ______ _ 

123 33 160 45 50 13 20 5 14 4 1 

355 1 4& I 341 I ~I 
75

1 

10 1 __________ 1 __________ 1 

1; I : I---------! ?5 196 31 
14 _______ • ________ • ___ 

01~ 41 281 19 ~18 15 361 24 
3 143 73 43 22 6 3 

1 __________ 

41:1 62 149 19 3 _________ • 8 __________ 130 11 87 11 1 (J) 4 __________ • __________ •• _________ • _________________________ __ 

39 41 10 12 6 1 22 27 6 7 ____ __ ___ _ 
1 __________ 

10 ....... -....... 2 ____ • ____ • _____________ •• _____ 1 • ________________ • __ 

61 34 48 27 13 7 4.3 23 15 8 ________ a. 
23 14 111 70 

19 12 ___________ .________ 6 4 ______ • ___ 
8 ________ __ 2 __________ 5 ________________ a_a. __ •• ______ 10 _. ______________ __ __ 

2,499 48 1,773 34 3 _________ • 3 
500 11 29U 6 29 1 72 1 __ • ______ • ___________ •• _ ••• ___ 1 •• __ • ______________ _ 

202 36 225 40 81 14 26 a 28 5 _ ••••••• __ 

23~ 1----- --05-1-------27 t -----i:ii '1"------51' 3~ 1-------is -1--'----' 5-1--------2-1-------ii -,---.----5 -,:: :::::::: 

674 48 452 67 143 21 7 24 
4 • ____ • ____ 

36 -_ ........ _--- ................ -- II 21 w .. _____ .. .... -_ .... _ .... --- ....... ------
9 __________ 2 

335 90 27 138 41 54 16 35 10 18 
6 _. ________ 

, 
39 4 17 IS ----_ .. _--- -_ ........ _ .... - .... ---_ .. _ .. - ---_ .. _ ...... - - .......... -_ .... .. _------ , 
6 

1 __________ -----_ .... -- ............ _ .. -- 5 __ • _______ 
........... ----- ---------- ............... --- ..... -------- ............... - .... 

40 
2 _____ • ___ _ 19 ---------- 15 - ....... -_ .. -- 3 __________ 1 __________ 

- ........ --_ .... 
2,80l1 597 21 1,454 52 334 12 32 1 391 14 --- .. --_ .. --

483 279 ~ 48 10 119 25 1 (I> 36 7 10 

614 li5 20 218 36 18 3 135 22 08 11 1 

97 23 ~4 35 36 19 20 5 5 15 15 

60 7 i4 40 80 1 
2 __________ • ______ • __ 2 4 

I Per cent not sbown where base Is Jess tben 50. 
• Less than 1 per cent. 

TABLE 9.-Dispositions in girls' official delinquency cases dealt With by 88 8pecified courts during 19S7
1 

o Iris' official delinquency cases 

Disposition 

Di ed CI d I d Cblld committed R t't I n 
Conn Total 

smlss or con· III P Dca on to Institution lor es I ut on, ne, \ Other 
tlnued Indefinitely probation dellnq uent cblldren or costs I Not 

Total I reported 
reported Number Iper cent I Numbor Iper cent I Number IPer cent I Number Iper cent I Numbor Iper cent I 

1----1-1----1----1----'----1----,.----'----'----'----

~~' 
20 

~.089 3,069 TotaL ______________________________ a, -. 
---I---' 

California: San Francisco City and ' 
County _ - - -- - -- ---- -. - --- --- - -... - -- ----

Connecticut: 

rr~:L'~~3:~::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Indiana: Clay County - .. ____________ __ ___ _____ _ 

Delaware County ________ .. _ .. _______ _ 
I.ake Count 1' .. _______ ... ____ ___ ' _____ _ 

Marion County. - - - ------- ---- •• ---.-­
Monroe County _ ----. -------- ----.---­
VermIllion County .. __ ---- --- .------.--Wayne County .. ______________ __ __ • __ _ 

76 

64 
68 

o 
11 

199 
146 

3 
6 
6 
8 

76 

64 
68 

6 
11 

109 
146 

3 
6 
5 
8 

~11 "~m ~~ , - --- --- ---
27 36 17 23 10 13 ------- --- ---------- 21 28 

26 48 10 35 6 9 -------.-- --.----- -- 4 

12 21 25 43 19 33 ---------- ---------- 2 

----------1---- ----- -1-----------------agT---- --af 1~ ----- .. ~r 
1 
5 

--------i "1::::::::: T ----' -i-I::::: ::::: 

5 1 _______ ___ • __________ •• ______ - --1----------1- ---- -- - __ 1_. --.-----

2 
19 
11 
2 
1 
6 , 

··----·jn::::::::l:::::::l---··~r-----~T::::::::: 
.................... I •• "''' ............ I ... '" __ ----- 1 .... __ ..... "' .... - 1- .... - ........... _ 1_ .. " -- ...... -_ .. 

__ ... __ .. _ ... --1- ... __ ....... _ .. 1_ ...... _ ---- .. 1-. ___ ...... -- _1_ ...... -_ ....... -1- .-- ..... - .. --

:::::::: ::1::: :::::::t: :::: ::::1--------2T::::::: ::\::: ::::::: Wells County _______ __ ____ __ _________ _ 

I Only 37 of the 42 courts reported girls' delinquency casos and 1 court did not report girls' cases disposed of officlolly. 
• Per cent not shown where base Is less tbnn 50. 
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and was more than 40 per cent in six other courts. Similarly the child 
was placed on probation in 39 per cent of all cases, but for individual 
courts this percentage ranged from 12 per cent in Memphis, Tenn., to 
77 per cent in Dane County, Wis. In 10 courts the children dealt 
with were placed on probation in more than half the cases. 

Although commitments to institutions for delinquent children 
were made in only 15 per cent of all cases the proportion of such 
commitments was more than 20 per cent in seven courts. Orders for 
restitution, fines, and payment of costs when not accompanied by 
more significant dispositions, such as probation, were resorted to in a 
smnIl proportion (6 per cent) of the cases. In four courts, however, 
such orders were made in about one-fifth of the cases. 

Tables 8 and 9 show the extent to which different types of dis­
positions were used in boys' and in girls' cases. In general, the 
dispositions of boys' and girls' cases showed no striking differences 
except in a few courts. Although 36 per cent of the boys' cases and 
only 27 per cent of the girls' cases were dismissed or continued indefi­
nitely, in Bridgeport, Conn., 32 per cent of the boys' cases and 48 per 
cent of the girls' cases, and in Lake County, Ind., 26 per cent of the 
boys' cases and 36 I?er cent of the girls' cases were so disposed of. 
Probation was used ill a slightly larger proportion of the girls' cases 
than of the boys' cases, but in 10 of the 17 courts which reported a 
total of 50 or more girls' cases probation was used more frequently in 
boys' cases. This was especially noticeable in Bridgeport, Conn., 
and Ramsey County, Minn. In 14 per cent of the boys' cases as com­
pared with 20 per cent of the girls' cases the child was committed 
to an institution for delinquent children. This difference between 
the sexes in the use of such institutions was even greater in Hartford, 
Conn., and in Ramsey County, Minn. In the former 4 per cent of the 
boys' cases and 33 per cent of the girls' cases and in the latter 14 per 
cent of the boys' cases and 49 per cent of the girls' cases were disposed 
of by commitment to such institutions. Commitments to other insti­
tutions or to agencies and use of individuals other than parents or 
court officers for supervision, which formed Eart of the group "other 
disp,osition" were most commonly used in Lake County, Ind., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., for boys; and in San Francisco City and County, 
Calif.; Lake County, Ind.; Westchester County, N. Y.; and Phila­
delphia, Pa., for girls. Each of these courts reported one and in some 
instances all of these types of dispositions. 

A study of the relation of charges to dispositions in official cases 
as shown in Table 10 (boys' cases) and Table 11 (girls' cases) reveals 
some interesting facts as to methods of treatment of different types of 
offenses.7 Table 10 shows that in boys' cases dismissal or indefinite 
continuance was the type of dispositIOn most often used where the 
charge was injury or attempted injury to person (63 per cent), acts of 
carelessness or mischief (59 per cent), running away (37 per cent), 
and a ~oup of miscellaneous charges classified as "other" (59 per 
cent). Probation was used more often than any other type of disposi­
tion in the cases of boys charged with stealin~ (47 per cent), truancy 
(36 per cent), sex offense (51 per cent)! violatmg a liquor or drug law 
(47 per cent), and being ungovernab e or beyond parental control 
(42 per cent). Commitment to an institution for delinquent children 

, Those tables are bnsed on tho casas reported by t be 41 courts that sent calds to the bureau IUld do not 
Include figures (or Pblladwpbia, which reported on stllIldard table Corms in place 01 carda. 
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TABL~ IO.- Charge, by type of disposition, in boys' official delinquency cases deaU with by 41 courts during 10e7 I 

DisposItion 
Total 

Stealing 
or 

att<!lDpted 
steAling 

Truancy Running 
oway 

Boys' officIal delinQ.uency cases 

Charge on which referred to court 

Ungovern· 
ablaor 
beyond 

parental 
control 

Sex 
offense 

Injury or I Act 01 core­
attempted lessness or 

injury mlscblef 
te person 

Violating 
liquor or 
drug law 
or Intoxl· 

cation 

Other Not 
reported 

Per I Per Per Per Per Per I Per Per I Per Per 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

be dis· her dis· bel dis· be dis· ... - dis· bel dis· bel dis- be dis· be dis· be dis· 
r Iribu. trlbu trlbu. r trlbu. ..... trlbu. trlbu Irlbn. r trlbu. r trlbu. r trlbu. 

tion tlon tlon tion tion tlon t10n tlon t10n tron 
-------

Total .......................... 14.030 6,740:::.::: 1,210.,::::::..: 861::::::..: 1.201 == 855 == 551:::.::: 3,~~ 99 r== 2OS:::.::: 177 __ 
DispOSition reported ..... _ .. ____ ..... 14,802 6,677 100 1,207 100 852 100 1,192 100 360 100 546 100 3,616 100 98 I 100 201 100 163 100 

Continued indefinitely........... 875 336 6 131l 12 32 4 87 7 24 7 40 7 190 5 13 13 9 " 5 3 
Dismissed ....................... 4,&72 1.502 -'23 ""280-'23 284 33 247 21 -n '2l3ii5 -00 T,905~~I~lllM'83"5i 
RestitutIon orrerarotion ordered. 286 117 2 ....... ...... ...... ...... ....... ...... 1 (') 19 3 149 4 .......................... __ ....... . 
FiDe or paymen of costs........ 833 138 2 93 8 '''''' __ .... 2 (') 5 1 13 , 2 546 16 " 4 27 13 5 , 3 
OhUd referred for crlmlnnl 

prosecution.................... 32 27 (') 
Ohild placed on probation....... 6.438 3,141 47 

• Ohild placed under supervision 
of Individual other than pro· 
batlon oHicer ................. .. 

Child committed m board. de· 
partment. or aRcncy ......... .. 

Ohlld commItted to Instl tution 

192 95 

61 16 

lor delinQ.uent children _ - .... __ 1 2' 08611. 20S 
Stete 1Dstltutlon............. 770 509 
Oounty or city institution... 468 251 
Private Institution........... 571 2Sa 
Type not reported........... 277 158 

Ohild committed to other Instl· 
tution ........................ . 

Ohild returned home ' ......... __ 
Other disposltlon ......... _ .... .. 

24 
6 

12 

1 

(') 

18 
8 
4 
4 
2 

('l 
~:) 

DIs.pliSltion not reported .. ____ ..... .. 

54 
60 
33 

128 63 , .. __ .. 

432 1 36 1 284 1 33 1 496 1"'42'1 IJ 
1 __ .... ------ 1 (') "'46' '''47' 1 (') · ... 9· 61 188 25 641 18 31 15 30 

28 

8 

218 
57 

111 
38 
12 

2 

18 
6 
9 
3 
1 

11 

190 
64 
26 
60 
50 

22 
6 
3 
7 
8 

3/(')1 7
/

1 

: ~:~ --.~~ ..... ~. 3 ... ___ 0 _._ .. . 

22 2 

14 

305 28 
88 7 
40 3 

143 12 
34 3 

18 1 
1 (.) 
2 (') 
9 

8 

" 48 
27 
4 

13 

2 

14 
8 
1 
4 

8 

..... -_ ..... 
26 
9 

10 

" 

1.5 (') 

---_ .... 3 (') 

5 66 2 
2 15 (') 
2 19 1 
1 14 

5 8 2 .... _. - ... -.... 

--.-.- .. -._- _ ..... - ...... .. . 

7 7 13 6 20 12 
2 2 5 :I 4 2 
2 2 2 1 3 2 

S 2 9 0 ~:~ ''''3' .... a-
1 3 1 8 1 (') 4 2 

: I (·)1 ...... 1· .. • .. 1 3 1 (') ' ...... 1 ...... 1 .. · .. ·1 .. · .. ·1· .. --·'-----· --"3' '--T ~ ~:~ .. --'1' "c')" '--T --'T ~ (')1 :::::: :::::: 
5 .... _. 5 .... __ 17 ____ .. 1 __ .... 2 .... __ 14 .. ___ _ 

1 Pblladelphla not Included. , Less than 1 per cent. t Applies only to mnaways or children livinG away from own homes at the time referred to court. 

TABLE 11.-Cha1·g8, by type of dis position, in girls' official delinquency cases deaU with by 35 courts during 1ge7 1 

DIsposItIon 

Girls' ofllclal dellnQ.uency C8S8S 

Oharge on wblch referred te court 

Ungovern· I I 
Stenllng or Tr able or n urYted°r Act 01 care- Vlolat· 
attempted uancy Runnlng beyond Sex olfense attemp lessness or In 

steallug away parental injUZ~O mischief IIQ.Jor 
Total I control pe or drUgl Other 

law or num· 

I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~, 
Num. ';f~! Num· ';f~ Num· ';fl~! Num· ~! Num· ~! Num· ';f~! Num· ~! c~~~ 

ber trlbu, ber trlbu. ber trlbu. ber trtbu. ber trlbu. ber trlbu. ber trlbu· ~er) 2 

Not re­
ported 
(num· 
bor) I 

I
_'_~_I~_~_~_I~ tlon tlon 

ToteL ...... _ ...................................... 2.549 381 ...... 267 ...... 417 ...... 723 ...... 699 ... ". 78 ...... 96 ...... ~6 201 33 =::=;= :::::r::=:j --1=---
Disposition reported .................................... • ~ ~~~~ ~ ~..2!!. ~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

DIsmissed ........................................... , 588 107 28 102 38 84 20 106 15 75 13 40 61 57 62 4 8 6 
Oontlnued indefinitely............................... 149 23 6 33 12 21 6 42 6 13 2 4 5 8 7 ....... 6 2 
Restitution or reparation ordered ............... ~.... 6 4 1 ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... 2 3 .......... " ................ " ... -
Fine Imposed or payment of costs ordered.. .......... 44 1 (') 24 9 1 (2) 1 (') 1 8 10 7 8....... 1 ...... .. gt3~ ~,~o~~~~~:l'o~.~r.~~:~~I~~:::::::::::::::ll.06~ "iiii' "'.s' '''85' '''32' "i7S' "'(3' "327" '''4il 21~ ~~6 '''22' "'28' '''20' "'22' .... i4· .... iii· ...... i7 
Child pieced under supervisIon of Individual other 

than probation officer ............................. • 
Child committed to board. department. or agency .. . 

79 
34 

11 
4 

3 
I 

7 
1 

3 
(') 

10 
5 

2 
1 

25 
7 

3 
1 

22 
16 

41 1 I 1 1·----·1 ...... 1 3 1 .... --·1 .. ·-.. --3 ... __ ... ,_.. 1 1 ....... 1 ........ 

dren............................................... 578 46 12 13 5 89 21 104 ?:1 220 37 1 1 1 I 1 .. 3 7 
Statelostltutlon ................................. 221) ---uJ--S --5 -2-11--3 66 -8-}30' 23 ===:--1 --1 ==== 1 

Private InstltutlOD............................... 214 16 4 7 3 50 14 86 12 48 8 .................. I· .... · .............. ': Oounty or city Institution........................ 77 4 1 ...... ...... 7 2 29 4 26 " 1 I .......... -- .. 3 3 

Cblld committed to Iostltutlon for dellnQ.uent ebU· n' 
Type not reported.. ............................. 58 7 2 1 (') 15 4 23 3 12 2 ...................................... L ..... ~ 

Oblld committed to other InstltutloD................. 33 (') ...... ...... 2' (I) 12 2 18 3 
Cblldreturnedhome................................ 32 ........................ 22 5 .. 1 5 1 
Other dlsposltlon ...... __ .. _____ ................. _... 18 1 (I) 1 (I) 2 (1) 1 (') 13 2 

::::::I::::::t:::::I::::::I .... ·i·I:::::::I:::::::: 
....... ___ 1_ .... _ _ _ . ... ... &. ..... 1 ........ 1 ... _ ...... 1 .. _._ ... ·1 __ • .. _ .... .. 

DisposItion not reported .... __ .. _ ..... _. ___ ... _ .. __ ...... 20 2 1 ..... _ ... 1 1 ........ _ .. a 6 3 1_ ... _ .... 1 ........... 1 ..... ___ _ 4 1_ ......... 1 .......... . 1 

I Only 37 of the 42 courts reported girls' dellnQ.uency cases; one court did not report girls' cases cilsposed of 01llel8Uy: figUres tor Philadelpbla are not Included In this table. 
t Per cent distribution Dot shown where base Is less than 50. . 
t Less than I per cent. 
• Applies only to runaways or children living away from own bome at the time referred to court. 
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was reported in 26 per cent of the cases of boys described as ungovern­
able or beyond parental control and in 22 per cent of the cases in which 
the boy was charged with running away. Fines or costs were order~d 
chiefly in the cases of boys charged WIth acts of carelessness or nns-
chief (16 per cent). . 

As is shown in Table 11, the treatment of girls for certam offenses 
was 'similar to that of boys. Dismissal or indefinite continuance was 
the disposition most frequently used in cases where t~e o~ense was 
injury to person (56 per cent) or act of carelessness or nnschief (69 per 
cent); probation was used more often than any other type of disposi­
tion in the cases of girls charged with stealing (48 pe~ cent), and wi~h 
being ungovernable (46 per cent); and the proportIOns of cases m 
which girls were committed to institutions for delinquent children as 
ungovernable (27 per cent), or as runaways (21 per cent), were about 
the same as those for boys. In girls' cases, however, dismissal or 
indefinite continuance was the disposition most frequently used when 
the charge was truancy (50 per cent) and probation when the charge 
was running away (43 per cent). Commitment to an institution 
was used proportionately mor~ frequently fo! sex offenses of ~ls than 
for any other offense among eIther boys or guls; the contrast m treat­
ment of boys and of girls for this offense is striking. In 14 per cent 
of the cases of boys char~ed with sex offenses the boy was committed 
to an institution for delmquent children and in 51 per cent he was 
placed on probation, whereas in 37 per cent of the cases of girls who 
were sex delinquents the girl was committed to an institution for 
delinquent children and in 36 per cent she was placed on probation. 
On the other hand, when truancy was the char~e, children were sent to 
such institutions in only 5 per cent of the guls' cases as comparea 
with 18 per cent of the boys' cases, and girls less frequently than boys 
were committed to institutions on charges of stealing. The per­
centages of institution commitments for the two sexes were about 
the same in cases of runaways and ungovernable children. 

Unofficial cases.-Of the 7,525 unofficial delinquency cases for which 
the disposition was reported more than one-half (58 per cent) were 
closed because the difficulty was adjusted; in approximately one­
seventh (14 per cent) the children were placed unofficially under the 
supervision of probation officers; and a large proportion of the remain­
ing cases were apparently dropped without action of any sort (" dis­
missed" or "no action taken" was frequently reported lmder "other 
disposition "). 

The following table shows the dispositions of unofficial delinquency 
cases dealt with by the 23 courts reporting such cases: 

Disposition 

Totnl ___________________________________________________________________ __ 

Disposition reported ___________________________________________________________ _ 

Placement of child in Instltlltlon recommendcd _____________________________ _ 
Placem,ent of child elsewhere recommended _______________________________ __ 
Child placed on unotlicinl probatlon ________________________________________ _ 
Referred to agency or other court ___________________________________________ _ 
Child retumed home 1 ______________________________________________________ _ 

8~~~p~~Wl~~-~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Disposition not reported _______________________________________________________ _ 

Per cent 
Number distribu­

tion 
7,560 ___________ _ 

7.525 I 100 
203 3 
72 1 

1,073 14 
176 2 
266 4 

4,356 58 
1,379 18 35 ___________ _ 

1 Applies only to runaways or children living away from own home at the time referred to conn. 
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As is shoWll by Tabl~ 12, ~th the excepti?n of cases in which 
children were charged WIth runnmg ~way. and. sllll:ply returned home, 
and the four cases of girls charge~ W1t~. vIOlatmg liquor or drug laws, 
"difficulty adjusted" was the diSpOSItIOn most frequently reported 
for all types of offenses both in boys' cases and in girls' cases. More 
than half the cases in which boys were charged with injury to person, 
mischief and miscellaneous offenses classified as "other," and more 
than half the cases in which girls were charged 'with steali.J?g, truancy, 
injury to person, mischief, being ung?vernable,. and nnscellaneous 
offenses were so disposed of. UnoffiCIal probatIOn was used more 
frequently for boys than for girls. 

TABLE 12.-Charge, by disposition and sex of chi~d, in unofficial delinquency cases 
dealt with by 22 courts dunng 1927 1 

Unofficial delinquency cnses 

Chnrge on which referred to court 

Un-
Disposition gov- Act 

em- Injury of Vlo-
Total Stenling RabIe S or at- care- laUng Charge 

or at- Tru- !In- or be- ~J: tempted less- liquor Other Dot 
tempted ancy Dlog yond f o~e injury ness or charge re-
stooling away pa- e to per- or drug ported 

rentnl son mls- law 
con- chief 
trol 

--------1--------1------1-------
TotaL _____________ 4,656 1,323 474 424 470 216 145 1.343 57 186 18 

3, 1118 -, 1.255 
--1= Boys __ __________ __ 357"' 3341 2651 91 119 1, 2.~6 53 175 13 

- -----r----:' Total reported. __________ 3.S90 1.245 353 330 1 262 GO 110 1,250 53 170 13 
r----~' 

Placement of cbild 
in Institution ree-ommended ________ 144 83 4 20 11 4 3 12 3 " - ..... ---

Placement of child 
elsewhere recom-mended ___________ 54 34 " 7 4 1 .............. --_ .. 3 1 ------- .. _-----

Child placed on un-
753 393 68 17 63 22 20 117 17 30 6 official probation __ 

Referred to agency 
45 9 IS 8 4 11 2 1 3 or other courL _____ 101 -_ ..... _ .......... 

Child returned 
2 178 1 1 home , _____________ 197 15 ------70- --749- ------4 

Difficultyadjusted __ l,bUS 421 142 69 95 au 18 91 
Other dlspositlon ____ ~43 254 124 21 81 20 2d 35l! 11 48 -------

Disposition not reported_ 28 10 4 4 3 1 ________ _ 
6 ______ - ____________ _ 

Oirls ______________ ~ __ 68_ ~~ ~-205-~-1-25-1---26-+-87-1--4-1--11-l---5 

Total reported___________ 731 68 1 116 89! 203 124 26 85 _4_~ __ 5 

Placement of child 
In Institution ree- l ______ 

4 5 ommended ________ 16 
4 ____________________ _ 

Placement of child 
elsewhere recom-

1 1 8 mended ___________ 18 3 
5 _________________________________ _ 

Child placed on un-
111 12 18 14 2.'i officlnl probation __ 

Referred to agency 
37 3 8 3 11 or other conrt ______ 

Child returned home_ 43 32 7 
Difficultyadjusted __ 3b7 36 61 26 III 
Other disposition ____ 139 13 28 \I 36 

5 12 3 2 19 
9 _________ 3 ___________________ _ 
4 _______________ 1 ___________________ _ 

59 21 44 1 7 1 24 _________ 2. ______ 2 

Dispositfon not reported_ 
7 _________ 

I 1 2 
1 _________ 2 __________________ _ 

1 Nineteen o( the 42 court!; did not report delinquencY cases disposed of unofficially; figures for Phlladel-
nhin. whir-h renorted on standard table forms insten<! of cards. tire not In!'lud.ed In ~b!s t!1ble. . 
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Cases discharged from probation. 
The 31 courts sending in cards or tables for cases of delinquent 

children discharged from probation reported 5,029 such cases. The 
majority (4,493) of these were discharged from official probation. 
The number of such cases.discharged from probation was considerably 
less than the number officially placed on probation (7,905). Unofficial 
probation cases were reported by only 15 courts~ !tnd almost one-half 
(273) of these cases were reported by one Onio court (Hamilton 
County). The probation period was in most instances of brief 
~urat~on, usually only a few mo~ths. ~he preponderance of cases 
m which the length of the probation penod was less than one year is 
partly due to the fact that several courts, among them one large 
court, made cards only for those cases in which the children were both 
placed on probation and discharged therefrom during 1927. The 
figures fo~ children discharged from probation who. h!l-d been placed 
on probatIOn ~efore th.e courts began to use the statIstIcal pla~ which 
forms the baSIS for thIS report doubtless were less complete m some 
courts than the figures for children placed on and discharged from 
probation the same year. 

The reasons for discharge from probation were as follows: 

Per cent 
RellSOn Cor discharge Number distribu· 

tion 

TotaL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5, 029 _ •••• ___ ._ •• 

Reason Cor discharge reported ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 

Chlld renched age IImit ••••••••.•..••••••••• _ •••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••• 1--"':'-1--"'::":':' 
Further supervision not recommended t or discharged with Improvement._ ••• 
Chlld committe<l to institution Cor delinquent chUdren._._ •••••••••••••••••• 
Chlld committed to other Institution, agency, or individuaL •••••••••••••••• 

5,007 100 

258 5 
3,250 66 

i!!3 16 
19ft 4 

Other rcnson ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• _ •••••••••••••• 481 10 

Reason Cor discharge not reported ••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••• 22 •••••••••••• 

t 'l'he first edition oC card No.3 read .. Further p~bationBry supcrvi.ion not reoommended." This item 
WIIS found to he generally used to note the terminatIOn oC the panod with improvement Bnd a later print of 
tho CBrd WIIS changed to road" Dlschnrged with improvement beCore age limit." 

The. extent ~ 'Yhi~h children .who had ~een on p~obation were 
co~tted to mstitutIOns for d~quent childre~ vaned greatly in 
the different .courts, the proportion of such commltments ranging in 
courts reportmg 50 or more cases from 3 per cent to 28 per cent. In 
most of the courts for which the number of commitments was high 
the courts used county or private institutions for short-term com­
mitments, the purpose of which was chiefly disciplinary; upon release 
f~om the institution the child was likely to be placed again on proba­
tIOn. 

DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES 

Sources of complain( 
In some localities where many social agencies exist the court mav 

prefer to have dependency and neglect cases investigated first by 8. 
social agency so that only cases needing court action are brought to 
court. In other localities, especially where there are few agencies, 
the court may make its own investigation of cases and receive com­
plaints from any interested person, including parents and relatives. 
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Of the 12,063 dependency and neglect cases for which the source 
of complaint was reported 48 per cent were refeiTed to court by 
~ocial agencies and 36 per cent were referred by parents or relatives. 
The differences in practice among the 34 courts dealing with depend­
ency and neglect cases are indicated by the variations in the per­
centages of cases received from social agencies and from parents and 
relat.ives in the various localities. In general, when the proportion 
referred by a social agency was large the proportion referred by 
parents or relatives was small, and vice versa. 

The sources of complaint in dependency and neglect cases were as 
follows: 

Source of complaint Number ~~~!n 

Total ••• _. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •••• •••••••••••••••••• l2, 150 _ ••••••••••• 

Source oC complaint reported ••••••••••••••••.•••••••.•••••••• __ •.••••••••••••.•• 12,063 100 

Social agency ••••••••••••••••.•.. __ ••••••.••••••••••• _ •••••••••• ••• _ ••••••••• 1--5-, 73-7+---48 
Parents or relatives ••••••..•• •••• "' ••• __ ••••••••••••• _...... . .. . . . . ......... 4,290 36 
Other individtml (noC probation orucer) •••••• _ •••••••••• _ •••••••• _.......... 387 3 
Pollee •••••••..••••••••••••••••••• _ ••••••.••••••••.• __ •.•• ___ ••••• •••.. •••••• 665 6 
Probation officer •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• __ ••••••••••••••••• ••••.•••••••• 488 4 

~~~:ls~~.:~:~pWnt===========::==:=:=::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::: ~ ~ 
Source of complaint not reported •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •• 87 •••••••• _ ••• 

The percentage of dependency and neglect cases referred to court 
by social agencies (48 per cent for the 34 courts) ranged in individual 
courts reporting 50 or more cases from 10 to 100 and was more than 
80 per cent in eight courts.s The proportion referred by parents 
or relatives (36 per cent of all cases) also showed great variation, 
ranging from no cases to 67 per cent_ The number of cases received 
from other sources was generally small and showed no unusual varia­
tions except in three courts, where large proportions were referred 
by probation officers-Lake County, Ind. (51 per cent); Norfolk, Va. 
(21 per cent); and Pierce County, Wash. (28 per cent). 
Places of care pending hearing or dispositioD_ 

The situation with regard to detention of children in dependency 
and neglect cases was similar to that in delinquency cases, except that 
practically no children (7 in 10,611 cases for which place of care was 
reported) were detained in jail. More than half the children were 
not detained; they were allowed to remain in their homes pending 
hearing or their cases were disposed of on the day the complaint was 
made. Boarding homes were used by most of the courts, but the 
number of cases so cared.for was small. Detention homes, receiving 
homes or shelters of pnvate agencies, and other institutions were 
used in slightly more than one-third of the cases. Most of the cases 
reported as cared for in receiving homes or other institutions were 
reported by New York City. 

'. San Francisco City and County, CaUl.; Bridgeport, Conn.; Hennepin Connty and RaIllS87 Connty 
Mmn.; Buffalo, Dutchess County, and Westchester County, N . Y.; and Mahonlng County, Ohlo. ' 
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30 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS, 1927 

The places where children were cared for pending hearing or dispo­
sition in dependency and neglect cases were as follows: 

Place oC care pending hearing Number dG:t~~~n 

Total_ _ _ ___________________________________ __ _ __ ______ __ _ ____ _____________ 12, 150 ___________ _ 

Plnee oC care reported ________________________________ • _________________________ 1 __ 1_0,_6_11_1-__ 10_0 

Own home or rose disposed oCsame dlly_________________________ ___________ 5,890 56 
Boarding home____________________________________________ ___ _____ __________ 540 5 
Deteotion home or otber instltutioo______________ __ ___ ___ _ _ ___ ______________ 3,;93 36 

Detention home______________________ __ _____________ ________ ___ ___ __ ___ 559 5 Other institution ________________________ ___ _ ._ __ ___ ___ __ __ __ ____________ 3,231 30 

;~!{~t~if~!l~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~m~~~mm~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 28~ m 
Place oC cere not reported ' ___________________ __________________________________ _ 

I Less than 1 per cent_ 
I Not including detention home, police station or jail. 
1 Including Philadelphia unofficial cnses, Cor which place oC care was not reported. 

Charges. 

1 
3 

1, 539 ___________ _ 

More than one-third (38 per cent) of the dependency and neglect 
cases were referred to court beeause of improper conditions in the 
home, includinO" conditions such as immorality or intoxication. More 
than one-fourth (30 per cent) were referred for insufficient parental 
care, including lack of care because of illness or death of parents. In 
only a small proportion of cases (13 per cent) was financial need the 
chief reason for bringing the child to court. Great varia~ion occurred 
in charges reported by different courts. For example, m c.ourts re­
porting 50 or more cases, the percent.ages referred because of Improper 
conditions ranged from 11 to 77 and those referred because of msuffi­
cient parental care ranged from 5 to 68. Four courts reported that 
more than half their cases were referred because of insufficient parental 
care. Explanation of these variations may be differences in local 
procedure. For example, the neglect cases may be referred to the 
court while dependency cases are handled by other social agencies, 
and there may be differences of interpretation as between insufficient 
parental care and financial need. 

The charges on which dependency and 'neglect cases were referred 
to court were as follows: 

Charge 

Total ____________________________________________________________________ _ 

Charge reported ___________________________ ____________________________________ _ _ 
Abandonment or desertion ________________________ _________________________ _ 
Abuse OI"Cr1!e1 trcetment __________ _________________________________________ _ 
Improper conditions in home _____ : _________________________________________ _ 

~~'fr!~~n~~~r~~~~_~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-::::::::::::: 
8~~i~ha%~~~:~~_::::::::::::::::::: :::: : :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Charge not reported _______________ _______________________________ ______________ _ 

Per cent 
Number distribu-

tion 

12,150 ___________ _ 

12,074 100 

808 
307 

4,552 
3,620 
1,572 

539 
576 

7 
3 

38 
30 
13 
Ii 
Ii 

76 ___________ _ 
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Dependency and neglect cases were tabulated not only on the 
basis of the individual children concerned but also on the basis of 
different families represented. That is, in the latter tabulations each 
family was counted only once for each time it was dealt with by the 
court on a new charge involving one or more of the children. The 
distribution according to charge is somewhat different when based 
upon families than when based upon children's cases. If the figures 
are omitted for the New York City court-for which no attempt was 
made to group cards by families and which handles only cases of 
neglect, dependency cases being cared for by other agencies-the num­
ber of cases of dependent and neglected children reported was 8,907, 
representing 4,566 families. Of the 4,540 of these families for which 
charge was reported 20 per cent were referred to court because of 
alleged improper conditions in the home, 34 per cent because of 
insufficient parental care, 15 per cent because of financial need, 10 
per cent because of questions of custody, 10 per cent because of 
abandonment or desertion, and 10 per cent because of other reasons. 
Dispositions. 

The three types of disposition used in 99 per cent' of the official 
dependency and neglect cases were commitment to institutions or 
agencies, placement under supervision of the court or of an indivi­
dual, and dismissal or indefinite continuance of the case. As is 
shown by Table 13, almost half (49 per cent) of these dependency and 
neglect cases dealt with by the 34 courts reporting cases of dependency 
and neglect were disposed of by the commitment of the child to the 
care of an agency or an institution, most of which were maintained 
for the care of dependent children. Such commitments varied in 
the different courts reporting 50 or more cases from 18 per cent of the 
cases in Norfolk, Va., to 97 per cent in Hamilton County, Ohio. 
The relative proportions of commitments to agencies and to institu­
tions by the individual courts indicate differences in local .facilities 
for caring for dependent children as well as differences in court policy 
with regard to use of institutions or other methods of care for these 
children. Some courts probably committed the children to agencies, 
which then may have placed them in institutions. Commitment to an 
agency represented 50 per cent or more of the dispositions in Henne­
pin COlmty, Minn., and Buffalo, Erie County, and Westchester 
County, N. Y.; commitment to an institution represented 5!k),e: 
cent or more of the dispositions in Marion County, Ind., and Fr . 
County, Hamilton County, and Mahoning County, Ohio. 

Children were placed under the supervision of court officers or of 
individuals in one-fourth of the cases, court supervision being used 
more frequently. The most striking variations from the average 
were Ramsey County, Minn., which reported 62 per cent of its cases 
disposed of by placing the child under the supervision of a court 
officer, and Buncombe CoUnty, N. C., which reported 65 per cent 
of its cases disposed of by placing the child under the supervision of 
an individual other than. a court officer. A few courts did not use 
either of these two types of supervision to any considerable extent. 

One-fourth of the official cases were dismissed or continued indefi­
nitely. The percentage of cases so disposed of in the different courts 
ranged from none in Pierce County, Wash., and Buncombe County, 
N. C., to 46 per cent in Bridgeport, Conn., and Columbia County, 
N. Y., and was more than 30 per cent in 7' courts. 
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TABLE la.-Dispositions of official dependency and neglect cases dealt with by 54 specified courts during 191]7 

Omclal dependency and neglect cases 

Disposition 

Oourt 
Total 

Dismissed or Child placed Child placed Child commit-
continued under court under super vl- ted to board Chnd commit-

Tom, I Indefinitely supervision slon or Indlvl- department, or ted to Instl· 
report- dual agency tutlon I ed ~~ 

I I I I I ported 

Other 

-------------------1---1---1 Nb~- l c!:[ I I ~~~- I c::[ I I Nb~~-I C::[ I I Nb~~-l c!:[ I I N~:-I c!:i I I ~' I C::[ I , __ _ 

33 
---------- ------ I~---I---

TotaL_______________________________________ 9,7;7 9,744 2,395 25 1, 898 19 1 593 =1 2,100 2212, 639 -17 110 

Oalffornla: San Francisco City and County________ 684 684 228 33 05 10 6 1 2O~ 39 105 16 17 
Oonnectlcut: 

Bridgeport.____________________________________ 70 69 32 46 4 6 ________ ________ 3 4 29 42 1 
Hartford________________________________________ 142 142 28 20 4 3 I 4 3 I 31 22 I 66 46 I 9 

2 

1 
6 

Indiana: Cl&y COUDty ____________________ • _____________ _ 
lenniDIIS County ______________________________ _ 
Lake County ___________ •• _____________________ _ 

~~g: 8g~~::_:::::::::: : ::::::::::::::::::::: Wblte County ___ _______ _ • _____________________ _ 
Michigan: Kent County __________________________ _ 

Minnesota: Hennepin County __________________ • ____ • __ • __ _ 
Ramsey County ___ • _______ ._ •• _. _________ •• _. __ 

New York: 

4 
12 

213 
291 
20 
7 

208 

342 
111 

Buffalo_ ••••••• _ ••••••• _ ••• _. __ • ___ •. _ •• _ •• _. __ • 95 
Clinton County_ •. _. __ • ____ . ___ • ________ ._ .•• __ 48 
Columbia County __ •••• ____ .___________________ 121 
Dutcbess County. __ ••• _____ ._. __ ••• ____ • __ ._.__ 259 
Erie County ___ • . • __ •• _ •• __ • _____ •• _____ ••• _._. _ 54 
Franklin County_ •••• __ • ___ •• ______ _ • ____ ••• __ • 24 
New York Clty •• _ ••• _ •• ______ • ____ ._._________ 3,243 
Orleans County •• _____ • ______ • ________ ••• _. ___ • 14 
Westcbester County __ •• ____ • __ •• ____ • __ •••• ___ .. 297 

Nortb Carolina: 

~ 

Buncombe County ________ •••• ______ • _____ • ___ _ 
Wlnston-Salem ____ • _ •• ___ • __________ ._. _______ _ 67 

24 

.-e:o 

Ohio: 
FranItlIn County _ •• -.- --.- ••• ---. --. -- •• -•• - -.-
Hamilton County ___ •• ___ •••• _ . ------.-----.- -. Mabonlng County_._ •• _____ • ____ ____ • __ • ______ _ 

Pennsylvania: 
Berks County __ • ___ ._ •• ___ • ______ - -- ' .--.-. --- ' 
Lycoming County __ . ----'-'-" --- - -. -. --- -•• -•• Montgomery County ______ •••• ___ ._ •• _._. ___ •. _ 
Pblladelphla •• __ •• _. __ -- -- -. - --- -- --. ----. -. -- -. Tannessee: Mempbls_. __ ._ ••• _______ ._. ___ • __ •• ___ • 

Virginia: Norfolk. ______ ._. ___ •• _ •• __ • ________ •• ___ • 
Wasblngton: Pierce County_._ ••• ____ •• _ •• ___ • ___ ._ 
Wisconsin: Dano COunty __ ••••••• _._. ___ ._. _____ ••• 

262 
114 
190 

13 
17 
31 

2,312 
190 
186 

79 
43 

4 
12 

213 
291 
20 
7 

207 

342 
111 

95 
48 

121 
269 
54 
24 

3,223 
14 

297 

--"-io-\:::::::: --'--T\::::::::I:::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: t :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: 
30 14 18 8 04 30 48 23 46 22 7 3 . __ ••••• 

______ ~. I - --.---- -----~· I--·--~~· I ·----~~- ------~. i~ -----~- 14~ .-.--~~- .-----~. ---.--~. :::::::: 4 ____ •• _. 3 _" __ " ___ •• _. _______ ._. -._ •• _______________ • __ _ ______ • ________ _ _ . _____________ _ 

93 45 I 29 14 32 16 2 1 60 24 1 (I) 1 

124 
7 

4 
3 

56 
;6 
15 
9 

1.007 
3 

86 

~ r·---69"1" --·-62- 6 
3 

2 
3 

170 
~7 

50 
24 

42 
4 I~ I .. ---.n-----it::::::: 

4 1 1 ___ ._.__ ________ 62 615 211 29 _____________ __ _ . _____ ._ 
_ •• __ •. _ 10 ________ 7 • ________ _ ._. ____ •••• __ • 28 . _. ____ _ .••• ______ • ___ . • _ •• _. __ • 

46 34 28 4 3 2 2 19 16 6 Ii ____ •••• 
29 80 31 34 13 57 22 3 1 9 3 ____ • • __ 28 _. ______ • ____ • __ ______ ._ ._______ 39 72 _______ • _____ .• _ • _________ ____ . ________ _ 

___ . _______ ... _______ .. _ 6 . _____ ._ 3 ______ . _ 6 _______ .• ____________ __________ _ 

31 013 23 R (I> 32 1 1,257 39 6 <,> 20 ___ • •• • _ 2 ______ •• I _. ___ .__ 6 2 . ____ •• _____ •• _. ____________ • __ _ 
29 __________ ._____ 25 8 169 57 12 4 5 2 ______ •• 

g~ 1·--·-Tt:::::::I-----·~- I : ::::::: , 37 
11 

65 1_ ..... ___ 1 __ ......... _ .. 20 
4 36 '------3"1::::::::1:::::::: 

261 
109 
190 

13 
17 
31 

2,312 
185 
186 
79 
43 

24 
1 

25 

.. .". 

o , -r 

Ii I- --··~-I-·----~· 
4; 

2 
25 

18 
2 

13 

::::::::C:::::r----T :::::::: ::::::::1:::::::: 
11 17 

- ·-·4~rr· - -·*· 
------2"1:::::::: 

409 22 U5 
30 19 20 
22 12 41 
o 8 24 12 ______ __ 9 

6 
11 
22 
30 

28 
45 
19 

8 
7 
3 

912 
35 
17 
7 

16 

10 
41 
10 

135 
61 

liS ~ I· -----~- I--·---~-\ ~ 61 4 2 •• __ •• __ 

5 1 .... ___ .... 1 .. __ ... ___ 1 ................. 1 ............... .. 

9 

-----¥rl--- -~r -: -·-~r -----T ---(~-~- :::::::i 
9 17 9 21 11 ._. ____ _ 

9 39 49 3 4 -•• -.---6 ________ • _____________ ._ --------

I Not sbown wbere base Is less than 50. I Less tban 1 per cent. 

~ 
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34 JUVENILE-COURT STATISTICS. 1927 

qf. the 2,192 unofficial dependency and neglect cases for which dis­
posItIOns were reported more than half (58 per cent) were reported as 
closed because some sodal adjustment was made to relieve the situa­
tion. The dispositions in the remainder of the cases were as follows: 
Referred to an agency or another court, 16 per cent!-· placement of 
child in an institution or elsewhere recommended 6 pel' cent· child 
p!ace<!. l;Jnder supervision of a probation officer, 3 per cent; and' other 
dISposItIOn, 17 per cent. 
Cases discharged from supervision. 

!,ixteen ~ourts reported 1,184 cases ~~ dependent and neglected 
childre;u d.lscha~·ged from court superVisIOn (which corresponds to 
probatlOn ill dehnquency cases), but most of these cases were reported 
bYr.:three com:ts (San !rancisco City and County, 192; New York City, 
400; and Ph~l!ldelphla, 4~n). In all but 21 of the cases discharged 
fro~ superViSIOn the child had been placed under supervision by 
off!.Clal court order. The contrast between the number of cases of 
children placed under court supervision and the number of cases in 
which children were discharged therefrom was not so great in de­
pen~ency and neglect cases as in delinquency cases. The number 
officlall,Y placed under cou:t supervi~i~n by the courts which reported 
cases dlscharfied from offic~a~ superVlsl~n was 1,677. As in probation 
cases, the penod of superVISIon was bnef, usually only a few months. 
In 60 per ce~t of. the. cascs the child was repor~d as discharged 
because the sItu~tIOn Improved or further supervIsion was deemed 
unJ?ecessary and 1D 23 pcr cent because he was committed to an insti­
tu tIOn or agency. 

The reasons for discharge from supervision were as follows : 

Henson for <I L<chnr~e 

Totel .................................................................... . 

~::~.:;.~~~Jro~~~~·reoommODdiKiior·Ciiiid·diSCJiarg8:i·Wiiiiimprove;;i;jDt·. 
g~ll~ ~::::::l~= ~ !n~~~tion or agency ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• :: 

Other rea.son •••••• __ ~ ••• • ~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

N b I Per cent 
um er distribution 

1, IS! loa 
b 1 no 00 

~611 23 
~O 3 

10!! H 

The fir t edition' f card No.3 read" Further probntionnry supervision not recommonded." Thl.ltem 
was found to be used generally to note the termination· of the period with Improvement IIDd n later print 
of the card was cbanged to rend" Discharged with Improvement before age limit." ' 

, 
l 

APPENDIX.-TREND IN JUVENILE DELINQUENCY 

The statistics for the year 1927 published in the body of this report 
are the first to be compiled by the Children's Bureau in accordance 
with the uniform plan outlined, and there are no figures for previous 
years with which they can be compared. For several years, however, 
the Children's Bureau has compiled such information as could be 
obtained concerning juvenile delinquency 1 from the annual reports 
of the juvenile courts throughout the country Lack of uniformity 
in methods of compiling statistics used in the different courts and 
marked variat·ions in inclusions and methods of presentation make 
the statistics practically valueless for purposes of comparing delin­
quency rates in one city with those of other cities. Such figures are, 
however, of value in determining the trend in juvenile delinquency 
in a given city over a period of years. This fragmentary evidence 
concerning trend indicates that assertions regarding increase of delin­
quency have little or no basis in fact, though much unnecessary 
delinquency exists, and a scientific approach to the problem becomes 
increasingly important. 

The material now available which is of si~nificance in connection 
with a consideration of trends in juvenile dehnquency is summarized 
under the following headings: Delinquency rates in 13 cities, in 
different parts of the country, based on annual reports of courta; and 
statistics of juvenile delinquents committed to institutions during the 
first six months of 1923 as reported by the United States Bureau of the 
Census (Children under Institutional Care, 1923). 

DELINQUENCY RATES IN 13 CITIES 

The table on page 36 shows the number of delinquency cases per 
1,000 children of juvenile-court age in 13 cities for which statistics 
are available for the years 1915 to 1925 or 1926. (For some of these 
cities statistics can be obtained for part of the period only.) The 
notes to the table explain the sources from which the statistics were 
compiled. As has been pointed out, these figures are of value in 
dete.rmining the trend in juvenile delinquenc.y in a given city, but 
they can not be used for the purpose of comparing delinquency rates 
in different cities. Great confusion exists with reference to types 
of cases included, some cities reporting only cases officially heard by 
the court and others reporting, in addition, cases adjusted unoffi­
cially by the probation department. There is also much difference 
in the extent to which the police of the different cities turn over to 
their courts the children whom they have apprehended. 

The data in this table indicate for most of the cities lower delin­
quency rates at the end of the period than at the beginning. Slight 

I Several editions 01 a mimeographed statement entitled "Trend In 1uvenDe-Dellnqu8ncy Statistics," 
the last dated October 31, 1927, have been Issued. Becauae of the more comprehensive plan In which the 
r.hn.iran'. Rn ...... n f. now RDo:ued tbis statement will DO longer be kept In CIrouIation. 
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CENSVS 

Published census reports of iuvenils delinqUlmts in in.titutions or 
oommitted to in"titGtions &l'I! .. v.w&bi.e fot tb yean 1880, 1890, l Q04, 
Ig10, and lQ23. Dilfu"",,_ in molbod. 01 ~ $he 0CIiSi.1lI mike 
~hc • f\WU fot the· ewe;- yem only F"ugbly comp&table, l)i1~ the. 
"tali. II .... [01' 191(1 .... d uns are ""~ scoolll1ly aBect8il by nch diffe ... 
e.noes. Tho ljeui ... include ]J1!I'&Oru; in orcomml ttod to 11l"ti.WilimD 
(or uve:oil C) ddinqUQllts ~d pcno1l!l uoo.,. 18 :y0l0tj or reo in OJ" 
/lII)mmiLtod to prlllOllOl Md. refotm$ulJ'Il&r iails, and .... orkh,,"'.o.. • 

The !lumb&' of p"rsOIUl 10 to ] 7 ycliit of ago enumeratod on & .1!'V4lIl 
date in ins tHutl"w; of the kind .pc.ml .. d, PDt 100',000 population of 
Iht sam.e *ie- 14M. ill. 1880, lte.1>. i1! J890, I>I:Ld ]5U In 1923. , 
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