
Most states have failed to set a minimum age of juvenile court jurisdiction or have set the minimum age far too low. 

• Only 2 states have a minimum age of prosecution set at 12 years old:  California and Massachusetts4 

• 1 state has a minimum age of 11 years old:  Nebraska5

• 13 states have a minimum age of 10: Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Minnesota, Mississippi, Nevada, North Dakota, 
Pennsylvania, South Dakota, Texas, Vermont, and Wisconsin6

• 2 states have a minimum age of 8: Arizona and Washington7 

• 2 states have a minimum age of 7: Connecticut and New York8 

• 1 state has a minimum age of 6:  North Carolina9 

In the past several years, some states have raised their minimum age of juvenile court jurisdiction and prosecuted fewer children 
under 14. In 2005, delinquency courts handled over 313,000 cases where the respondent was under 14 years old.10 In 2017,  
that number fell to just over 138,000 cases.11 

Furthermore, by removing children under 14 years old from juvenile court jurisdiction,  
states will save money and more effectively utilize the limited resources allocated  
for delinquency matters.

The Criminalization of Childhood
In 29 states, it is legal to prosecute a 5-year-old in juvenile court
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Minimum Age of Prosecution 
in Juvenile Court

Most states do not set a minimum age of prosecution in juvenile court. And although common sense knowledge of child 
development1 and international standards2 compel removal of younger children from the juvenile legal system, states have 
yet to heed the call. 

Because younger children are inherently more vulnerable,3 they should not be subject to the potential harms of juvenile court 
and the life-long consequences that stem from such involvement. States should strengthen community supports outside the 
justice system and set the minimum age of prosecution at 14 years old.
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