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BRIEF HISTORY: -"JUVENIL E COURTS
. N |
Phase I
In "merrie England"” children were hanged for stealinmg as little as a ham. A crimina.
was a criminal and equal crimes warranted equal punlohmpnt. Rehabdilitation had
not yet been ‘born. ‘ o
But, toxlowxng ‘the Industriai'Revolution“inAboth Lngland and the United States,

various factors converged to produce beth a protective attitude toward children
and a recognition that by virtue of home "training'", or lack thereof, children

. might be considered less responsible than adults for their actions. Thus, the con-

cept of juvenile delinquency appeared, and along with it the equally 1evolutlonary
concept that society was legally 1espons1b1e for its chlldren.

As early as 1857, Ohio established "houses of refuge' for "infants" who by reason
of "wicious conduct" required suprevision in such houses. In 1869 the Ohio Supreme
Court stated that commitment to "houses of refuge' is not designed as punishment,
but to place minors of the description . ., . for proper care and discipline . . .
until reformed . . . The institution to which they are committed is a school, not

‘a prison." : o ; .

‘This concern for the juvenile offender was nationwide and in 1899, Cook County,

Illinois, enacted the first juvenile court law, removing the juvenile offender
from the adult criminal-justice system. Ohio followed suit in 1902 when the
Legislature designated the court of insolvency of Cleveland as having initial
‘urisdiction over children under 16 years of age. By 1912, twenty-two states had
juvenile ‘courts. In 1923 the National Probation Assocmatlon Annual Conference
wrote a Standard Juvenile Court Act for submission to the states for adoption. By
1927,.all states but Maine and Wyoming had juvenile court acts. Wyoming was last

‘o enact its juvenile court law in. 1945, . Inherent in these acts was the concept

that the causes of delinquent acts were definable and treatable through the new
methods of psychology, and that society was responsible for providing treatment
resources; also, that the juvenile gffender was NOT a criminal -and that the court's
responsibility was to save thusc of ”tender ygarv" £rom "prosecution, conviction
i and‘stigma.'

mhc new court system covered dependency, neglect and delinquency cases and all pro-

cedures were defined as CIVIL rather than criminal, Thus hearings were informal .

and private ("Tell me all about it, son") rather than adversary (where guilt must

be established through examination and cross-examination of witnesses -- a legal
procedure best accompllbhed by luwyurs), “summons” were issued rather than warrants;
"initial hearings" were held rather than arraignments; "findings.of 1nvolvement” ,

were issued rather than convictions; "disposition' was rendered rather than sentence

“Juries were prohibited since the ”hearing" was not a trial. The judge's decision
‘was based on 'preponderance of evidence' (as in civil cases). Children were not
“charged with specific crimes but were declared dependent, neglected, or delinquent.
The cocurt was not subJect ‘to supervision or influence of other courts, although

avenues of appeal were often provided. The basig rationale of the juvenile court

.was a guardian relationship. Rosroe Pound called xt one of the greatest soc1al

lnventlons cf the 19th Century.

End of Phasa I\




Briefqﬁistoryf Juvenile Courts, page 2 .

Phagse IT

zz?inzotézdcon and eac@ state Q;ntigued to revise its Juvenile Code to further
e e :;zzp;.oflquenlle,Justlcef. O@io's code, originally written in 1857,
of the "u&rui t n;%XS v 1& 1937 gnd again in %969 {to incorporate the categorj
fémaiéed non‘zr‘q.141): The ba51c‘structgre and procedures of the juvenile court
Nop pamd non-s ;m%na ?? nature, - But, whll?vmany state codes defined what might
e sone 1uve§1 e‘gffender, many failed to define what MUST be done for

) i what basic rights the court must provide. It was expected the bene-

volent judge and com i : X - . .
Child's,rights; passionate workers would,automatlcally grqv1de and protect the

ggzrin ;236itK§nt vs, United §ta?es was argued in the United States Supreme
v Beéan Thisppeafed tﬁe chlld.s rights were NOT always protected., Thus Phase
B édglt ;%Sh raésed the issue that a juvenile can receive less protection
D housebrejéin ePté 16 years oldjand‘on probation since age 14, was arrested.
O s pa;t rgcgnd.;apg. Tﬁe ngtrlgt ?f §olumbiaijuvenile judge, on the basis
pEens § pask ve trf, walyed,Juvenlle jurisdiction and transferred him to the
o Detrict W'r dna? grLal as an adult. Kent's counsel requested a hearing on
e ever oue rzs ;nli}. Gouqsgl also requested access to Kent's Social Service
e e adiorion corb which constituted Kent's Ypast", and on which the waiver
‘géecific P Owas ased., ?equest was dgnied. " Statement of waiver contained no
Py et s r reasons, but stated only that "after -full investigation, I do

y waive" etc. Kent was tried as an adult, receiving a sentence of 30 - 90

5 a 4 L {4 ' = n p X

]

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled unconstitutionality was present and that 1) in waiver

0‘ " a 3 '.“ " - . . R
iigj;ﬁ;idggt;;gatzdhe§§lng Tustf?? granted, 2) assistance of counsel at such hear~
0 : d, plaintiff's counsel must have access to soci ic
’ : ; : & ac cial service
gzc:§23.agd ?z a statement of facts of the "full investigation" and a statement
o s ju3§n§§e°p§§22§3§ for walverl?ust accompany the waiver. The court emphasized'
es were still civil in nature and that ‘ ' i
are not entitled to all protections ‘ £ e g e
: afforded adult criminal jur i
ore Centd : . ded .ad minals (e,g. jury trial
awil,rzizziiment'by granq jury, public trial) but waiver hearings mustyprovidé
Uﬂ p ons_lmplied'ln Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the-
. 8., Constitution, : : ) - o

ﬁzgiii? szgeg.iéSS§gzgmg Co?rtiagain shifted the'piéturé, enlargihg.juvenile
s y ision in re Gault. Gault, age 15'years” was taken i
‘ : , , ‘ : into -
Eiz i:;lgzizita compliint th;t‘he had made 1ewé telephonefcails. Neither Gauits
: ents were then informed of why he was bein ad wi 214 k
- ; : ° E rr - ng charged with delinquency..
The day prior to the hearing his mother was so informed. At his hearinglgefoiz

the judge ninant, Mrs, ‘ 1 ’ :
;no rgciig,oghilfgmplalnagt, Mrs. Cook, was not present and therefore not questioned
, e proceedings was made, no one was sworn to truth, no lawyer was '

Eiiiigﬁ' el?dlater‘hear%ngs, the same situation.existed and, in addition, con-
clared'gelYl encf was given as to what and when Gault had confessed. He’was de-
(deim flnquenu‘and co@mitted to therlndustrial,Schodl until age 21, 6‘years
OEc;Otugvegrzadulif convicted of the same charge would have been $5 ~ $50 fine.
not. months in-jail), 'Under Arizon: juveni ' it 1d not
b Bopeateds Ehs ] ) ‘ r’Arl;pna 1aw,v3uven};e,procegdlngs could not

The Supreme Court ruled Gault had been denied his rights of due proééés énB that

in the case of a delinquency charge ich mi

: ge which might result in denial of liber ‘ '
s - - . . * . L ) N L ‘ t

?Lrlod of years the juvenile is entitled under the U.S. Constitution's 3;1{ f?r 3

x4
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court hag affirmed that,
the protections inherent

\ ing school- for 18 months
b ' 18 -~ 6 years, 'The ciase

court ruled that since a

juvenile than for an adu
liberty on evidence less
court again stated that

juvenile proceeding:

delinquency.

be specified.

From these rulings, £WO

i . nile judges by earlier
‘ bility to prctect its ¢

Rights to I) notice of charges suffi
preparation of defense; 2) provision of counsely; 3} right to
examife the complainant and witnesses; 4) right to remain silent ~- privilege
against self-incrimination, The court did NOT rule on right ,
the proceedings, or right to appellate review. Again the Supreme Court emphasized
. that juvenile proceedings remain civil, not criminal. - T

The third major case influencing definition of
Winship, argued in the U.

ings, that amendment’s Due Process Clause does reguire
process and failr treatment' for juveniles.
due process require proof of guilt "'beyond a reasona
adult criminal trials, or is Mpreponderance of evidence” as used in civil and
juvenile proceedings sufficient proof? Winship,
quent as a result of a theft of $112 from a .purse.

1. The l4th Amendmen
2, General allegations of delinquency arec n

, 3. The child and his parents mu
they cannot afford it, counsel must be proffered.

' 4. Children must be informed of thei
~against self-incrimination applies to juveniles.

6. 4 child's liberty may not be denied
Tess than "beyond reascnable doubt'. 5

e A. Concern over clear definition of the rights
tion will in future years tend to 1imit the almost arbitrary powers granted juve~

ourts, page 3

ciently in advance of the hearing to allow

confront and €ross-

to a transcript of

juvenile rights was the case Re -

. Supreme Court im 197C. 1In both Kent and Gault the .-

while the Fourteenth Amendment does
in criminal proceedings be involved

not require that all
in juvenile proceed-

"the essentials of duc
Winship posed the question =~ does
ble doubt” as required in

age 12 years, was judged delin-
He was committed to a train~

, subject to annual extensions of the commitment until age -

was appealed ot the New York Court

4

basis that "preponderance of evidence' was insufficient to prove guilt.

of Appeals on the .
That -

delinquency adjudication is not a conviction" nor is

it criminal, "preponderance of evidence" was sufficient. But the U.S. Supreme
Court reversed this, saying that loss of liberty is no less

significant for a

1t and consequently, no juvenile can be deprived of his
precigse than that required to deprive an adult. The |

its detision should in no way alter

concept of non-criminality.

Tn summary, the U.S. Supreme Court has placed the following

*

~

basic trands have develéped.

legislation., It will also increase
lients from unfair judicial process.

the juvenile justice

requirements on every

t nov applies.sPecificallysto adjudications of juveniie
o longer allowed. Charges must.
st be infofmed.of rigﬁt to counsel, énd if'

¥ iight to remaiﬁ silent: the. right

5. 1f no valid confession is present, there must be confrontation and cross=
" examination of witnesses. S ‘

as a result of guilt‘established on

of juveniles. This defini-

the court's responsis



Brief History:  Juvenilé CourEs, page 4

B. Many aspects of adult criminal trials now appear in juvenile hearing.

This was done in an effort to protect the child but many observers feel it is the
- beginning of the end for juvenile courts. They note with alarm the gradual,

piece~meal inclusion of adversary procedures'into juvenile hearings. Despite
the Supreme Court's continued affirmation that juvenile hearings are nop-criminal,
the use of criminal justice techniques would seecm to belie this affirmation. Only
time will tell if these new protections, borrowed from the adult criminal system,
will lead to quasi~adult trials and the taint of criminality ot whether they will,
as intended, only form a firm base to guarantee protection to the. juvenile equal
to that of the adult, ' o l

End of Phase II

Phase III

Nationally, where arve we? In 1968, the President's. Commission of Law Enforcement
cand Administration of Justice concluded “'that the great hopes originally held for
the juvenile court have not been fulfilled. It has not succeeded significantly
in rehabilitating delinquent youth, in reducing or even stemming the tide of delin~
quency,. or in bringing justice and compassion to the child offender."” '"Dour socio-
logical critics urge that it contributes to juvenile crime . . . by imposition of
the stigma of wardship, unwise detention and incarceration of children in institu~
tions which don't veform and often corrupt.'" 'A mature and sophisticated judge,
wise and well-versed in law and the science of human behavior -- has proved in fact
too often unattainable." '"More that four-fifths of the juvenile judges polled in
a recent survey reported no psychologist or psychiatrist available te them on a
regular basis , . ." "The dispositional alternatives available even to the better
endowed jwenile courts fall far short of the . . . needs envisioned by the court's
- founders. In most places ., ., ., alternatives are release cutright, probstion, and
‘institutionalization." "Probation means minimal supervision at best." "Insti-
tutionalization often means storage."

‘And then this damning statement: 'What research is making increasingly cleax is
that delinquency is not so much an act of individual deviancy as a pattern of

- behavior produced by a multitide of pervasive societal influences well beyond the
reach of the actions of any judge, probation officer, correctional counselor, or
psychiatrist.," It would appear that the juvenile court, as seen nationally, is

a failure with salvage questionable. But this leaves wus with the terrifying though
that juvenile crime may be a necessary component of our society and that these
children are pre-destined to‘a‘dr@minal doom.

We must conclude that we.have not yet found the right solution, that it is now

time for us to assess our present system, re-define old sclutions. Where are

our strengths, our weaknesses? Can we justify continuing the juvenile court
system? How can we help it? Must we abandon it? What about Youth Service Bureaus
as an alternative? Is community based tréatment the answer? Shall we redefine
“juvenile offender® to exclude non-crime offenses and so alter the court's juris-

oo diction and function? Where does Phase TIT lead?. What do we WANT for Ohio?

”
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GLOSSARY, ABBREVIATIONS, ADORESSES

DEFINITIONS BASED ON THE OHIO REV{SED Cobe, CHAPTER 2151%
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" 9.

JUVENILE COURT=~ DIViSION OF THE GCOURT OF COMMON PLEAS OR A JUVENILE
COURT SEPARATELY AND INDEPENDENTLY CREATED: (A) PROVIDE FOR THE CARE,
PROTECTION, AND MENTAL AND PHYSICAL DEVELOPMENT OF CHILDREN SUBJECT @ ,
CHAPTER 21513 (B) To PROTECT THE PUBLIC {NTEREST |N REMOVING THE GONSE~
QUENCES OF CRIMINAL BEHAVIOR AND THE TAINT OF CRIMINALITY FROM GHILDREN
COMMITTING DELINQUENT ACTS AND TO SUBSTITUTE THEREFORE A PROGRAM OF
SUPERVIS!ON, CARE AND REHABILITATION; (C) TO ACHIEVE THE FOREGO[NG PUR-
POSES IN THE FAMILY ENVIRONMENT, SEPARATING THE CHILD FROM HIS PARENTS
ONLY WHEN NEGESSARY FOR HIS WELFARE OR IN THE INTEREST OF PUBLIG SAFETY.

CHILD~ A PERSON WHO 1S UNDER THE AGE OF E|GHTEEN YEARS, ALTHOUGH 16~ AND
1T~YEAR-OLDS MAY BE TRIED AS ADULTS IN SOME I[NSTANCES

DETENT&ONu éESTR%CTED FACILITIES FOR TEMPORARY CARE OF GHILDREN PENDING
COURT ADJUDICATION OR D}ISPOSITION.

SHELTER=  PHYSICALLY UNRESTRJCTED FACIL|TIES FOR THE TEMPORARY CARE oF
CHILDREN PENDING COURT ADJUDJCATION OR DISPOSITION.

FosTER HOME~ A FAMILY HOME IN WHICH AlY CHILD IS RECEIVED APART FROM
HIS PARENTS FOR CARE, SUPERVISION,; OR TRAININGa

PROBATION~ LEGAL STATUS CREATED BY COURT ORDER FOLLOWING AN ADJUD[GATION
THAT A CHILD IS DELINQUENT, A JUVENILE TRAFFIGC OFFENDER, OR UNRULY WHEREBY
THE CHILD IS PERMITTED TO REMAIN IN THE PARENT'S,; GUARDIAN'S, OR oUS-
TODIAN'S HOME SUBJECT TO SUPERVISION, OR UNDER THE SUPERVISICN OF AN
AGENGY DESIGNATEP BY THE COURT AND RETURNED TO THE GQURT FOR VIOLATION

OF PROBATION, 1

DELINQUENT CHILD= ONE WHO VIOLATES ANY LAW OF THIS STATE, THE U.S. on
ANY ORDINANGE OR REGULATION OF A POL|TICAL SUBDIVISION OF THE STATE
WHICH WOULD BE A GRIME |F GOMMITTED BY AN ADULT, OR WHO VIOLATES ARY
LAWFUL ORDER OF THE GCOURT.

UNRULY cHiLb=_ (A) ONE WHO DOES NOT SUBJECT HIMSELF TO THE REASONABLE
CONTROL OF HIS PARENTS, TEACHERS, GUARD(AN, OR CUSTODIAN, BY REASON OF
BEING WAYWARD OR HABITUALLY DISOBEDIENT; (B) ONE WHO (S AN HABITUAL

' TRUANT FROM HOME OR ScHooLj (c) ONE WHO SO DEPORTS HIMSELF AS TO [NJURE

OR ENDANGER THE HEALTH OR MORALS OF HIMSELF OR OTHERS: (D) ONE WHO AT-
TEMPTS TO ENTER THE MARRIAGE RELATION (N ANY STATE W{THOUT THE OONSENT
OF H15 PARENTS,;  CUSTODIAN, LEGAL GUARDIAN, OR OTHER LEGAL AUTHORITY}
(E) ONE WHO IS FOUND IN A DISREPUTABLE PLAGE, VISITS OR PATRON|ZES A |
PLACE PROHIBITED BY LAW OR ASSOCIATES WITH VAGRANT, VICIOUS, CRIMINAL,
NOTOR|OUS; OR IMMORAL PERSONSS (F) ONE WHO ENGAGES |N AN OCCURATIOHN

“ PROHIBITED BY LAW; OR IS IN A SITUATION DANGEROUS TO LIFE OR L[IMB- OR

INJURIOUS TO THE HEALTH OR MORALS OF HIMSELF OR OTHERS.

REGIDIVISM~ REPEATED RELAPSE INTO GRIMINAL OR DELINQUENT HABITS} "RATE
OF REGIDIVISM" |S OFTEN USED TO {NDIGATE NUMBER OF RETURNS OF [NDIVIDUALS
TO CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES. :

-
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GLOSSARYy; CONT'D ' ' Do

10. MEGLECTED CHILD- ONE WHO IS ABANDONED BY HIS PARENTS; GUARDIAN OR
CUSTODIAN OR WHO LACKS PROPER PARENTAL CARE, OR WHOSE PARENTS REFUSE
TO PROVIDE PROPER OR NECESSARY SUBSISTENCE, EDUCATION; MEDIGAL OR
SURGICAL CARE, OR OTHER CARE NECESSARY FOR HIS HEALTH; MORALS, OR VWELL~-
BEINGe .

11. DEPENDENT GHILD= ONE WHO 1S HOMELESS OR DESTITUTE OR WITHOUT PROPER

. CGARE OR SUPPORT, THROUGH NO FAULT OF HIS PARENTS; WHO LAGKS PROPER
CARE OR SUPPORT BY REASON OF THE MENTAL OR PHYSICAL CONDITION OF HIS
PARENTS, GUARDIAN OR CUSTODIAN OR WHOSE CONDITION OR ENVIRONMENT 1S

SUCH AS TO WARRANT THE STATE, IN THE INTERESTS OF THE CHILDy IN ASSUMING

HIS GUARDIANS"!P,

12+ COMPLAINT= A SWORN COMPLAINT FILED IN THE JUVENILE GOURT OF THE COUNTY

IN WHIGH SUGCH CHILD HAS A RESIDENCE OR (N WHiCH THE DELI{NQUENGCY OCCURREDs

MAY BE FILED BY ANY PERSON HAVING KNOWLEDGE OF A CHILD WHO APPEARS TO
BE A TRAFF|C OFFENDER, DELINQUENT, UNRULY, NEGLECTED OR DEPEMNDENT.

1%s SUMMONS-~ A NOTIGE TO APPEAR-IN GOURT AFTER /THE COMPLAINT HAS BEEN
FILED§ DIRECTED TO THE cHILD (UNLESS UNDER AGE 14, WHEN THE PARENTS
ARE SERVED) NOT LATER THAN 10 DAYS AFTER THE GCOMPLAINT. i

14+ GUARDIAN AD LITEM= GUARDIAN APPOINTED BY A GOURT TO REPRESENT [N A
PARTICULAR LAWSUIT THE INTERESTS OF A PARTY WHO [S A MINOR.

15¢ NEFEREE- ONE WHO ACTS AS A WJUVENILE COURT JUDGE IN OHl0s HE HEARS
MANY CASES BECAUSE OF THE HEAVY CASE LOAD OF THE COURT; HIS DECISION
1S OKED BY THE JUDGE. -

e 3 s BN e ' S B ST 04 G T2 o v B G B S AR

ABBREVIATIONS AND ADDRESSESS
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0.Y.Cc. OH10 YouTH CoMMiSSION, A& DEPARTMENT OF THE STATE GOVERNMENT; RE=
CEIVES GUSTODY OF ALL GHILDREN COMMITTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH SEC. 2151.0F
THE REVISED CODE, AND CAUSES A STUDY TO BE MADE OF SUCH INDIVIDUALS; AND

| SSUES ORDERS FOR THE TREATMENT OF EACH CHILD AS THE CoMMISS|ON CONSIDERS
BEST SUITED TO THE NEEDS OF THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE INTEREST OF THE PUBLIG.
2280 WesT BROAD STREET, CoLumeus, QHlIO 43223 :

TeloCuOs» TRAINING INSTITUTIONy; CENTRAL OHIO, OPERATED BY THE OYC.

NCCD NATIONAL COUNGIL ON CRIME AND DELINQUENGCY; 291 HiaHwAY 17, PARAMUS,
NeJes 07652, HAS PUBLISHED THE STANDARD JUVENILE COURT AcTs oF 1925, 1927,
1933, 1949 anp 1959 T0 ENCOURAGE IMPROVEMENT OF JUVENILE GCOURTS. MNCCD 1Is
A NATIONALy; NONPROF{T, PRIVATE AGENCY WORKING TO PREVENT AND CONTROL GRIME
AND DEL I NQUENCY. X ‘

Aolol. AMERICAN LAW INSTITUTE, AN  IMPORTANT, SCHOLARLY ORGAN|ZAT[ON OF
' LAWYERS, ‘LAW PROFESSORS AND JUDGES, AFTER YEARS OF WORK PUBLISHED A DRAFT,
"MopeL PenaL Cope" IN 1962, AL} HAS PUBLISHED A MODEL SENTENGCING ACT

AND A MooEL YouTH CORRECT)ON AUTHORITY ACT ALSO.

LEAA LAw ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION - FEDERAL AGENOY ESTAB=
LISHED TO ADM{NISTER THE PROVISIONS OF THE OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND SAFE
STREETS AcT OF 1968, T

ST
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Lo® ABBREVIATIONS AND ADORESSES, CONT!D

Go OCCD OH1o CounciL onN CRIME AND DELINQUENGYs 22 E. GAY ST;Q
GoLumsus, OHio 43215. THIS 18 THE STATE AFFIL|ATE OF - THE MNCCD,

Te UaS. CHILDREN'S BUREAU, SUPT. OF DocuMENTS; UsS. GOV'T. PRINTING

OrFice, ViasHineTOoN, DaCo 20402, ORGANIZED To SURRORT THE IMPROVE-
MENT OF JUVEN|LE COURTS

8o NeCoJaCods NATIONAL COUNGIL OF JUVENILE COURT JubgEs, 1155 E. GOTH
STey CHICAGO, lLLINOIS 60637,

- 3 5
-n-u.-—-—-—-.-u-—--.—u--—-q-m—_--.——---m--.—-—.—--——u-n—n-—- ) o

OH10 YOUTH COMMISSION

THE YOUTH COMMISSION IS A DEPARTMENT OF STATE GOVERNMENT AND IS
HEADED BY A DIRECTOR; WHO IS APPOINTED BY THE GOVERNOR. | THE DIRECTOR
s CHIEF EXECUTIVE AND ADMINISTRATIVE OFF]GCER OF THE COMMISSION. THERE
ARE TWO OTHER OFFICERS APPOINTED BY THE GOVERNOR, NAMELY,; A DEPUTY

EIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES AND A DEPUTY DIREGTOR OF CORRECT[ ONAL
OERVICESo

THE YoUTH COMMISSION RECEIVES CUSTODY OF ALL CHILDREN COMMITTED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH SEC. 2151 oF THE REV]SED CoDE, AND GAUSES A STUDY TO BE
MADE OF SUCH INDIVIDUALS, AND |SSUES ORDERS FOR THE TREATMENT OF EAGH
CHILD AS THE COMMISS|ON CONSIDERS BEST SUITED TO THE NEEDS OF THE [ 1D
VIDUAL AND THE INTEREST OF THE PUBLI[G.

THE YOUTH COMMISSION IS ALSO CHARGED WITH PROVIDING A PROGRAN OF
EDUGATION, PROMOTION AND ORGAN}ZATION OF LOGAL GITIZENS GROUPS A[NED
AT PREVENTION AND CONTROL OF JUVENILE DELINQUENGY.

THE YOUTH COMMISSION IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE OPERATION OF THE FOlw-
LOWING INSTITUTIONS AND BUREAUSS

JUVENILE DIAGNOSTECWCENTER

CuvaHoea HiLLs Bovs ScHool

FAIRFIELD ScHooL FOR Bovs N
RIVERVIEW SCHOOL FOR GIRLS
- Sci0To ViLLaGE ‘ '

TRAINING CENTER FOR YOUTH -

: - TRAINING INSTITUT!ION, CENTRAL OH10

HERBERT Fe CHRISTIAN YOUTH CAMP‘

MAUMEE .YouTH Camp

MOHICAN YOUTH Camp

ZALESK] YouTH Camp

ZANESVILLE YOUTH Camp

BUREAU OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

BUREAU OF JUVENILE PLAGEMENT

BUREAU oF PROBATION DEVELOPMENT
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Co~OPERATIVE PUBLISHING COMPANY, ROCHESTER, NEw York, 1958. ALso CumuLA=~
TIVE SUPPLEMENT 1971 To VoLuMeE 33,

O#io Revisep Cooes
TiTLE 19~CouRTS: MUNICIPAL, PoLICE MaYor's, COUNTY
21-CouRTs: PROBATE, JUVENILE
23~CoURrTs: ComMmoN PLEAS
25-«CoURTSS APPELLATE
27-COURTS: GENERAL PROVISiONS
CHe 309~PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
311~SHERIFF .
315~CORONER

OH10 YoUTH CoMMISSiON, THE, ANNUAL REPORT, 1970, NO LONGER AVAILABLE« [N

MARCH OR APRIL 1972, THE 1971 REPORT SHOULD BE AVAILABLE FROM THE OYC.
(SEE- GLOSSARY AND ABBREV[ATIONS FOR ADDRESS. ) .

PAULSEN, MoNRAD Gy FAMILY LAW _AND POVERTY, CASES AND SELECTED PROBLEMS,
ST. PAUL, MINNey WEST PUBLISHING COay 1969,

~ OVER =~




SUGGESTED BIBLIOGRAPHY~A & JJ; GONT'D

PRESIDENT'S COMMISS10ON ON LAW ENFORGEMENT AND THE ADMINISTRAT|ON oF JusTiog,
CHALLENGE OF CRIME 1N A FREE SoclETY, AvoN Books; New Yonv, 1968,
PAPERBACK D5»  $1e65s OVERVIEWs

RICHETTE, L1sp AVERSA, THE THROWAVAY CHILDREN, DeLl PusLisHiNg Co., Npu Yoru,
1970, PapeRBACK 8877, $1.25

RusiN, SoL, CRIME aND JUVENILE DELINQUENGCY, OCEANA PUBLICATIONSy InGe, Donbs
FERRYy New YorK, 1970« THE AUTHOR [S LEGAL COUNSEL TO THE NaTional CouNcit
ON CRIME AND DELINQUENCYs THE BOOK IS CONGERNED WITH THE CORRECT]ONAL
PROBLEMS AND TAKES A CRIT{CAL LOOK AT LEGISLATION AND GOURT PROCEDURES.

SUTHERLAND, EDWIN He AND CRESSEY, DONALD Rey CRIMINOLOGY, BTH EDITION, JeBs
LIPPINGOTT Coey 1970. CHAPTER 20 DEALS WITH THE JUVENILE COURT.

N

ALsog

CONTACT THE PRESIDING JUDGE OF EACH COURT FOR BOTH A copv OF THE BUDGET AND
THE LATEST ANNUAL REPORT.

WRITE THE JUVENILE .COURT IN BOULDER; COLORADO, FOR INFORMATION ABOUT TREATMENT

OF JUVENILES,

OBTAIN PUBLICATIONS LiSTS FROMS
MAaTioNAL Council on CRIME AND DELINQUENCY =~ SEE GQLOSSARY
OH1Q CoMMITTEE ON CRIME AND DELINQUENCY =~ SEE GLOSSARY
AMERIGAN JUDICATURE SQCIETY
1155 EasT 60TH STREET, CHICAGOs; ltLinois 60637
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION '
1155 TasT 60TH STREET, CHI1CAGO, lLLINOIS 60637
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LEAGUE oF \Jorign VOTERS oF OHlo "
65 8. FourrH STREET
CoLumaus, Oino 43215

sgereMBeERr 1971

CUESTIONNAIRE FOR LOCAL ADU.T. & JuventtE JusTice Stupy

------ i

MERE ARE SUESTIONS TO GIVE DIRECTION T0 YOUR STUDYs |T WILL INSURE THAT EVERY
ROCAL UNIT W1 L PRCVIDE THE STATE STUDY WITH ANSWERS TO THE SAME QUESTIONS, THUS

CREATING LCCAL PICTURES WHICH CAN BE COMPARED AND WHICH WILL FORH A COHESIVE Qo
PICTURE.

THERE AnE HANY *UESTIONS, AND FOR SOME YwOU WILL FIND NO ANSWERS, BUT IT 18 ALSC

IMPORT AT P35 45 TO DETERMINE WHIGCH GUESTIONS CANNOT BE ANSWERED. THIS Wik, HILP TO
COMPLETE oUN OH10 PICTURE.

VWHE! YOU [NTERVIEW, REMEMBER THAT WE LOOK FOR FACTS = AHD THAT WE GANNOT FGRIY
ANY OPENION UNTIL ARTER HE FACTS ARE IN. YOU MAY BE SURFRISED TO FIND HCW MCLi
YOUR LOGA. SYSTEM WORKS IN SPITE OF LTS HANDICARS. YOU MAY FIND THE PERSOMIEL TO LE
HMEN OF QOOD #LITH STRUGGLING ABAINST IMPOSSIBLE oDDS. OR YOU MAY FIND THE SVSTGI -
EPT AND THEFFICIENT. VWHO KNOwWS?

L ASUSUERI MG THE ~UESTIONS, PLEASE NUMBER EACH ANSWER TO CORRESPOND TO ThE
QUESTIONTS JUNBER: MAKE YOUR ANSWERS AS FULL AS POSSIBLE, USING AS MANY PACES A8
YOU NEED. DO NOT TRY TO ANSWER THEM ON THE QUESTION SHEET, USE SEPARATE SHEETS,
KEEPING BESCH SECTION - “AM, YBY, ETC. TOGETHER S0 WE MAY MORE EASILY COMPARE.

Goon LLGY - AND HEEP AN OPEN MIND, FELLOW LEAGUERS!
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Leacue oF \lonkh VOTERS OF OHlowmQUESTIONNAIRE‘ ; L o qﬁﬂﬂ"
A LAU EirorcEMENT (PoLICE) s - S “
A, ARE THERE SPEC|AL JUVENILE OFFICERS? VHAT 1S AVERAGE LENGTH OF SERVICE?
How HMANY TOTAL?
How MANY FEMALE OFFICERS? ' ~
k2. SALARY RANGE___ .« BASED ON TIME ON FORGE? OR ON___ .. .. . . _ ..
A3« VIHAT rUALIFICATIONS ARE REQUIRED FOR HIRING? FOR ADVANCEMENT? '
Ad. . DOES CIVIL SERVICE EXERCISE ANY AUTHORITY OVER HIRING? SALARY?
ADe ‘BRIEFLY DESCRIBE TRAINING OF NEW OFFICERS: . - - | ‘ .
A6. |3 FURTHER IN~SERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED? BY WHOM? AMOUNT OF TIME |NVOLVED?
EXTENT OF PROGRAM? ‘ . .
AT. ARE titw OFFICERS RECUIRED TO ENTER THE RANKS AT THE. LOWEST RUNG, THEN WORY UP,
: oR 2.0 THEY HMIRED AT THE LEVEL COMMENSURATE. WITH THEIR INITIAL oun.lrlonTious?
A8. Do JUNENILE OFF|CERS HANDLE OTHER THAN JUVENILE cnses? WHAT % oF TINE IS SPEMT
, ol JUVENILE CASEST
A9. ToTii NUMBER OF dUVENlLE CASES HANDLED LAST STATISTRCAL YEAR°
VAT S WERE DEL I NQUENT CHARGEST ‘
SE B UNRULY CHARGES? -
.M B & DEPENDENT, NEGLECTED OR ABUSE CASES?
A10 L1ST PRIMARY SOURCES oF REFERRALS. (EG. SCHOOLS)
S GIVE APPROXIMATE PERCENTAGES. | R :
A1l To wHsii ARE ARREST RECORDS AVAiLABLE? UNDER WHAT CIRCUMSTANCES?
A12  How LoWG ARE POLIGE REGORDS KEPT? BY wHOM?
A13s ARC CHILOREN'S RIGHTS GIVEN IN WRITTEN FORM? WHAT % WAIVE THESE rlouTu. CC“
A COPY ' OF FORM, IF WRITTEN. : /
A14. THE USE OF FORCE IS APRROVED UNDER WHAT CLRCUMSTANCES? WHAT RECORDS ur BEPT
. TONTUBE OF FORCE AND TO WHOM ARE THEY SUBMITTED FOR REV.EW? .
A15. ARE DIAGNOSTIC SERVICES USED PRIOR TO FINAL DI'SPOSITION BY POLICE?
A16. DO JUVENILE OFFICERS POSSESS AUTHORITY TO DETERMINE WHO IS DETAINED (M CUGTODYT
“F 10T, \HO DOES? : . : ‘
A17. OF ThE TOTAL CABES HANDLED LAST STATISTICAL YEAR & - .
VIHAT Yo ARE REFERRES TO COURT?
Hoonoen oo T coMMUNITY AGENCIEST LisT AGENCIES MOST FRECUENTLY USED
#od 1 D) eMISSED AT POLICE LEVEL?
. BeoBow HoTHERY DISPOSITIONS? SPECIFY. ‘
A18  ARE VUVENILE OFFICERS INVOLVED IN COMMUNITY ®LANNING CONCERNING JUVENILEST (N
WHAT wny? ' ‘
A19. I8 THERE CLOSE COMMUNICATION AMONG POLICE, COURT INTAKE AND DETENT!CI! CENTER

PERSONNE'. IN SETTING GUIDELINES &S TO WHAT GHILD SHOULD BE DETAINED Il cusToDY?

JYRTRY _uuouu\ TR
PR S 'l— ------------ "L.

Rt ‘HH‘!(‘
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SPECIhL IOTE 7O “DULF « JUVERHILE JUSTICE G, nMEN

THIS RE SENT TO ALL

CONVENIENCE

OF THE ORIGINAL AlJJ CUESTIONNAI
BEING INCLUDED FOR YOUR
AVAILABLE TO YoU. :

18 A GOPY LocAL LeacUEs

iBE! IN THE EVENT YoUu: .
ORIGINAL' MAY WOV SE

oy

¥.ow | ,
LEAGUE oF \/oMEN VOTERS OF OHIO+(UESTIONNAIRE r
,
B INTArc Fon COURT . AND DETENTION rﬁCILlTIEb
.............. .
B1. DOGS INTAKE OPERATE 24 HOURS / DAY? I NOT, 1.18T OiEN HOURS
B2. How MANY INTAKE WORKERS 7 AVERAGE LEHIGTH OF SERVIGE?T . "
83' \/HAT “UALIFICATIONS ARE REQUIRED FOR HIRINGT? SALARY RANG o omionch
B4. IF lqukE CLOSES AT NIGHT OR WEEK® ENDS, WHERE ARE POLICE DETAIN t.DR
' @
MATNTAINED DURING THESE PERIODSY ‘ ?
B5 Hd1cc OF CASES HANDLED 1IN LAST STATI&T!CAt YEAR BY INTAKET
B6 AT §5 ARE REFERRED TO GOURT BY PO LICE®D
W il i s Hi f ‘ it il SCHOOL
H 11 i n : H s 1 OTH‘ER‘P SPECIFY. ‘
ALY UEEDING
BT. \liaT % ARE.. INAPPROPRIATELY REFERRED TC cogRT°M(Fi’NT:oL2:iN A?;U.nc e
t d £p 1N SPITE! COMP! . . . ;
oLy cuunstsING CHILDREN NAM »
pu écneo WITH ACTING AS YOUTH SCRERNING AGENCY FOR COgMUNITY.)
B8. Vav % OF CASES HANDLED ARE DI SMISSED AT INTAKE LEVELY \

B Y
4 % ARE DETAINED?T

NG TRIALT
\RE RELEASED TO PARENTS PENDI
l Does | NTAKE DECIDE THIS AND ON WHAT BASIS?
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LEAGUE OF omeN VOTERS OF OH10~-QUESTIONNAIRE ; o | R .

. D, DETENTION FACILiTY-~%-62151?31~2151o34

D1.  PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION >

CARAGITY.FOR BOYS?  GIRLS? : > h
PROXIMITY To COURT? How ARE CHILDREN TRANSPORTED BETWEEN COURT AHD DETENTI Ok
FACILITY? ' :
SLEEPING AREAS NUMBER GHILDREN PER UNIT? CHILDREN GROUPED BY AGE? ' TYPE:OF
OFFENSE? FIRST OFFENDERS? How? ) :

LEISURE AREAt CONTAINS WHAT? TV? CARDS AND TABLES? Books? RECORDS?
PuzzLES? N L S ’ .
RECREATION AREAS CRAFT ROOM? CRAFT PROGRAM? EQUIPMENT? How MUcCl TIME
ALLOWED PER DAY? ; . o ’ “
EXERCISE AREAS INDOORS OR OUTDOORS? GYMS? WHAT EQUIMENT? How MUCH TIME
ALLOWED PER DAY?T
 ScHooL:  SPECIAL ROOM FOR GLASSES? 'ONE ROOM SCHOOL" OR ARE CHILDREN GROUPEE
0Y AGE, CLASS OR WHAT FACTOR? TIME FOR CLASSES?

RELIGIoNs CHAPEL PROVIDED? SERVIGES HELD? How OFTEN? BY WHOM?

VIsiTs: SEPARATE VISITING AREAT IS PRIVACY, AFFORDED N ANYWAY° How oFTEN
FOR vIsITS?  MAY FOOD, BOOKS, ETC. BE BROUGHTT -
CLOTHING: ARE UNIFORMS usco? I NOT, WHAT? WHO PAYS FOR CLOTH!NG

MEDICALS ARE PHYSICALS GIVEN NEW INMATES? WHO DOES SMEARS FOR VENEREAL
DISEASE - HOW ARE INFEGTED CHILDREN I1SOLATED AND/OR TREATED? HOU ARE HMED:-
G/l EMERGENCIES DEFINED AND WHO DETERMINES THE PRESENCE OF ONE? ‘
SAULTARYS ARE TOILETS, TUBS, ETC. ENCLOSED TO PROVIDE PRIVACY OR OPEN TO
DISCOURAGE PRIVACY? HOW OFTEN BATHS GIVENT ARE THERE WINDOWS? CLEAR on
FROSTED GLASST  CAN THEY BE OPENED? BARRED? AIR CONDITIONING {F UNOPENABL-ET
VJIEN WAS FACILITY LAST JNSPECTED 8Y BOARD OF HEALTH? ‘

FsYCH: PRIVATELY PROVIDED FOR TESTING AND/OR COUNSELING?

PUM{SHMENTS |§ 1SOLATION USED? HoW LONG CAN IT LAST? HoW 1S IT ACCOMPLSH=
ED? FoOD EVER DENIED? VISITATION DENIEDT OTHER PUNISHMENTS USED = SPEC|FY?
FOR WHAT 185 PUN|SHMENT I14POSED? WHO DECIDES? ‘
ARE SEXES ALLOWED TO MIX? How OFTEN?

Ce LeGAL REPP&SENTATION AND RICHTS ’ .

" 01, ARE THE cHILD'S RIGHTS - TO COUNSELy TO REMAIN SILENT, ETC. ~ PRESCNTED 7O

BOTH PARENTS AND CHILD° 18717 1N WRITTEN FORM7T GET COQPY. i

C2« |F NOT IN WRITTEN FORM, WHO DESCRIBES THE RIGHTS AND AT WHAT, POINT iN THE
COURT PROCESST ,

€5 VHO GAN WAIVE THE cHlLds RlGHTS° THE CHILD? PARENT? ARE $IGNHTURE0 oF BOTH
CHILD AND PARENT REQUIRED? ' 5 :

Cd. WHAT HAPRENS {F CHILD AND PARENT DlSnGREE AS TO WAiVER

C5. CAN A LEGALLY SIGNED WAIVER BE REVOKED BY THE SIGNE .

C6. DOES THE COURT EVER REQUIRE COUNSEL EVEN THOUGH RIGHT.TO COUNSEL WAi WAIVED.F

C7. ARE LEGAL SERVICES PROVIDED TO INDIGENTS Wilo RENDERS THIS scnglce. Can THE
INDTGENT REFUSE A PARTIOULAP LAWYER AND REQUEST A DIFFERENT ONE? WHQ pEthEs
"IND(GENT“ AND HOW 7 . ‘ i

8. WHAT u OF CASES USE CHURT PROVIDED LAWYERS? How MUCH 1S PAID‘FOR EACII CABE
scnvxc:o? PAID FROM COURT FUNDS OR NON~COURT COUNTY FUNDS?

C9e \HAT % oF "GUILTY!' PLEAS REFUSE COUNSEL? ; .

U N Uyon-gUILTY! PLEAS REFUSE COUNSEL? WHY MIGHT THIS BE? ‘ .

610 How DOES THE COURT INTERPRET "COMPETENTLY AND INTELLIGENTLY WAIVED' rS PEOUIPC‘
14 2151.352 Revisep Cope? . i

C11 DoES A COURT APPOINTED LAWYER SPEND AS MUCH TIME WITH HIS CLIENT AS & PRIVATE

" LAWYER? ARE LAW STUDENTS USED? . )
¢12 is .ncut A Lecal Atp oR PusLic DEFENDER AGENGCY (N YOUR GOMMUNITYT VWHAT 18 ITS
" PROPER TITLE AND ADDRESST

A
s

D2, uTAFF° LisT # OF PERSONS, SALARY RANGE, QUALIFIGATIONS, FULL OR PART TINE

(!r PART TIMEy HOW OFTEN) FOR EAGH POSITION. |F ANY POSITION 1s "LIVvE [nu¥,
INDICATEs |F POSITION WORKS SHIFTS GJVE = /sanw. '
IALE ATTENDANTS MEDICAL
FEMALE ATTENDANTS PSYCHOLOGIGAL OR SOCIAL WORK
L RECREATION o © DIRECTOR

SCHO0L JANITORIAL AND LAUNDRY
PIETICIAN AND KITCHEN ‘

{3 IN~SERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED? AMOUNT OF TIME? NEW EMPLOYEES ONLYT
EXTENT OF PROGRAM?T , .
D3. Is THE FACILITY USED FOR PRE»TR:AL DETENTIONT PUNISHMENT? BOTH? OTHER?
D4. Do GHI{LOREN. HAVE WORK WHILE RETAINED?
D5. ARE CHILDREN EVER HELD OVER 90 DAYS (2151.;4 REVISED CODE)? UNDER WHAT
CIRGUMSTANCES? ©
D6. tow NANY WERE DETAINED DURING LAST STATISTICAL YEAR? AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY?
of DETAINED 1N AGE GROUP T~117 11157  15-187 SEPARATE BY MALE AND FEHMALE.

v

’ T

‘
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~ LEAGUE oF VoMEN VOTERS'OF OHIO~~QUESTIONNAIRE: N SO T

07,

D8.

09
D10,

D11

D12, 4

D13

18 THE BUDGET SUFFICIENT? WHAT ELSE |S NEEDED?

.‘ .
v
: 3

ANNUALLY wHAT # ARE HOUSED IN ADULT FAGILITIES? UNDER WHAT CIRCUMSTANGES?

UHAT AGES AND SEX? . : - ‘
“ OF GHILDREN DETAINED BY JUDICIAL CLASS!FICAT!ON PER YEAR. ‘.-”" R,
UNRULY NEGLECTED
DEL [ NQUENT TRAFFIC

DEPENDENT OTHERS SPECIFY

|8 THE ATMOSPHERE YA FAMILY HOME.«NON-PUNITIVE NEUTRAL ATMOSPHEREY
NS STATED IN 2151.%4/REViSED CoDE?  OR.A SECURITY FACILITY?
CouLp THE TYPE OF CHILD DETAINED HERE BE HANDLED IN'A FAMILY HOME'" ATMOS-

PHERE? (EG. ARE BEODING AND FURNITURE MALICIOUSLY DESTROYED? ARE ATTENDANT
EVER ATTACKED? ARE ESCAPES COMMON?T) - '

UsSE oF FOROE IS PERMITTED UNDER WHAT CIRCUMSTANCES9
DY WHOM 1T REVIEWED? »

ARE UNRULY CHILDREN EVER HELD IN PRE~TR!AL DETENTIONT . WHY?

DOES THE CHILD RECEIVE ANY INDOGTRINATION = WHAT TO EXPECT WHILE DETAINED -

SCHEDULES, RULES, VISITING PRIVILEGES, ETGC.?

IF A REPORT IS REQUIRED

LEAGUE oF WOMEM VOTERS OF OHIO~~QUESTIONNAIRE ' ‘6

. * .

(Ee FOR_THE JUDGE : ‘
" E1. 18 YOUR COURT DEFINED AS & uuszch COURT?

E2. [s IT A PART OF ANOTHER COURT? |F SO WHAT COURT?

E3.  \HAT 4 OF TIME DO THE JUDGES SPEND ON JUVENILE MATTERS?

Ed. % oF JupGES AVATLABLE FOR JUVENILE CASES?

SALARY RANGE OF JUDGEST

NEQUIRED QUALIFICATIONS. '

How MANY ARE LAWYERS?T )
E5. # OF NEFEREES AVAILABLE FOR JUVENILE CASES? How MANY FEMALE?

SALARY RANGE OF REFEREEST

REQUIRED QUALIFICATIONS. ;
EG. li1 OPINION OF JUDGE, 1S THERE SUFFICIENT TIME TO HANDLE ALL JUVEN[LE CASES
, EFFECTIVELY? ; ,

E7. REQUEST A COPY OF |TEMIZED COURT BUDGET. ASK IF IT 1S SUFFICIENT TO HEET

. COURT'S NEEDS. o ‘ f

E8. ARE COMMUNITY RESOURCES SUFFICIENT TO MEET GOURT'S NEED FOR COUNSELING,
O1AGINOSIS, REMEDIAL EDUCATION, ETC.? ’

E9. |s THERE A YoUTH SeErVicEs BUREAU? COULD OR WOULD THE GOURT USE OHNET

E10. How ARE DIAGNOSTIC SERVICES PROVIDED TO THE COURT? BY WHOM? AT WHOSE RE-
QUESTT How FUNDED? EXTENT? SUFFICIENT? WHAT % REQUIRE SUCH SCRVICES?

E11. \/HAT TYPES OF GCHILDREN ARE REFERRED FOR D{AGNOSTIC EVALUATIONT? ,

E12. How HAS THE RECENT YADVERSARY PROCEED(NGSY TREND IN JUVENILE JUSTICE |{FLU-
ENCED YOUR COURT? g

E13e WHAT JUVENILE CASES ARE HEARD BY A REFEREE? BY A JUDGET ARE REFEREE'S DG
CISIONS REVIEWED BY A JUDGE? CAN THE ACCUSED REQUEST REVIEW OF { REFEREE'S
DECISIONT

E14. AVERAGE TIME BETWEEN INTAKE AND PRELIMINARY HEARING FOR DETAINED CHILDRENT

ow n n L " T n " NOT=DETHINED CHILDRENT?

E15. AVERAGE TIME BETWEEN PRELIMINARY AND DISPOSITIONAL HEARING FOR DETALHED
CHILDREN IS : ?

AVERNGE TIME BETWEEN PPELlMINuRY ‘AND DISPOSITIONAL HEARING FOR NOT-DETA]NED
CHILDREW 1S__ - %

E16. \JHAT IS THE PROCESS OF APPEAL FROM THIS COURT?

E17o. DoES THE OHIO0 YOUTH COMMISSION ACHIEVE THE PURPOSE FOR WHICH YOU USE IT? |F
0T, HOW WOULD YOU GCHANGE 1T? HAVE YoU VISITED ANY OYC FACILITIES? VHICH
ONESy; AND WHENT

E18. Is & PEGIONAL DETENTION CCNTER, AS PERMITTED BY LAW; DESIRABLE [N YOUR AREA?

E19. Is A REGIONAL REHABILITATION FACILITY, AS PERMITTED 8Y LAV, DESIPABLE 1N YOUR
MPLA? (SUCH FACILITY DISTINGT FroM OYC).

E20. ARE ANY COURT EMPLOYEES ASSIGNED TO COMMUNITY PROGRAM FOR THE PREVENTION AND

-7 CONTROL OF JUVENILE CRIME AS DESCRIBED IN 2151.11 ReEvisED CobeE?

E21, VWHAT OHIO STATUTES COVERING JUVENJLES WOULD YOU ALTER OR ADD?

ER2., DESCRIBE THE CONTENT AND AMOUNT OF INTERACTION BETWEEN JUDGE; PROBATION OFim
[CER AND DETENT|ON PERSONMEL CONCERNING A GIVEN CHILDs. WHEN DOES THE JUDGE'S

. RESPONSIBILITY FOR SUCH INTERACTION CEASE?
E23. In YOUR OPINION, ARE UNRULY OFFENSES BEST HANPLED IN & COURT SETT(NG* Do vyou

FEEL THE GURRENT HANDLING OF THESE CHILDREN DECREASES OR INCREASES ANTI-SO0CIAL
OR ACTING-OUT TENDENCIES? ARE STATISTICS AVAILABLE TO SUPPORT YOUR OP[HION?




LEAGUE OF \/OMEN VOTERS

0F OH10=-=QUESTIONNAIRE 4 ! | e
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F. DISPOSITION FROM GOURT
F1. ANNUAL NUMBER OF CASES BY, ADJUDICATED CLASSIF!O‘TION
© UMRULY " DEPENDENT
DEL I NQUENT - NEGLECTED
TRAFFIC OTHERS SPECIFY
F2. AHNUAL NUMBER COMMITTED OR REFERRED TOS '
OH1® YouTH CoMmiission. o WERE ALL ADJUDICATED DELINQUENT¢

F3e

Fho

Fa

F6o

DETENTION CENTER (AS A "°ENTENOE")

COMMUNITY AGENCIES .
\IAT TYPES OF AGENCY MOST COMMONLY usao'P
EXTENT OF FOLLOW=-UP BY THE COURT?

COUNTY AGENCY FOR CHILDREN'S WELFARE o

COURT PROBATION SERVIGES . .

TPANSFEPRCD TO OTHER COURT FOR TRIAL as AN ADULT (2151.26 Revlisep Cooc)
% 3F'1) YEﬁR OLﬁS : .
l’l’ 1 r]I ? 1 ] )
i

PLAGEMENT IN PRIVATE RESIDENTIAL (INCLUDES FOSTER Homa) OR 'HOSPITAL

FACILITY. ________ + WHO PAYS FOR SUCH PLACEMCNT?

L.1ST OTHER DISPOSITION COURT USES
Is an UNRULY CHILD EVER RELEASED WITH WARNING WITH NO FURTHER DISPOSITIONT
\HAT b OF THOSE COMMITTED TO OYC WERE PLACED THERE FOR LACK OF MORE APPROPRI=
ATE PLAchEN1ﬁW_“__ « WAS THIS DUE TO SGARCITY OF FACILITIES OR OF MONCY?
SHOULD AND DOES THE GOURT ISSUING A DISPOSITION THEN HAVE THE RESPONSIDILITY
TO SEE THE INTENT OF THAT DISPOSITION IS ACHIEVED? (EG. 1S THE GHILD CORREGT-
LY PLAGED WITHIN THE OYCT  DOES THE REFERRAL TO A COMMUNITY ACENCY HraReti?
DOES THE PRIVATE OR FOSTER HOME PLACEMENT MWORK oUTH? ETC»)
ESTI{ATE THE 'PERCENTAGE OF UNRULY CHILDREN WHO ARE EVENTUALLY DECLARED
DELINQUENTT

(2 oS

PRI
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~'LEAGUE OF \JOMEN VOTERS OF OHIO~-QUESTIONNAIRE

Proeation

o

N
ot

~G1s DOES A JUVENILE PROBATIO® SERVICE EXIST IN THIS GOURT?

G2, jf OF PROBATION OFFICERS (P.0.). 3 # oF FEMALE P.O4's i
AVERAGE LENGTH OF SERVICE OF PeQo___ ? .
REQUIRED QUALIFICAT!IONS? ' ‘

; SALARY RANGE?

G5« |s IN~SERVIGE TRAINING PROVIDED? BY wHOM? AMOUNT OF TIME? EXTENT OF
PROGRAMT

G4e  AVERAGE CASE LOAD "

G5. APPROXIMATE % OF P.0,'S TIME SPENT IN FIELD ? COURT RooM ___ 7

‘ OFFI1CE__ ?

G6. VHAT TYPE OF GHILD 1S MOST OFTEN PLACED ON PROBAT!0N7

G7. AVERAGE LENGTH OF .PROBATIONARY PERIOD?

G8. RECIVIDISM RATE FOR PROBATIONERS.,

G9s UNDER WHAT CIRCUMSTANCES IS PROBATION REVOKED? ‘

G10s DoEsS: Po0. UTILIZE VISITS TO THE PROBATIOMER OR IS PRIMARY GONTACT OFF|CE
vVisITs? ' '

G11e Hou OFTEN DOES P.Os MAKE CONTAGT-~ANY TYPE? AVERAIE TIME SPENY [N CONTACT?

G12. |s THERE A SEPARATE INVESTIGATIVE STAFF OR MUST THE P+0. FUNGTION AS N PRE~-

' TRIAL INVESTIGATORT |F S0, DOES THE P«0, PRESENT RESULTS OF THE [HVESTI GAT I ON
AT THE HEARING __? IF s0, 158 THE P.0.~INVESTIGATOR EVER ASSIGNED TO THE
CHILD HE INVESTIGATED FOR P.0. SERVICEST How DOES THIS AFFECT THE P»0. ~
PROBATIONER RELATIONSHIP? EEE

G1%. IF THE P.0. PRESENTS INVESTIGATIVE MATERIAL AT THE HEARING; DOES HE THEN {IAVE
ANY AUTHORITY IN DETERMINI{NG OR RECOMMENDING DiSPOSITIONT?

G14. ARE PSYCH EVALUATIONS EVER DONE PRIOR TO DISPOSITIONAL HEARINGs [t WHAT
SITUATIONS? AT WHOSE REQUEST? AVERAGE #/YeEar? WHO PAYS?

G15. ARE PSYCH CONSULTATIONS READILY AVAILABLE DURING THE PROBATIONARY PERIODT
WHo PAYS? WHO REQUESTS?

G16. DoES THE P.Q., MEET REGULARLY WITH SUPERVISORY PERSONNEL? How OFTEN AND AVER-
AGE LENGTH OF TIMET . ‘

G17. DoES THE P.O. DETERMINE THE "TREATMENT PLANY FOR HIS OWN PROBAT]ONERS? |F

: MOT, WHO DOES?T

G18. |s THERE A VOLUNTEER PROBATION PROGRAMT HowWw MANY WORKERS? AVERAGE C.\SE LOADT
How SUPERVISED?T

G19« 1S A TEACHER PROBATION PROGRAM USED?T

G20, DOES THE GOURT ITSELF PROVIDE ANY REHABILITATIVE PROGRAMS FOR ITS PRODAT|OIERS

- (EG.~GROUP OR INDIVIDUAL COUNSELING; REMEDIAL EDUCATION, 40B COUNSCLIHG, ETC. )
I THE CQURT DOES NOTw-ARE THEY PROVIDED, BY WHOM AND AT WHOSE EXPENS

G21. DESCRIBE THE CONTENT AND AMOUNT OF |NTERACTION BETWEEN THE P.0. AND DETENTION
PERSONNEL FOR A GIVEN CHILD IN cUSTODY. DOES THE PeQs's RESPONSIBILITY OF
SURPERVISION AND PLANNING FOR THIS CHILD DECREASE, INCREASE, REMAIN THE SAME
DURI{G THE RERIOD OF DETENT!ON? A

G22. VIHMAT 1S THE RELATION OF THE STATE JUVENILE PAROLE OFFICER TO LOGCAL LAY EN=-

FORCEMENT PERSONNEL? To YOoTHERS" RESPONSIBLE FOR A CHILD FOLLOWING RELEASE

FRot OYC. (EG.~FOSTER PARENTS, NATURAL PARENTS, ETC.)
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LE ¢ ’ =R . 4 o3 A » ; ’ . . . . .' . ' :
AGUE OF VJoMEN VOTERS oF OH!o~~QUESTIONNA | RE \ . : SRNEAL N LA @
' B ' + Leaaue oF \JoMEN VoTERS OF OH|O-~QUESTIONNAIRE 10
- 4 @ ' y

He COURT RECORDS ) e s ;
) ' ORDS AND STATISTICS. le QUESTIONS FOR LV To PONDER

2

H1s How Long ARE - - e e o f ’ . : '
| RE JUVENILE RECORDS KEPT? . ARE SOME KEPT LONGER THAN OTHEZRS? ° (Ec; 1Me  WHAT 15 YOUR COMMUNITY DOING IN JUVEWHILE CRIME PREVENTIONT

WouLp " it s H v
Nt w:RNfﬁksgv BE KEPT IONGER THAN A LOUD SLUMBER PARTY WHIGH WAS "D|si|ssen neew oo " N REHABILITATING JUVENILE OFFENDERS?
- be | ’ | o E : 52,261) A YouiLp 15 OR MORE YEARS OF AGE AT THE TIME OF THE
H2e ARE U . ) : } 12, THE Law sTATES (2152, o
H3.  To WHO;EN(LE RECORDS KEPT AT THE JUVENILE COURT OR THE GOUNTY GLERK'S OFFIGET W CONDUGT CHARGEM MAY BE TRIED AS AN ADULT IF THE CHARE 1S A FELONY (RAPE; GRAND
Hi.  Has AND UNDER WHAT CIRCUMSTANCES ARE JUVENILE RECORDS AVAILABLE?D oooonw LARCENY={61 OR MORE~MURDER,; ETG.) WOULD YOU AGREE WITH THIST ‘
. S THIS COURT EVER EXPUNGED A JUVENILE RECORD AS - it

3. SHoULD UnRULY OFFENSES (2151.022) BE ILLEGAL AND HANDLED BY THE GOURT ADJUDIGCA-

ALLOWED IN 21514358 Revisep .
S ‘35 EVISE . TION? \/HAT ALTERNATIVES WOULD YOU SUGGEST?T THESE ARE OFTEN CALLED 'flOn-

- ‘ ‘
CODE?  DID THE COURT OR CHILD INITIATE THE ACTION?

H5s  \Ho : -
o H ,COMPALES TﬁE STATISTICS FOR 'LOCAL USE? o g CRIMES"Y OR "VICTIMLESS CRIMES", ‘
H6. Ane sT ' ”_ " REQUIRED STATE REPORTS? T ; 14, Dots YouR L\/V DESIRE ALTERATIONS OR ADDITIONS TO JUVENILE LAWS? SPECIFY.
7o Recis CTIgTecs USED FOR ANY LOGCAL PURPOSES? = - How? - & {5 DO THE THREE COMRONENTS OF JUVEN!{LE JUSTICE =« LAW ENFORCEMENT, COURT, CORREC-
[ ] L S et Visrttva . .
\» 5 ISM (2ND OR MORE COURT APPEARANCE) RATE FOR TOTAL JUVEN[LE CASES? / TIONS= \IORK TOGETHER AS A PURPOSEFUL INTEGRATED SYSTEM? SHOULD THEY? IF S0
" . . "M THOSE ON PROBATIONT ~ b HOW COULD THE INTEGRATION BE |MPROVED?

. o ; " " THOSE ON FOSTER CARE? : . |6, Do YOU FEEL ADVERSARY PROCEEDINGS WOULD ENHANGE OR THREATEN JUVENILE JUSTICE?
U THOSE RELEASED. FROM OYC? : I7. DIFFERENT STATES DEFINE "JUVENILE" DIFFERENTLY», HOW WOULD YOU DEFINE IT? .
o ] {8, DEFINE REHABILITATION.
. ~ ' T 19, s INCARGERATION EFFECTIVE IN PREVENT!NG OR CONTROLLING JUVENILE CRIME?
‘ ‘ 1 10, ReALjisTiCALLY, cAN ALL JUVENILE OFFENDERS BE REHABILITATED?
SHOULD JUVENILE JUDGES BE ELECTED?T
[12. SHOULD A TRAINING PROGRAM BE REQUIRED FOR NEW JUVENILE JUDGES? \/HO SHOULD
SPONSOR AND. FUND 1T? . .
& [13. How CAN THE SUPPLY OF EFFECTIVE JUVENILE PROBATION AND LAW ENFORCEMENT OFF|CERS
‘ ; BE [HCREASED?T .
. ‘ ‘ 114, SHouLD "WALVER OF RIGHTS" TO LEGAL COUNSEL BE FERMITTED ON NO=-GUILTY PLEAS?
' ‘ 115, ls THE OHio YoUTH COMMISSION EFFECTIVE IN REHABILITATION? WHAT FURTHER |5
WEEDED?
116  \WoULD CITIZEN GROUPS ATTACHED TO EACH LOCAL JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM BE OF /D~
' ; VANTAGE TO THE SYSTEM, OR ONLY FURTHER COMPL[CATE THE SYSTEM?T
' W7 IN MIANY JUVENILE CASES, FAMILY AND ENVIRONMENTAL CIRCUMSTANCES CAl BE PN~
POINTED AS CONTRIBUTING HEAVILY TO THE CHILD'S ANT!I=S0CGIAL ACTS. COURTS UsUALL
REMOVE THE CHILD FROM SUCH HOME., WoULD (T BE PRACTICAL TO ATTACK THESE CIRw- °
CUMSTANCES AS A SUBSTITUTE FOR REMOVAL? SHOULD THE COURT? A L1ASOH AGEHCY?
» CaM YOU IMAGINE HOW A PROGRAM MIGHT WORK?Y ‘ .
[18. TRADITIONALLY THE JUVENILE COURT WAS TO REFLECT £ PATERNALISTIC, NON-PUNITIVE
CONCERN FOR THE CHILD. DOES YOUR COURT REFLECT THIST IS IT PRACTICAL TO ERREC”
THIS FROM A COURT,; CONSIDERING THE MECHANICS AND SI1ZE NECESSARY IN A COURT sET{
TING? |F YOU DID AWAY WITH JUVENILE GOURTS, WHAT PROGRAM WOULD YOU DESIGH TO
HANDLE CHILDREN IN TROUBLE? ) _ ' s
{19s STATISTICS INDICATE CURRENT JUVENILE CORRECTIONS PROGRAMS ARE |NEFFEQCTIVE
WHAT MIGHT BE MORE EFFECTIVEY CONSIDER COMMUNITY BASED PROGRAMS, ALTERNATIVES
. TO IHSTITUTIONS, ETC. 3 : o '
' ‘ ‘ o {20, CoULD REFERRALS TO POLICE MADE BY SCHOOLS ETC., BE MADE FIRST TO. COMMUIILTY
' i TREATMENT AGENCIES WHO COULD THEN REFER TO POLICE IF NECESSARY?
' 121, SHOULD POLICE HAVE DISCRETION TO REFER TO COMMUNITY TREATMENT AGENCIES DATHER
THAN TO THE COURT? IS IT PRACTICAL UNDER YOUR PRESENT SET-UR?
122, THIS QUESTIONNAIRE WILL PRODUCE FACTS. |T WILL NOT SHOW THE ATTITUDES OF THE
PERSONS DEALING WITH JUVENILE OFFENDERS. THESE ATTITUDES ARE HIGHLY S|GUIFICANT
BUT UNMEASURABLE. TRY TO FORM AN OPIniON (PERSONAL BUT AS OBJECTIVE AS POSSIBLE
TO HELP YOU COME TO YOUR PERSONAL ASSESSMENT OF OHIO'S JUVENILE JUSTIGE SYSTEM.

e
-
-
-
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ADULT AND JUVENILE JUSTICE BIBL|OGRAPHY

BIBLIOGRAPHIES

- LEAA (Law EnForceMenTs ASSISTANGE AGT) REFERENGE LIST OF PUBLICATIONS

SELECTED LISTINGS ON2 LAW ENFORCEMENT, CRIMINAL JUST|CE, ETC.
Noo 2, JuLY 1972-~

" OLM, JANE G. & OTHERS

CRIMINAL JUSTICE AND RELATED TOPICS. JUnE, 1972.
PA. $8.00. TarLeTON Law LiBrARY, ScHoolL oF Law, UNIVERSITY oF TEXAS
2500 ReED RIvER, AusTin, Texas 78705

BOOKS

BERRY, LEONARD Jo PRISdN, GROSSMAN PUBLISHERS, 1972, $12,50 *:*
BLUVMBERG, ABRAHAM S. CRIMINAL JUSTICE, NUADRANGLE, 1967.
CHAMBERS, WILLIAM_J. CRIME AND THE LEGAL PROCESS. McGRaw-HILL 1969,

+ COM. ON ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, RESEARCH AND POLICY COM. ReEbuciNg CRIME AND

AssuRING JUSTICES A STATEMENT ON NATIONAL PoLiCY. JuNE 1972. 86 PAGES, TABLES.
PA. $71.50 :

COUNCIL OF STATE GOVERNMENTS Book OF THE STATES. PUBLISHED BIENNIALLY, CONTAINS
SECTION: LAw ENFORCEMENT AND PUBLIC PROTECTIONS MAJOR STATE SERVICES.

DOUGLAS, JACK CrIME AND JUSTICE IN AMERICAN SOCIETY, BoBBES-=MERRILL. RECENT,

DOWNIE, LEONARD - JusTice DENIED; THE CASE FOR REFORM OF THE COURTS. PRAEGER, 1972.

FINAL REPORT OF THE OH!O CITIZENS' TASK FORCE ON CORRECTIONS JUDGE BERNARD
FRIEDMAN. PRINTED BY THE STATE OF OHI1o DEPARTMENT oF UrRBAN AFFatRs, CoLumsus 1971.

JAMES, HOWARD CRISES N THE COURTS, Davip. McKay Co., InC., NEW YORK, 1968.
(A PuLITIZER PRIZE WINNER = A MUST) %

KALVEN, HARRY, JR. & ZEISEL, H., THE AM:RICAN JURY, LiTTLE-BROWN, 1966

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF CINCINWATI AREA A Stupy oF JusTice N HamirTon CounTy.
WR1TE LWV CINCINNATI, 1935 SEYMOUR AVENUE, TCINCINNATI; OH1O 45237

LINEBERRY, WILLIAM P. ED., JUSTICE IN AMERICA; LAW ORDER AND THE COURTS. H:w.
Witson, 1972. 232 p, (REFERENCE SHELF SER., Ve 44, NO. 1) ’

MENNINGER, IKARL THE CRIMC OF PUNISHMENT, THE VIKING PRESS, New York, 1969.
PAPERBACK Ho74 $1.95. ¥

MiDWEST DEBATE BUREAU IMPROVING ADMINISTRATION OF Justice, 1971. (DesaTE HaNDBOOK)

‘MOPPIS, NORWAL & HAWKINS, GORDON = THE HoNEST PoLiTictan's GUIDE To CRIME CONTROL,

THE UNiVvERSITY OF CHIcAGO PrREss, G(Hicaso, 1970 ¢5 95.

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON LAW ENFORCEMENT AND THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE
CHALLENGE OF CRIMI IN A FREE SociETY, Avon Booxs, New Yorx 1968.
PAPERBACK; AVON DY $1.65 (GOOD OVERVIEY) 3¢

RADJINOVICZ, LEON &IWOLFGANG, M.E. EDS. CRIME aND JusTicE Basic Books, 1971.
3 v, BIBL. TABLES, CHARTS

voL. 1 CRIMINAL IN SociETY $$5.95 PA.

vOoL. 2 CRIMINAL IN THE ARMS OF THE Law $7.95 pa.

voL. 3 CRIMINAL IN CONFINEMENT $5.95 pa.

(MORE)
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ADULT & JUVENILE: JUSTIGE BIBLIOGRAPHY (cont)” ‘ , 2

SILVERSTEIN, LEE DEFENSE OF THE PoOR AN CriminNAL CASES IN AMER!CAN STATE COURTS.
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 1965. 3 V.

SMITH, ROBERT L. A QUIET REVOLUTION, PROBATION SUBSIOY U.S. DEPARTMENT HEW,
SoctaL & REHABILITATION SERVICE, DHEW PUBLIGATION # (SRS) 72-26011. 45¢ rFrom
SUPERINTENDENT oF DocUMENTS, U.S. GOVERNMENT PR?NTING OFFI1CE, WaAsSHINGTON, D. C,
20402 ~ STock #1766~0007 *#

STRUGGLE FOR JUSTICE: A REPORT ON CRIME AND PUNISHMENT N AMERICA - PREPARED FOR
THE AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE GOMMITTEE, 19(1 AVAILABLE PAPERBAGK $1.95 FROM
AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE CoMMITTEE, DAYTON REGIONAL OFFICE, 915 SALEM AVENUE,

DaYToN, OH10 45406 (DiSCOUNT ON 15 OR MORE COPIES) GREAT BASIC READING =
VERY THOUGHTFUL. ¥¥% » ‘

OH10 PUBLICATIONS

OH!O STATE LEGISLATIVE SERVICE COMMISSION, PROBLEMS IN JUDIC!IAL ADMINISTRATION
STAFF RESEARCH REPORT #75, 88 PP. 1965 (EXCELLENT, PROVOGATIVE) ¥
NG LONGER AvAaILABLE FROM OSLS; S0 GHEGK YOUR LIBRARY OR REQUEST YOUR LIBRARIAN
TO GET 1T ON INTERLIBRARY LOAN FROM OH!0 STATE LIBRARY 1IN CoLuMBUS,

OH10 STATE LEGISLATIVE SERVICE COMMISSION Outo's ADULT CORRECT!ONS SYSTEM
STAFF ReESEARCH REPORT #105 - 1971 %%

OHIO CONSTITUTION: ARTICLE |V = JuDiciAL AND ARTICLE XVII (SEcTion 2) Wit

OH!OQ REVISED CODE REFERENCES: %%

TITLE 19 ~ CoURTS; MUNICIPAL, PolLicE, MAYOR'sS; COUNTY
TiTLE 21 « COURTS: PROBATE AND JUVENILE

TITLE 23 - CoURTS: COMMON PLEAS

Ti7Le 25 = APPELLATE COURTS

TITLE 27 <« COoURTS: GENERAL PROVISIONS

TiTLe 29 -~ CRIMES - PROCEDURES | |

CHAPTER 309 ~ PROSECUTING ATTORNEY

CHAPTER 311 ~ SHERIFF

CuapTER 313 - CORONER

OHIO RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE - AvAiLABLE AT 50¢ EACH.
OHio BAR AssoctiaTion, 33 VEsT 11TH AveENnNUuE, CoLumsus 43201

BOOKS

ATTICA--THE OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE NeEw YORK STATE SpeECIAL CoMMISSION ON ATT|0A,
BANTAM BOOK = SEPTEMBER 1972 $2.25

CLARK, RAMSEY CRIME 1N AMERICA = POGKET Book, 1970%%

SOLEDAD BROTHER THe PRisoN LETTERS OF GEORGE Jackson - BanTaMm Book 1972. $1.50
SANDS, BILL My Snapow RAN FAST = SIGNET Q 4622, PAPERBAGK 95@. ¥¥

VIOLENCE IN AMERICA ~ THE COMPLETE OFFI1CIAL REPORT TO THE NATIONAL Commissuow'om
THE CAUSES AND PREVENTION OF VIOLENGE - JUNE 1969. A SIGNET SPeciAL Y4052 - $1.25.

*¥% THESE ITEMS ARE ESPECIALLY GOOD.
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