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Transfer of Juveniles to Criminal Court is Not Correlated with Falling Youth Violence
by Jeffrey A. Butts

Since the 1990s, nearly every state in the U.S. expanded = Transfer Rate and Violent Crime Decline in Six States
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serious and violent juvenile crime also began to fall and transferred to criminal court.
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continued to fall dramatically. Between 2001 and 2010,

according to the FBI, juvenile arrests for the four offenses

in the Violent Crime Index (murder, rape, robbery, and  No Relationship Between Transfer and Crime Drop

aggravated assault) dropped by 22 percent nationwide, Change in Juvenile Arrest

including a decline of 24 percent in arrests for murder. Rate: 1995-2010 . .
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Atfirst glance, it may appear that the greater use of transfer = Ohio
lowered violent youth crime, but this argument is refuted ~ -70%
by a simple analysis of crime trends. In the six states that -65% u Arizona
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Data Sources:
Arrest Rate: Number of under-age-18 arrests reported to the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports per 50%
100,000 total state population. Calculated with data from “Crime in the United States,” Table - °
69. Washington, DC: Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. .
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DC: Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, U.S. Department of Justice. L.
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