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Contrary to common expectations, that the number of ju- 
venile arrests in Honolulu would increase as they have in Eng- 
Jand and various war pressure areas in the United States, statis- 
tics released by the Honolulu Police Department for 1942 show 
little change in the delinquency' rates. Delinquency among girls 
has increased and that among boys has decreased. The picture 
here is decidedly different from that abroad. 

Hawaii during 1941-42 has been busy with national defense 
projects which have caused an economic boom accompanied by 
an influx of thousands of young people, predominantly single 
males both from the mainland and outside islands, all within a 
comparatively short space of time. Both the advent of war and 
the influx of service personnel to the islands have brought many 
problems. Has juvenile delinquency in Honolulu increased or 
decreased during this period? Have there been any noticeable 
changes in the number and percentage of girls and boys ar- 
rested? How are the rates of decrease and increase distributed 
through age groups? In what months were the largest number 
of offenses committed? In what types of offenses was there an in- 
crease in both sexes? How do these figures compare with the 
statistics of some of the mainland cities under similar conditions, 

and with those of England? We attempt to answer these ques- 
tions in this paper. 

This report is based chiefly on the statistics of arrests by of- 
ficers of the Honolulu Police Department and especially the 
work of the Crime Prevention Bureau. Arrests, as defined by 

law, can be made by a policeman even in cases where there is no 
certainty that an offense has been committed. A policeman may, 
without warrant, arrest and detain for examination such persons 
as may be found under circumstances which justify a reasonable 
suspicion that they have committed or intended to commit an 
offense. Following the arrest, the juvenile is referred to the of- 
ficers of the Crime Prevention Bureau or other investigating 
officers for disposition. The child may be charged or released. 
In minor cases the juvenile is released upon consultation, where- 
as “repeaters” and persons involved in more serious offenses are 
charged and are referred either to the Juvenile Court or to some 
social agency for treatment. It is interesting to note that about 
90 per cent of the offenders are charged. In this paper we are 
using the statistics of arrests rather than the “charged figures” 

1 As defined by the Revised Laws of Hawaii, ‘“‘a delinquent child shall mean 
any minor over twelve years of age and under eighteen years of age 
who violates any law of the territory or of any county or city and county 
ordinances or who is incorrigible, vicious or immoral, or who is growing 
up in idleness or crime or who is a habitual truant from school or who 
habitually wanders about the streets in public places during school hours 
without lawful occupation or employment.’ (RLH ’35; Chapter 183, Sec- 
tion 4610) 
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on the ground that they give a more comprehensive picture of the 
extent of juvenile delinquency in this city. However, it must be 
remembered that the police figures on juvenile crime in them- 
selves do not portray the exact nature of juvenile crime in this 
city. Many cases go unreported, or undiscovered. F urthermore, 
the “arrest figures” may reflect chiefly attitudes and devotion to 
duty of the police. 

The statistical method of study is, however, rather unsatis- 
factory because statistics can be interpreted in many ways and 
are conditioned by variables such as time, place, and social situa- 
tion. Some of the specific variables that affect delinquency rates 
are: the discovery of the act, willingness to invoke aid, appre- 
hension of the accused, group custom, agency policy, court poli- 
cy, the correctness of the petition, and private and public pres- 
sures on the court. These factors vary from case to case, from 
court to court, and from administration to administration.? 

For practical purposes it is probably safe to assume that 
some relationship exists between these statistics and juvenile be- 
havior. But this relationship is not “clear-cut” because of each 
of the eight variables mentioned above. As we can see, the effec- 
tiveness of the police system, cooperation and the attitude of the 
public in relation to the offense, business conditions, and other 
factors color the true picture of juvenile crime. Thus a high 
delinquency rate does not necessarily mean that delinquents are 
running rampant, and conversely a community with a low de- 
linquency rate does not necessarily indicate a community of law 
abiding juveniles. 

Surprising, in Honolulu, juvenile crime decreased 11.7 per 
cent in 1942 as compared with the statistics of 1941. This was 
due largely to the fact that the first three months of war brought 
about an air of anxiety and uncertainty. The strict enforcement 
of the curfew, the public respect for martial law, and the heavy 
fines levied by the provost marshal, resulted in a 25.9 per cent 
decrease in the first three months of 1942 as compared with the 
same period in 1941. There was at that time a great deal of re- 
spect and fear for martial law and the military court. One de- 
linquent said, “You can’t fool around with martial law, especially 
the M.P. Once they haul you down to the police station and you 
face the provost judge, you have no chance. Right off the bat, 
the judge fines you $25.00 with a one month suspended sentence.” 
Thus perhaps the largest factor in the decrease of the number of 
arrests during these months was the effectiveness of martial law. 

The preoccupation of the police with the many new duties 
thrust upon them by the war, such as the registration of certain 
cameras, radios, and firearms belonging to enemy aliens, pre- 
vented them from giving the attention to juvenile offenders 
which was customary in peace time. It is difficult to determine 
precisely how long the personnel of the Crime Prevention Di- 
vision were thus diverted from their usual functions but the 
statistics would suggest that it continued thru March of 1942. 

2 Carr, Delinquency Control—Page 63. 
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