If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.

W

P SR S e y oAy — \2 = -y " T T - o " T
A e e ’ L R e e g RECEN 1 o L
R R : . L

A STUDY OF
JUVENILE SERVICES ACTIVITIES
IN MARYLAND

As Related to Recinivism and/or Re-Referrals to the
Maryland Department of Juvenile Services

Fiscal Years
1968-1973




STATE OF MARYLAND
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAI HYGIENE
Neil Solomon, M.D.; Ph.D., Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF JUVENILE SERVICES

5}

Robert C. Hilson, Director

L
FER 1 TPoory

ACQUIS TG e

Prepared by
Division of Special Services
- Research and Analysis =

February, 1975




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Foreworde ¢ o ©» o e« o o o o o

IntrOductiono » o P o -] (-] @ o ] o [ ] @ -] ° o < o o - (-]
Purpose and Scope of StudYe « s » o o o s a o o o o o
Definition of Terms ¢ « o o s o o o o o o o o o o o o
Cases Versus Individuals. « o o o o o o o o v o o o
Table Users = Explanation o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
Re-~referrals By Complaint Category = Highlights = o o
Table 1: Statewide - Re-referral by Complaint Code
Table 2: Allegany CountyYs o o o o o o o o o o o o
Table 3: Anne Arundel Countye o o o o o o o o o o
Table 4: Baltimore County o o o o © o s o o o o o
Table 5: Calvert County s o o o o o o o o o o o o
'Table 6: CarOline CountYa e © o o ©6 © © © 6 o o o
Table H CarrOJ.l County © o ©6 @ 8 © 6 e 6 o o o o
Table 8: Cecil County « s o o o o o a o o o o o @
Table 9: Charles County o o o o a o o o o o o o o
Table 10: DorChester CountYO © 6 © © © © 6 o0 © o e
Table 11: Frederick County o o o o« o o s o o o o o
Table 12: Garrett County « o o o o o o o o o o o o
Table 13: Harford County o o o o o © o o = o o o o
Table 14: Howard Count¥e o« o » o o o o o o o o o o
Table 15¢ Kent Countye o o o o © o © © o o o o o o
Table 16: Montgomery Countye o o o o o s o s o o o
Table 17: Prince George's County o o « o o o o o e
Table 18: Queen Anne's Countye o « o o © o o o o »
Table 19: St. Mary's Counthr e © © o & © 06 © o e o
Table 20: Somerset Countye « o o o o o o o o o o =
Table 21: Talbot Countye o o o o ©» a © 6 o o o o
Table 22: Washington Countye o o o o o o o o o o o
Table 23: Wicomico Countye o o o o o o o o o o o o
Table 24: Worcester County « o o o o o o o o o o o
Table 25: Baltimore City ¢ o o » o o o o o o o o o
Re~referrals By General Category = Highlights o o o o

Table 25a: Re-referral Rates By General Category.

@ ¢ 0o o o© o

o

® 0 o 8 0 0 © © ©# © €6 O 0 © 2 0

e 6 ¢ ¢ & © © © o

¢ ¢ 3 O o o

¢ ¢ o #» © @ 6 ©» & © &6 © 0 © ©6 L O O & O S O O 0 O o

o

e & 0 © 0 ©

-]

¢ 2 ¢ ¢ O ©9 6 @ © 06 © © © © o0 6 O Vv © 0 O ©°O 0 °o O

¢ 2 & @ o o

-]

¢ © &6 o0 o © 0 ©0 © B © o 9 © @ o

¢ &6 © e @& © o O o




Re-referrals

Table
Table
Table
Table
Table 30:
Table 31:
Table 32:
Table
Table 34:
Table
Table 36:
Table 37:
Table 38:
Table
Table 40:
Table 41:
Table 42:
Table
Table
Table 45:
Table 46:
Table
Table
Table 49:
Table 50:

26:
273
28:
29:

Conclusion.

L]

By Disposition - Highlightse
Statewide = Referrerral By

Allegany County, o

o

Anne Arundel County.

Baltinore County .
Calvert County - -
Caroline County. o
Carroll Ccunty - o
Cecil County - = »
Charles County o o
Dorchester County.
Frederick County .
Garrett County -
Harford County . o
Howard Countys s o
Kent Countys. - « o
Montgomery Countyo

e © ¢ & 0 ¢ © © O & ©° @

-

°

© o o0 ¢ 0 © & © © 00 0O

-]

-}

[}

Prince George's County
Queen Anne's County.

St., Mary's Countye.
Somerset County. o
Talbot County. . o
Washington County.
Wicomico County. .
Worcester County .
Baltimore City . o

L] (-3 -4 o o o © - ©

©® 0 © ¢ 5 © ©

-

¢ @ T & 6 0 ©

¢ © 8 ¢ 0o © ¢ 0 ©v © © °o ® ¢ 9 e © o0 © & ©°o o O &

o

e o & @ 0o © 9 0 © © @ © o 0o ©o L e O ¢ e © o o0

-3

L]

o

k-1

a

Disposition

o ® 6 © © ¢ & © o ¢ ©6 oo 0o © © & & © 0 5 0 ¢ ¢ o

o

8 0 » O © @ & © 0o © © © B 8 © ¢ e o o o 00 o o

(-4

o © © © ¢ © % © 0 © 0 e 8 0 & © © 9§ O O © © ©

>

¢ ¢ © 6 © 9 © © 6 & 0 O©o © ©® O o 0 ¢ 5 o o0 0o 0

@

e © 0 o & & © ¢ 6 © © @ o0 ©® v o @ © © 0 ©°o ©° 2

o ® © ¢ © ©o & ©¢ © © o ©& ® ¢ o © ¢ 60 0 ¢ © 0 ©& O

o 6 © ¢ ¢ & © ¢ ©o © o © o0 © ¢ & O © 8 © © 0 6 0o e O

® o 6 © 0 © ¢ o o © ¢ © ¢ © 0 © 6 ¢ ¢ & ¢ &6 © o 0 o

e ¢ © 9 06 0o © »~ © H © O © © o0 o & © o0 o0 & & 6 © 6 0

8 © O © ® & 6 o0 © € o 0 & 0o ©0 e b &6 0 o &6 & 2 O © O

e @ ¢ © © @8 © 6 © O 6 © © e ©& © 6 o o0 2 © & © o O D

FOREWORD

A traditional measurement of program treatment of offenders
which enjoys broad utilization is the concept of recidivism. While
its limitations are well known and despite the fact that its defini-
tion is as varied as the sources which employ the concept, the
inability of the social disciplines to develop more valid quanti=-
tative evaluation methodology has contributed greatly to the
continued reliance upon this means of measuring rehabilitative
effort in the crime and delinquency area.

Recidivism cannot be considered the ultimate tool in determining
the effectiveness of. program performance. Objections to the use of
recidivism as a criterion of "successful" treatment may be made on
several grounds. Recidivism indicates only one aspect of the
effectiveness of a program of rehabilitation. Improvements in work
habits, education orientation, family adjustments or personality
characteristics are not necessarily indicated by the fact that a
new offense is or is not committed. In addition, a person may
commit numerous infractions of the law without arrest or conviction
and still be regarded as a successo

Nevertheless, an avowed goal of corrections is to inhibit a
return to crime and delinquency. Short of daily surveillance of
individual cases or reliable community sources of informal information
concerning them, the available information for estimating effectiveness

in reaching this goal is the official record of juvenile referrals and

their dispositions.
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The present study represents an initial research effort to
determine to what extent the number and categories of juveniles
referred to the State Department of Juvenile Services (DJS) between
1968 and 1973 were referred back again during the same period.
Although not purely a recidivism study, since the population analyzed
includes such non-delinquent categories as dependent and neglected
children, the principles followed in this research are similar to
those used in recidivism investigations. Also, the findings of this
study, as well as the data system used itself, can prepare the way
for DJS recidivism research activities in the future.

The programmed routine which made possible this study was
funded by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration through the
Governor'’s Commission on Law Enforcement and the Administration of

&Jllﬁﬁice )

A STUDY OF JUVENILE SERVICES ACTIVITIES IN MARYLAND

INTRODUCTION

An information system for corrections should provide
performance measures that serve as a basis for evaluation
on two levels -~ overall performance or systems review as
measured by recidivism and other performance measures, and
program reviews that emphasize more immediate program goals
achieved.

This statement in Criminal Justice Systems, one of si. reports

recently released.by the National Advisory Commission on Criminal
Justice Standards and Goals, endorses the use of recidivism as a
measure of performance evaluations Urging adoption of measurement
based on standardized criteria, the article further states,
A standard definition for recidivism is proposed
that should be adopted nationally by all correctional
agencies to facilitate comparisons among jurisdicticns
and compilation of national figures.
Meaéurement of recidivism should be pursued for
at least 3 years after release of the offender from
all correctional supervision.

These quotations constitute an endorsement of the use of
recidivism as an evaluation tool on & nativnal basis, a much
needed step toward necessary standardization of measurement.

The Maryland Department of Juvenile Services concurs with the
value of recidivism as an important measure o¢f total program
effectiveness., However, current literature on evaluative research
support the Department's contention that recidivism studies should
not be taken as the sole means of assessing program performance.
Other criteria of success could be employed, such as the juvenile's
adjustment to schoul or the work cemmunity, subsequent. to his

contact with the juvenile justice system. Also, in addition to

evaluation studies designed to determine program effectiveness




(such as recidivism studies), other types of evaluation efforts are

possible. In Edward Suchman's classic Evaluative Research, he notes

such possibilities as "effort" evaluations, which measure the
quantity and quality of activity that takes place; '"adequacy of
performance" evaluations, measuring the degree to which effective
performance is adequate to meet the total amount of need; and
"process" evaluations,; in which one determines the how and why a
program does or does not work. The latter type, while probably
one of the most useful approaches to evaluation, also is most

costly in terms of time and resources. Thus, there are various

possible types of evaluation approaches,; as well as numerous measures

(criteria) of success which could be taken as the focal point of

evaluative researcho.

Whereas recidivism studies often are considered among criminal
justice system personnel as the approach to evaluaticn, the realm of
evaluation research is more complex than normally realized, as the
above discussion briefly illustrates. Although limitations in
resources might preclude any other type of research, one should at
least be aware that while recidivism studies can provide valuable
information as to what happens to persons leaving the criminal
justice system, it cannot tell one why what happens, does occur.

This is only in part due to the limitations of recidivism studies
as a method of evaluation.

Another important reason why recidivism studies do not determine
the why issues is becaure there are many factors in the community to
which a juvenile or adult offender must at some point return, over
which the correctional system has but limited knowledge, control and
influence but which can have a decisive impact on whether rehabilita-
tion occurs. The importance of these other factors are vividly

pointed out by two prominent national commissionse.

In The Challenge to Crime in a Free Society, the President's

Commission on L.aw Enforcement and the Administration of Justice

states:

Many Americans think controlling crime is solely the
task of the police, the courts, and correctional agencies.
In fact as the Commission®s report makes clear, crime cannot
be controlled without the interest and participation of
schools, businesses, soclial agencies, private groups, and
individual citizens.

The Commission goes on to state that:

The prevention of crime covers a wide range of activities:
Eliminating social conditions closely associated with crime;
improving the ability of the criminal justice system to . o o
reintegrate into their communities those who commit crimes . o« o o

Every effort must be made to strengthen the family « o o o

Slum schools must be given enough resources « o o o

Employment opportunities must be enlarged and young
people provided with more effective vocational training
and individual job counselinge.

Similar recommendations have been made by the National Advisory
Commission on Criminal Justice Standards and Goals, in their report,

Community Crime Prevention:

If tris country is to reduce crime, there must be a
willingness on the part of every citizen to give of himself,
his time, his energy, and his imagination.

o o -] [ o o -] o o o o -] L -] ] -] " o © © -] o o -] - -] -] © (-] -]

Awakening the conscience of America is a necessity: if
the multiplicity of factors that produce crime and delinquency
are not recognized and remedied, more crime will occur « o o o

o o o Effective crime prevention is possible only through
broad-based community awareness and involvement . « o o o

« o o There also is a strong indication that delinquency
and crime occur more frequently where poverty, illiteracy,
unemployment, drug abuse, and inadequate recreational and
mental health resources exist. To the extent that effective
and responsive delivery of public and private sources promotes
individual economic and social well-being, the Commission
believes that it will contribute to a reduction in crime.,

As the above discussions point out, both the prevention
(primary and secondary) of crime and delinquency, and the measurement
of correctional program success to rehabilitate are complex issues.
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This discussion does not suggest that correctional and other subsystems
of criminal/juvenile justice should not be held accountable for their
efforts. However, it does suggest that cne should be cautioned as to
how much can bhe expected of the justice systems alone. Also, it
suggests that in interpreting data from evaluation efforts such as
recidivism studies, one should be cautious so as not to attribute too
much to their findings. These types of studies can only be regarded
as additional input for decision-making == the hest available data
within current resource limitations. While they do not provide the
total answer to what is happening, they do provide pertinent infor-
mation, 1f appropriately analyzed and utilized.

Bafore concluding the present discussion,; an important caveat is
warranted. The Department's ability to perform recidivism and other
forms of research are limited by two factors. First, the current
size of the Department's Research and Analysis staff precludes any
form of extensive research, such as large=scale cost-effectiveness or
process evaluations. Secondly, and most devastating to future research
efforts, as a result of the passage and implementation of House Rill
1427 (effective July 1, 1974), juvenile courts are not providing the
Department®s data system with the names of juveniles handled by the
Department's intake and probation staff. As a result, there is no
way of assessing recidivism rates in the future. In a time of national
and statewide concern at making the criminal justice system more
accountable for its activities, this piece of legislation represents

an anomaly.

Purpose and Scope of Study

The current study represents an analysis of the referrals and
re-referrals handled by the State Department of Juvenile Services.
Baecause of the study's inclusion of more than just delinguents and
Children in Need of Supervision (i.e., juvenile status offenses),
it cannot be regarded as a pure recidivism study. (However, the
findings of the research do provide some insight as to recidivism).

Although most of the Department's efforts are devoted to the
handling of delingquents and Children in Need of Supervision (CINS),
the Department does perform preliminary inquiries on referred,
alleged dependent, neglected,; dependent and neglected, and mentally
handicapped children. Recommendations for disposition pertaining to
these juveniles are made toc juvenile court. If these vouths are not
also alleged toc be delinguent or CINS, no further services are
provided by the Department. Although Department of Juvenile Services
contacts with these youths are minimal, they are included in the
Juvenile Services' data system and, therefore, reflected in this
study.

another reason why the Department does not regard this as
purely a recidivism research, is because the case and rate statistics
presented in the tables of the report include the initial referral
statistics, as well as re-referral data. As we define recidivism,

it should only relate to subsequent contacts with the justice system,

The present study represents an attempt te obtain increased
kncewledge as to the numbers and types of re-contacts the Department
has with those juveniles referred to it. As is the situation with
most initial research efforts, the results of the study have raised

many questions and issuv2s which require follow-up research. In




particular, the Department sees the need for an indepth study to
determine the reasons for delinquent and CINS recidivism, as a logical
follow-up to this study, which only provides some quantitative
measurement of the nature and scope of the problem. However, as
mentioned previously, under current legislation the Department's
ability to conduct recidivism studies is severely limited due to the
unavailability of the names of juveniles handled by intake and
probation staff subsequent to June 30, 1974,

As implied above, one major question is addressed in this study:
to what extent do those referred to the Department of Juvenile Services
become involved again with the Department througli referral. By
designing this study to measure the number of juveniles who are
referred back to the system, regardless of the disposition of the
previous referral, the findings give a thorough and candid self-
appraisal of Juvenile Services in Maryland.

For the first time, this study provides the Department of
Juvenile Services the capability of identifying the number of young-
sters who do not return to it. In addition, it allows Juvenile
Services to identify the number of cases for which each individual
is responsible.

This massive; quantitative treatment of the proklem over such
an extended period of time provided an empirical base of data
sufficient in scope and magnitude to satisfy the most exacting of
requirements in this type of approach. Such a large data base
provides the means for a more detailed analysis of select charac-
teristics, with minimal danger of introducing errors resulting from
data cell insufficiency. For example, this study provides data for

each of the State's twenty-four subdivisions, sorted by each of

twenty-eight juvenile offenses and twenty-three juvenile court
dispositions. Ordinarily, such a detailed breakdown of data,
particularly in a small rural county, introduces a strong proba-
bility of error due to the limited quantitative aspect of the data

at that level; however, the comprehensive nature of the data base
covering such an extensive period of time minimizes this possibility.

This type of study is made possiﬁle only through the availability
of a computer. Without the capability of a computerized data system,
it would be virtually impossible to trace the records of almost
100,000 individual juveniles, over a period of six years, examining
more than 150,000 court records in each of twenty-four juvenile
court jurisdictions by the type of offense and court disposition.
Sampling estimates in dealing with this type of problem are found
to be wholly inadequate and the ability to calculate rates using the
entire target population greatly improves the accuracy and relia-
bility of the achieved results,

A limitation of this study is the inability to follow juvenile
offenders into the adult correctional system. This tracking capa-
bility would be very desirable in terms of allowing each agency to
learn more about its own type of offender (for example, learning
the mitigating effects of specific treatment programs on early
criminal behavior patterns and characteristics). However, Juvenile
Services administrative and policy issues, especially in the area
of confidentiality of juvenile records and the non-criminality of

juvenile offenses, preclude at this point such an inter-agency

approach to the recidivism problem.




Definition of Terms

For purposes of this study, the term "re-referral'" means referral
back to this agency on the occasion of a new referral requiring some
form of disposition by DJS,°and occuring on a date subsequent to that
of the original reason for referral. By definition, a minimum of two
contacts with DJS are necessary. In such cases, the type or reason
of contact (i.e., delinquency versus dependency and neglected) is
defined by the first of the two contacts. In the case of three or
more offenses; each separated by a specific time interval, the
reason for referral immediately preceding the last similarly defines
the type of contact. Generally, youth are referred back on the same
type of contact as the original; however, there are exceptions. For
example, if a youth's next to last referral was for delinguency, and
his last is for CINS, he is listed in the tables as a re-referral
under the delinquency category. Similarly, if the youth's next to
last referral is for delinquency, and he returns as a neglected child,
he is listed as a delinquency re-referral, even though the last act
is not delinquent. If the child's next to last referral is for
dependency and he returns as a delinquent, he is listed as a re-referral
under dependency. Further, a single juvenile may have had several
contacts over a period of time, shifting back and forth between
delinguency, CINS, and/or nonmdelinquency categoriess This shifting
about among categories provides further explanation as to why the
present study is regarded as a re-referral study, rather than pure
recidivism research, for we are studying the interrelationships
ancng delinguents, CINS, and non=delinquent categories.

In examining the tables included in the study, it should be noted
that the column labeled "Cases," subdivided into '"re-referral cases"

and "total cases," refers collectively to the group of cases for which

* Department of Juvenile Services
10

"juvenile re-referrals" are responsible (including the original

referral) and the total of all the cases. The "rate per 100,"

refers to the percentage of "total cases" for which juvenile
re=referrals are responsible (including the original reason for
referral). Similarly, the adjacent column of "individual
juveniles" which is subdivided into "juvenile re-referrals" and
"total juveniles," refers respectively to the number of "individual
re-referrals" (i.e., persons) and to the group of "total individual
juveniles." Rates for individuals are compiled similarly as those
for "cases." Therefore, the rate per 100 for juvenile re-referrals

includes the original reason for referral.
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Cases Versus Individuals

Historically, the terms "recidivism" and "recidivists" have been
used synonymously, even though '"recidivist" refers to the individual
who is referred back to court, while "recidivism" refers to the total
volume of cases committed by the individual recidivist. (For example,
if one recidivist commits 10 new offenses, the given recidivism rate
would be 10 for the single recidivist).

The terms have been used synonymously because, historically,
statistics were only available on the number of recidivism cases.

Data collection methods lacked the capability of separating indivi-
duals from cases on such a large scale,

In this study, Maryland had the capability of identifying both
the number of individual youths who were re=referrals (juvenile
re-referrals) and the number of cases they accounted for (re-referral
cases)o. Having—adopted re-referral cases as one criterion of assessing
what happens to juveniles in contact with DJS,; the Department also felt
that it is important, programmatically and administratively, to know

the number of youngsters returning to DJS, as it is to know the total

volume of services being provided ror all youths coming into and
returning to the system.

This approach of distinguishing cases from individuals is
applicakle both to recidivism studies, as well as studies addressing
any other reasons for referral, such as for dependency, neglect, and
mentally handicapped children. Consequently, this important distinc=-
tion between cases and individuals has been made in the current
research and, hopefully, can be continued in any subsequent research

the Department can conduct to assess recidivism rates.
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Table Users -~ Explanation

In order to facilitate a better understanding of the tables
presented in the report, a discussion of their content, the data
base used and the method employed in compiling them will enable
the reader to visualize the concept more clearly and thus better
understand their intent and purpose. lThe following paragraphs
provide such a description.

Each table 1lists separately delinquency offenses, CINS
(Children In Need of Supervision) and non-delinquency referrals,
and each column has 1in additicn to its regular heading a letter
(A, B, C, D) under it. This is done to facilitate a discussion
cf the interrelationship of each. A description of the statevade
table {(see Table 1) is discussed below; each of the county
tables are identical except for the numbers.

Column A - Total Cases represents 151,672 cases which were

examined in the study for the period 1967-=1973. This sum
includes 99.7% of all the formal and informal cases handled
by the agency during the period.® These cases are sorted
by offense, or referral reason.

Column B = Total Juveniles represents 98,783 different

individual juveniles who were involved in the 151,672 cases
in Column A. Through use of the computer it was possible
to maintain the individual identity, and no individual is
represented more than once in this count. These individuals

are also sorted by offense, or referral reeson.

* Due to incomplete data input in certain cases, .3% of the cases
were excluded.




Column C -~ Juvenile Re~Referrals represents a total of

24,211 individual juvenile re-referrals who were identified
from the group of 98,733 individuals in Column 3. This
identity was established on the basis of the individual
being referred to the agency on two or more occassions ~n
new charges. Irrespective of the'numger of referrals

which he represents however, the individual re=referral

is counted only once in this group.

Column D -~ Re-Referral Cases represents the total collective

group of 74,844 cases represented by the 24,211 individual

re-referrals in Column C (inclusive of the original

referral), and which are part of the total cases in

Column A, These are also sorted by the offense, or

reason for referral,

To provide a better understanding of the data base used and

the method employed to compile the data shown in these columns,
the following illustration will describe an abbreviated format of
a computer printout showing both the manner in which cases and date
elements are stored in this data base and the manner in whi " the
data for this study was identified and compiled. The names, dates,

and other information shown are fictitious.

Data Base Printout & Compilation = Simulated

Re~Refarral Re~Referral Last First Middle Date of Disposiviou Gffense

Cases = Cases Individuals Individuals  Name Name  Initial Birth ate Code

14

1 ] 1 1 Adans, James  C, 10/12/58 01/12/68 12
1 1 0 0 Adams, James  Co 10/12/58 02/2k/68 11
1 1 0 1 Ajax, William R. 11/11/59 07/01/67 02
1 1 1 0 Ajax Willian R 11/11/59 08/02/68 04
1 1 0 0 Ajax, Willian R, 11/11/59 09/03/60 05

1 0 1 Amen, John T, 12/10/55 01/04/70 02
5 6 2 3

() ) © (8)

The left half of the illustration is an abbreviated version of
the tables used, The headings are similar as are the letters under
each column (D), (A), (C), (B)s The right half is a simulation of
the IBM data base printout. 1In the data base, names are filed
alphabetically and each line represents a new case. Each new case
is filed chronologically after the last case for that same juvenile.
Example: Adams, James C.'s first case was disposed of on 01/12/68
for offense 12; his second offense referral was disposed of on
02/24/68 for code 1l when he became one re-referral involving two
cases. Ajax, William R.'s first case was disposed of on 07/01,/67
for offense code 02; his second offense referral was disposed of on
08/02/68 for offense code 04 and his third offense referral was
disposed of on 09/03/69 for offense code 05. He is identified as
one re-referral individual with three cases. Amen, John T.,
appearing only once on 01/04/70 for offense code 02 is not recorded
as a re-referral.

In compiling the tabulation as shown on the left, in column (D)
there are 5 cases involving re-~referrals, 2 for Adams, John T. and 3
for Ajax, William R, Column A shows a total of all the cases, which
includes in addition 1 case for Amen,; John T, Column C totals only
two individual re-referrals, Adams, John C. and Ajax, William R., By
definition, Amen, John T. is not an individual re-referral and is not
included. However, in Column B, all three people, Adams, John C.,
Ajax, William R.,, and Amen, John T. represent individual juveniles
and therefore are c<ounted as such in the total.

As stated earlier, the reason for referral to the Department
immediately preceding the last contact, defines the type of referral.
For example, if a youth's next to last referral was for delinquency,

and his last is for CINS, he is listed in the tables as a re-referral
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under the delinquency category. Conversely, if the youth's next

to last referral is for CINS; and he returns as a delinquent child,
he is listed as a CINS re-referral, even though the last act was
delinquent. Generally however, youth are referred back on the same
type of referral - i.e., delinquent-delinquent, CINS-CINS, etc.

This basic procedure was used by the computer to tabulate the
data for all counties and on a Statewide basis. A variation of
this same procedure, using disposition code, rather than offense
code, was used to compile data in the second section of this
study dealing with disposition as treatment mode.

Conceptually, this study represents a bilateral approach to
the study of re~referrals. Traditionally, studies have concentrated
on a recidivism case study approach, tabulating collectively groups
of multiple cases without attempting to track and identify the
individuals responsible. This study adds two other dimensions with
the help of modern technology and the computer: (1) an assessment

of CINS, delinquent and non-delinquent referrals; and (2) distin-

guishing cases from individuals.

RE-REFERRALS BY COMPLAINT CATEGORY
Highlights

Slightly more than 75% of the individual juveniles referred to
Juvenile Services between 1968 and 1973 were involved in the system
only one time and were never referred back. Conversely, only 25%
of the individuals referred to Juvenile Services in this six-year
period were involved in re-referrals (as defined in this study = a
new referral on a new charge on a date subsequent to that of the
original charge). This 25% accounts for nearly 50% of the cases
referred.

Within the various subdivisions, the rates vary from a high of
43% of the individuals re-referred, accounting for nearly 72% of the
cases referred in Howard County, to a low of 14% of the individuals
accounting for 26% of the total cases referred in Queen Anne's Countye.

The general pattern shows both the individual and case re-referral
rates to be highest in the urban counties, and lowest in the more
rural onese.

In terms of reason for referral ("complaint code'"), those cases

and individual juveniles who were involved in Auto-Theft, Robbery and

Burglary appeared to be most frequent re-referrals, with a re-referral
rate higher than 30%, accounting for more than 60% of those categories
of the cases. Two other offense categories, Assault and Larceny

exhibited very similar high rates. Because of the limited number of

cases involved in two other high rate categories, Purse Snatching and
Glue Sniffing, final determination will require more substantive
corroboration.

The re-referral CINS (Child in Need of Supervision) rates of

Runaway, Truancy, and Ungovernable, averaging 34% of the individuals

17
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and accounting for 57% of those types of cases, was almost as high as
the highest delinquency offenses (Auto Theft, Robbery, and Burglary,
as noted above). Re-referral rates for Dependency and Neglect cases
were the lowest for the entire group, averaging only 1l1% for the
individuals, and accounting for 21% of the cases referred,

Only 16% of the individuals committing Narcotics Violation
offenses were re-referred in the six-year period. However, nearly
47% of all the cases referred for that offense were re-referral cases.
In comparing rates of individuals and cases by offense, this category
has the highest rate; 3.65 cases per individual re-referral. This
suggests that the Narcotics Violator was more apt to repeat as a
Narcotics Violator rather than for a different offense. The third
highest such rate was Glue Sniffing and other Inhalents, which had
a rate of 3,39 cases per individual re~referral. Two other offenses
with similar high rates of cases per individual were Auto Theft, and
Burglary/Breaking and Entering, with respective rates of 3.56 and 3.39.

In the following pages listing rates by the various subdivisions,
there is considerable variation county by county and offense by
offense, particularly in relation to urban-rural patterns. In general,
it appears that the incidence and type of offense committed is largely
a function of demographic factors related to the type of population
distributione.

As an aid to analysis and interpretation of the tables in this
section, non-delinquency referrals are presented separately from
delinquency and CINS referrals. A more detailed discussion of this
separation, as well as its lack of purity as mutually exclusive

categories, were discussed earlier.

* As noted earlier, case rates include the initial reason for referral.
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TABLE 22 Allegany County = se~referral by Camplaint Code
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

Iz

o
o
Allegany County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re=referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Rurber Delinquency=CINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 180
DELINQUENT
01  Arson 7 0 7 0
02  Assault 38 94 40,k 8 B 10,7
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 33 59 5569 12 38 31.6
0%  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 71 150 47.3 17 112 15.2
05 larceny 15} 168 k.6 23 111 20,7
06  Rebbery 2 5 40,0 1 4 5.0
07  Disorderly Conduct 13 b1 31,7 4 30 13.3
08  Sex Offense 3 11 27.3 2 8 25.0
03  Vandalisam v 53 §1.5 9 50 22,5
11 Narcotics ¥iolatien 9 26 3h06 26 0
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Intalants '
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 28 89 315 11 72 15.3
1 Sheplifting 13 52 25,0 b 47 8.5
15 Purse Snatching 4 0 2 0
16  Ffirearzs/Deadly Weapon Violation 2 5 4,0 4 0
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods b 7 5701 2 5 40,0
18 Trespassing ’1* 0 1 0
19 False Fire Alarm 1 2560 1 3%.;
TOTAL DELIMNQUENT 3T N3 50,6 B “’55% .
CIRS
21 Runaway 50 68 73:5 19 35 54e3
22 Truancy 28 59 §745 16 37 43,2
23 dUngovernable 141 210 67.1 51 118 43,2
TOTAL CINS 219 s 5.0 T8 190 562
OTHERS
k0  Mentally Handicapped 1 1 10C.0 1 0
60  Special Proceedings 105 249 k2,2 b 192 17,7
92 Violation of Supervision 12 12 12092 L 2 sg.o
2 Miscellaneous 0 1,337 o 22 97 22,8
TOTAL OTHERS % 145 57 o LI ez
Reteferral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
KOM-DELT NQUENT
30 Heglect 73 143 37.1 31 1% 295
31  Dependency 22 ?’I 23.8 gg 2; zé.g
32 Dependency & Neglect 1 5 cg A o
TOTAL NONW DELINQUEWCY v 128 85 s ) 195 8.5
GRAND TOTAL 1,359 2,995 5.4 516 2,147 2h,0)
® €y (©) (8)
TABLE 32 Anne Arundel County — Ro-referral by Cocplaint Code
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973
T
Anne Arundel County Cases Individual Juveniles i
4
Coce le=referral Total Rate Per i Juvenile Total Rate Per §
umher Delinquency-LINS COffenses Lases Lases i00 : Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELINIUENT ;
01  Arson 49 89 5.1 j 1 49 224
02  Assault 7k 827 85,2 g 126 566 22.3 |
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 3% eoh 67,5 93 290 32,1
Ok  Burglary-Breaking % Entering 722 1,155 63,1 218 E 98 36.5
05 larcany 433 802 51.5 i 13 i 586 27,0
06  Robbery i 51 7 £8.9 19 17 50 §2.5
07  Disordzrly Conduct 9 393 8.6 g 61 270 2.6
03  Sex Offense 11 ) 32,5 ik 5 26 15:4
0 Vancalisa 188 419 L bho9 4 & 279 21,9
11  Narcotics Yiolation g4 17 i8,6 ; ; 51 31 } 16.3
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Irhalents % 53 58,1 : 9 ; b i Zhob
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 79 170 56,5 i g 24 133 18,0
1k Shoplifting 52 ik 29.9 y 19 143 13.3
15  Purse Snatching ! i 100,0 g 1® 1000
16  Firearos/Desdly Weapon Violation ] 16 9 51,0 a 9 ' 38 32,1
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 19 % che3 4 B § 22 13.8 |
18 Tresgassing 32 63 50.8 1 3 5 Bl ]
19 False fire Alera ‘ - o
[0TAL DELTAGUENT b 13 - S I 7 56T 53
% I3
CIAS { i ! i .
21 Runaway ; 164 280 5806 ' 50 157 29.9
22 Truancy i 781 60,3 . 185 | k1 43,3
23 Ungaovernable - 439 814 £0.1 : 161 453 ] 3505
TOTAL CIKS 1,124 .85 “E0.0 296 iﬁ’?’ 318 |
OTHERS i i ¥
50  Mentaliy Handicapped 3 11 27,3 g 1 8
60  Special Proceedings 1 ! 0 h kil L
90  Violationm of Supervision 16 17 ; 841 ﬁ 2 i5 13.3
24 Miscellancous 578 1,09 52,9 167 670 26,9
TOTAL OTHERS ~%57 K’Tz% 557 169 T o
I Rereverral Yotal Rato Per Juvenile Totss inte Per |
Hon-Delinquency Referrals b ases Cases 100 _ fe-reforrals ||  Juvenlles 100 |
AOX-DELT HQUENT i ] 9 ]
30 Meglect : 131 3 : 4653 ' 58 128 2005
31 Dependency 1 06 259 ! Bed ! 57 278 0.6
32 Depaendancy & Heglect A ) 19 57.4 : ) | 1% 8.6
TOTAL NON DELTKQUERCY t g oy T T | 5 =
! , |
GRAND TOTAL i 5,718 | 8,777 ; 538 Tl 1516 | 5k i 229
9) {n) ) {8)

© founted as individual in county vhere previcus offense w3s comaiiled
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TABLE 4: Baltimore Covnt; - Re=-referral by Complaint Cede

July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Baltimore County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re~referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
fucher Delinquency-CINS Gffenses Lases Cases 100 Re~referrals Juveniles 100
DELIKQUENT
1  Arson 18 52 ko6 7 50 17.5
02  Assault 776 1,525 50,9 242 1,001 24,2
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Uss 803 1,170 68,6 217 571 38,0
0%  Burglary-Bresking & Entering 1,031 1,930 53.k 323 1,175 2765
05  larceny 850 1,631 52,1 54 1,024 24,8
06  Robbery 3 118 61,9 22 2! 31,0
07  Disorderly Conduct 580 1,107 52.4 183 672 27.2
08  Sex Offense 52 126 4103 17 88 19.3
09  Vandalism 232 589 43,9 78 350 22,3
11 Narcotics Violation 308 764 40,3 82 637 12.9
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Innalents b6 68 6706 1 36 3066
13  Alcoholic Beverage Violation 132 311 42,4 4o 246 16.3
14 Shoplifting 322 807 3.9 116 612 19.0
15 Purse Snatchmg 4 g9 S4.h 1 6 16.7
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation [2] 103 12.8 27 52 5149
.17 Rec/Poss of Stolan Goods 10 19 5206 2 13 15.4
18 Trespassing 77 176 5308 30 127 236
19 False Fire Alarm 1 4 25,0 4 0
TOTAL DELXNQUENT 5,350 10,559 . jN57 B,725 2.5
CIKS
21 Runaway 628 956 6507 2 505 41.8
22 Truancy 466 824 5606 177 466 38,0
23  Ungovernable 8 1,314 6%.1 217 7 s
TOTAL CIKS ‘1“;‘9%’ 3,@ . TJ% %g
OTHERS
40  Mentally Handicapped 7 2 333 1 19 5e3
60  Special Proceedings 2 9 22,2 9 0
92 Violation of Supervision 51 52 98,1 12 3 3644
2 Miscellaneous 980 2,136 45, 1 1,400 22,4
TOTAL OTHERS ;00 "TZ!%E’ Ex) —i% BRIy x
Re~referral Total Rate Fer Juvenile fotal Kate Per
KorDelinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-veferrals Juveniles 100
NOK-DELI HQUENT
30 HNeglect k36 1,238 35l 179 911 19,6
3; gependency . 90 561 2%2 32 308 10,k
3 apendency eglect 108 %0 28, 59 ] ;10 19,0
TOTAL NOR DELINQUEKRCY 3] s o 270 s »
GRAND TOTAL 8,987 17,740 5007 2,913 11,424 5.5
() ' ) © (8
TABLE 5: Calvert Coun Re=refarral by Complaint Code
gﬁ'l June 30, 19 ;3
Calvert County Cases Individual Juveniles
Cods fe-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Humber Delinquency=CINS Offenses (ases Casas 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
DELI KQUENT
01  Arson 3 7 £2.9 1 6 16.7
02  Assault 1k k5 311 4 36 1Ll
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 8 17 47,1 ! 12 333
0%  Burglary-Breakin, & Entering S 123 43.9 15 79 19,0
5 larceny 51 124 41,1 15 87 17.2
06  Robbery 2 3 6607 2 0
€T Disorderly Conduct 15 37 40,5 8 26 30,8
08  Sax Offense 2 8 25,0 1 7 14,3
09  Vandalism 15 40 375 3 33 9,1
11 Marcotics Vielation 18 40 45.0 5 28 179
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 12 ke 26,1 3 40 165
14 Shoplifting 5 19 2623 16 0
15 Purse Snatching 1 ] 1 0
6 F 1rearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 5 9 5506 3 6 5060
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 2 3 66,7 3 0
18  Trespassing L 15 2667 2 12 16.7
19 false Fire Alarm b 0 2 0
TOTAL DELINQUENT 70 5 8.9 R 56 ROY
CIKS
21 Runaway 25 57 52,1 9 39 23.1
22 Truancy 27 79 3ho2 9 57 15,8
23 Ungovernable 56 110 0,9 5 66 799
. TOTAL CIKS Y07 . T 167 .
OTHERS ’
b0  Mentally Handicapped 1 1 1000 1 100.0
60  Special Proceedings
90  Violation of Supervision ‘
2k Miscellaneous 16 70 22,9 6 59 10,2
TOTAL OTHERS 7 ) 39 -7 59 .
. Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Hon-Jelinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
HON-DELI RJUENT
30 Neglect 5 32 15,6 20 0
31 Dependency 4 14 28,6 2 11 18.2
32 Dependency & Neglect ? 63 o2 1 62 1.6
~ TOTAL HON DELIKQUEHCY <7 165 “‘rg’j’ -3 Ik x
GRAND TOTAL 345 967 35.7 17 720 16,3
o . W © (8)

* Counted as individual in county where previous offense was committed




TABLE 62 Caroline County - Re=referral by Complalint Ceds

o July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973
;‘4___7‘ m - = a S
Carolire County rf Lases ! Individual Juveniles
i
Code fe=referral otal Rate Per Juvenile Total Rato Per
Humber Delinquency=CIRS Offenses Cases Cases 1 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELTNQUENT i ) 5
01 Arson it {
02 Assault J 2 8 1.1 7 3
§3  Auto Thefi-Unauthorized Use K 5 3 £2.5 ! 2 ) 33.3
04  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 13 %2 43.3 5 : 21,7
05 larceny 17 7 3602 8 37 2146
06  Robbery % 0 g 5 0
07  Disorgerly Conduct 5 ] 5 0
08  Sex Offense 1 0 1 0
{9 Vandalisa 7 1 50,0 3 9 33,3
11 Narcotics Vieolation i 0 i ¢
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13  Alcoholic Beverage Violation 2 3 £3.7 2 0
ik Shoplifting 5 3 62.5 A 2 5 40,0
15 Purse Snatching ;
16  firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 2 i | ? 0
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods i
18  Trespassing 1 2 50,0 ! 2 ¢
19  False Fire Alarm .
TOTAL DELIMQUENT =z 3 b 10 % " 0a8
(W]
21 Runaway 11 il 55.0 5 1 | 723
22 Truancy 4 38 25,8 8 26 i 30,8
23 Ungovernable s 76 56,0 _%% ; 58 i 2201
TOTAL CINS o T “EE 8 } i ] i 603
OTHERS : i 3 y
40  Meatally Mandicenped { . 2 . . 1 : 2
60  Spscial Proceedinos ' 2 d Lo 3§ 2 ( i
90  Violation of Supervision . ; .j
24 Miscellaneous ’ ! ! 20 _é_% s ’ 7 j G : i3,k
TOTAL OTHERS B Wi g ]| =7 : My i 7.5
Lo 1 !
; - R B vy fotal Kate Per | 1§  Juvenile g {otal : Nate Per
Ron-Selinquency Refarrals L ' Lises {ases i | 1 Rereferrals 3 suysn.ies i 100
b i -
KOX-DELT HOUENT ; i i " ;
30 Heglect £ 1 112 i7%0 ; 9 20 i 9,0
31  Dependercy { b5 3 11 Jo0 : 5 ? 5 i 502
32  Dependency & Haglect P i il L 4 , el i 0
TOTAL KON DELYROUENCY = z ‘{ = N B3 38 I &7
T LT f 4 } i o 3 |
GRAED TGTAL i ! i 500 )3 ;f 1 67 i 461 ; 45
L. BT TR I PR \’ﬁ" “ o= (g) 53_{3
TABLE 7: Carroll County ~ Re~referra: by Complairt Cogo
July I, 1967 = June 37, 153
Carrel} Counly 2 E £3ses }3 Individual Juveniles
‘ L
Code Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Kumber Dslinguency=CINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELY KQUERT
01  Arsen 8 15 5303 1 12 803
02  Assault 20 37 kel 6 12 8.6
035  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 2 &2 50,0 11 2 393
0k  Burglary-3reaking & Entering 53 107 Shol 23 £5 33.8
05 larceny : 43 ! 124 o7 15 % 15.6
06  Robbery 1 i 1 100, 1 ‘ 0
07  Disorcerly Coniuct % : 3 16,2 i i # 249
08  Sex Gifense 3: 2 0 2 b 0
09  Vandalisa 19 ] Zhob 5 i 15.6
11  Harcotics Yiolation 13 33 39,4 3 29 10.3
12 lue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 1 1 100,0 1° 100.0
13 Alcsholic Beverage Violation 9 17 52.9 5 10 50.0
1  Shoplifting 2 5 40,0 5 1
15 Purse Snetching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 5 7 7ok 1 3 33.3
18 Trespassing 1 3 33,3 1 2 SOog
19  False Fire Alarm 1 o 1 2 o
TOTAL DELIMQUENT 199 WSZ %%é T b ‘;%‘E
CIAS
21 Runaway 17 50 34,0 8 38 21,1
22 Truancy 8§ 19 42,1 1 14 7ol
23  Ungovernables 24 57 42,1 11 L3 208
TOTAL CINS 5. 1% . ) 5 .
OTHERS
L0  Mentally Handicapped 2 0 2 0
€0  Special Proceedings
92 Violation of Supervision 2 3 10092 1 2 ?000
2 Hiscellaneous 4 111 9, 11 8 ;"g
TOTAL OTHERS K7} T ‘%5”?‘ T ‘{7“
Rozoferral Total Rte For Tovenils Total Rote Por
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re=reforral Juveniles 100
RON-DELT RQUENT
3 HNeglect 0 74 15,7 8 112 701
31 Dependency \ ZZ 0 g% g,,
32 Dependency & Heglect 8 8, 7]
TOTAL NON DELIKQUENCY Z i “‘TT%‘ "I% 169 ""5’;%
o GRAND TOTAL 319 92 35 17 715 16:4
(0) () © ()

* Counted as individual in county where previous offenss was committed



TABLE 8¢ Cecil County = Re—referral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

o
o
Cecil County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re=referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Tot_al Rate Per
Number Delinquency=CINS Cffenses Cases Cazes 100 Re~referral Juveniles 100
DELIKIUERT
01  Arsen 16 58 27,6 b L6 8.7
02  Assault 50 11;’) k3,1 20 78 25,6
63  Auto Theft-llnauthorized Use kg g4 52.1 20 60 33.3
04 Burglary-Breaking & Entering 93 19% 47.9 31 137 22.6
05  Llerceny 104 233 bk, 6 35 163 21.5
06  Robbery 3 69 3303 113 Zg .
07  Disorderly Conduct 66 167 39.5 27 .
08  Sex Offense 3 g 33,3 3 6 50,0
03 Vandalism kg ) 112 42,9 23 76 30.2
11 HKarcotics Vio}ation . 9 3‘3 2(3).,1 3 32 g.
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13  Alcoholic Beverage Violation 16 50 k0,0 4 3% 11,4
1 Shoplifting 2 12 16,7 11 0
i 1 1 100.0 1® 100,0
15 Purse Snatching ) 0
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 3 5 60,0 1 23.
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 2 0 2 g
18 Trespassing ? 18 27.8 i lg .;I)
19  False Fire Alarm g 2%»% ;%
TOTAL DELIRQUERT ) ol o 7% 797 R
CIKS
21 Runawa 52 161 32.3 15 127 11.8
22 Truam:; 81 izg 67.'{ 2 lg% ‘02.9
23  Ungovernable % 6 g%g % ; -é
TOTAL CINS o 3 .
ontal H 2 9 22,2 9 0
40  Mentally Handicapped s
60  Special Proceedings . 1 2 500 1 1 100.0
90  Violation of Supervision
2k Hiscellaneous 62 1%5 40,3 19 117 16,2
TOTAL OTHERS 5 ‘ ot 127 o
fotal Rate Per Juvenile lotal Kate Per
Nen-Delinquency Referrals “Hc‘;fsi’;"ﬂ Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
RON-DELT NQUENT
30 Neglect 13 60 217 2 20 12:0
31  Dependency 5 Nealoot 1% 70 iz.z ; 2 g
32 Dependency & Keglec % o ’é g.
TOTAL NON DELI HQUENCY =37 - 17 :
GRAND TOTAL 7% 1,904 4.8 286 1,363 21.0
(® (») ©) (8)
< Coyntod as individual in cousty whoro provieus offonse was cexitied
TABLE 9: Charles County = Re=rgferral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Charles County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Numher Delinguency-CIRS Cffenses Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELT XUERT
01  Arson b 14 2846 1 12 8.3
02  Assault ky 119 345 14 99 14,1
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 4% 73 58,9 18 LY4 h2,9
04  Burglery-Breaking & Entering 6h 147 k3.5 27 109 2.8
05 Larceny 5% 139 3801 19 10% 18,3
-06 - Rabbery 8 18 LR 2 15 13.3
07  Gisurdcely Conduct 3 19 15.8 1 18 546
08  Sex Offense 8 13 61.5 3 7 k2.9
09  Vandalism 27 80 33.8 11 68 16.2
11 Narcotics Violation 14 36 38.9 1 33 3.0
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 2 ] 2 0
13 Alcohclic Beverage Violation 16 41 39,0 3 38 78
1% Sheplifting 11 60 18,3 3 56 Sok
15  Purse Snatching '
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation z 7 28,6 7 0
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 5 16 31.3 2 13 15.4
18 Trespassing 3 7 42,9 2 ? lpg,o
19 False Fire Alarm 1 0
TOTAL DELTBQUENT 0z Wi BT 107 %] T30
CIKS
21 Runaway 5% 137 43.1 25 94 2666
22 Truancy 62 184 2790 28 ﬁ‘g 20.3
23 Ungovernable 8 178 752 38
TOTAL CIKS - . 4T "%"g‘
OTHERS
k0  -¥entally Handicapped 1 5 20,0 5 0
60  Special Proceedings 1 2 50,0 1 1 100.0
92 Violation of Supervision 46 147 85,7 1 112 ﬁo.g
2 Miscellaneous 74 0 o0 18 o
TOTAL OTHERS ] . ) 'IETU
. Re-referral Yotal Rate Per Juvenile iotal Rate Per
Non-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
ROR-DELI NQUENY
30 Neglect % 162 33e3 26 129 20,2
;; gepengency & Realect § zg 1222 1 12 (5;3
ependency & Heglec 1 1
TOTAL NOH DELINQUENCY -z o5 “‘31"% —57 5 Tz
N -
~ GRAKD TOTAL 622 1,63 3840 245 1,259 19.5
()] (a) © (8)




TABLE 10: Dorchester County = Re-referral by Cozplaint Cods
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

%) - e
w
Dorchester County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re<referral Total Rate fer Juvenile Total Rate Per
Rumber Belinquency=CINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re<referrals Juveniles 100
DELINQUERT
01  Arsen 5 11 k5,5 2 7 2846
02  Assault 174 69 60,9 14 45 311
03 Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 11 2k 45.8 5 18 27.8
0%  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 832 72 50,0 g 50 18,0
05  larcen 182 46,2 o
06 Robber§ 1 2 '52‘:0 3? 12} lgéog
07  Disorderly Conduct by 50 5.6 10 64 15,6
08  Sex Offense 2 1 18,2 1 9 11.1
09  Vandalism 49 102 48,0 20 69 29,0
11 Harcotics Violation b 11 36,5 r4 8 5.0
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 2 2 100,0 2 0
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 12 27 bhob 1 23 k.3
14 Shoplifting 16 42 38,1 5 3 14,7
15 Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 1 0 1 0
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 3 3 160,0 : 1 100.0
18  Trespassing 4 k 100,0 3= 100.0
19 ¥alse Fire Alarm
TOTAL DELINQUENT 317 3 57,8 Ti7 53 ol
CIAS
21 Runaway 10 31 32,3 5 %5 20,0
22 Truancy 23 b 56,1 8 5] 32,0
23 lsgovernabls 30 48 523% 12 27 hh 4
ToTAL CINS 53 ~1% i, 7 .
OTHERS
k0  Mentally Handicapped 2 8 25.0 1 7 143
60  Special Proceedings 1 0 1 0
90  Violation of Supervision I 1 100.0 1 0
2% Miscellaneous 34 72 b7.2 15 h7 3.9
TOTAL OTHERS 37 82 45,1 16 56 86
Re-raferral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Non-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re~referrals Juveniles 100
ROX-DELT NQUENT g \
30 HNeglect 1 0 k0.0 6 4] 20,7
31 Dependency 22 113 25.3 16 9% 17,0
32 Dependancy & Heglect ZE 17, 1 22 ﬁ.g
TOTAL KON DELINQUTRCY L% Zle3 23 o
[ GRAND TOTAL LT 1,031 LLN ) 176 731 24l
(0) () © (8
* Three ceunted as individuals in county uvhere previous offenses vore connitted
TABLE 11z Frederick County ~ Re-referral by Complaint Code
July 1; 1967 = June 30, 1973
Frederick County Cases Individual Juveniles
Coce Re~referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Rurbzr folinquency-CIHS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re~referrals Juveniles 100
DELIKIUENT
0 Arson 16 22 7207 7 10 70.0
02  Assault 117 165 70,9 3 89 48,3
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 69 90 76,7 21 bo 52.5
% 5urglary—8reaking % Entering g(l) ggg g;og 2; };g ;Z-g
arceny 1o .
06  Rotbery 21 28 75.0 8 1% 571
07  Discraerly Conduct 5§ 8; ggoz 1{ 42 %g.;
08  Sex Offensa o N
09  VYandalism 3 59 5746 13 3 41,9
11  Marcotics Violation 4’ 51 5609 13 38 3he2
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 2 2 100,0 1 1 100,0
13 Alcoholic Beverage Vielation ? 15 k6,7 1 1k 7.1
14 Shoplifting 6 16 3765 2 14 14,3
15  Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deasly Weapon Violation 1 3 33.3 3 0
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Geods 1 2 50,0 1 1 100.0
18 Trespassing 3 ’{ 7‘(5)00 ’lf 8
19  False Fire Alara v i
TOTAL DELIKQUENT 68k 1909*71 62,5 226 bl5 .
CIRS
21 Runaway n 1% 52,6 26 8k 31,0
22 Truancy 28 60 3:6.,2 7 3(9) 1769
23 Ungovernable g% l%g 71 % %
TOTAL CIAS ‘ 5901
OTHERS
40  Mentally Handicapped 2 3 66,7 1 2 50,0
60  Special Proceedings 5 7 7.k 2 5 %0,0
92 Violstion of Supervision 110 2%% 9003 " . 8 37.g
2 Hiscellaneous i .,T%
TOTAL OTHERS ‘*1%6 =765 “%% 5 %.5
Re=referral Total Kate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Kon-Delinguency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re~referrals Juveniles 100
HON-DELY NQUENT ) 1 5.1
30 Heglect 3 12 5o0 o
b ; A . :
ependency & Neglec 1 o
TOTAL KOK DELIRQUENCY Lot
» GRAKD TOTAL 1,038 1,736 598 %0 1,020 $e3
()] @) © (8)




TABLE 12: Garrett Count

July 1, 19%7 - June 30, 1973

- Re=referral by Complaint Code

w
Q
Garrett County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re=referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Nurber Dalinquency=CIHS Offenses Cases Cases 160 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
DELIXIUERT
: 01  Arsen b 5 80,0 2 3 6607
‘ 02  Assault 12 27 b & 6 18 33.3
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 11 20 5500 4 16 25.0
; 0%  Burglery-Breaking & Entering 19 35 5403 8 23 348
5 ierceny 13 51 2545 3 45 607
06  Robbery 1 0 1 0
07  Disorderly Conduct 5 5 20,0 3 22 13,6
08  Sex Gffense 5 6 83.3 6 0
09  Vandalism 3 14 214 12 0
11 Harcotics Violation 7 22 31.8 1 2 4.8
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13 Alcoholic Beverage Vielation 3 5 60,0 b 0
14 Shoplifting 1 b 16,7 6 0
35  Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Vioiation 1 1 100.0 1 0
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods
18 Trespassing 1 7 14,3 1 6 1607
19 False Fire Alare
TOTAL DELINQUERT ] b3 378 ¥ bt T15.2
CINS
21 Rusaway 16 26 61.5 4 15 2607
22 Truancy 10 23 k305 3 19 15.8
23 Ungoverpable 2 52 5109 B 36 3601
TOTAL CINS 53 101 52.5 20 70 28,6
OTHERS
k0  Mentally Handicapped 1 1 100.0 1 0
60  Special Proceedings 4 0 4 0
90  Violation of Supervision
24 Miscellaneous "}:2 %_27 29.6 18 15 154
TOTAL OTHERS 6 "3 T 50 .
Re=referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Kon-Delinguency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
HOR-DELI RQUENT
30 Heglect 16 97 16,5 ? 89 269
31  Dependency - . l’; 0 0 - 7 . og o
32 Dependenc eglect 9 %% s
TOTAL Nonynsuuouzucr ] . By '?%‘ k.1
GRAND TOTAL 209 5% %9 i 80 483 16,6
® (*) ©) (8)
+ @ Four ceuated ag indlvidunls inm county vhero proviews offonses were eemittcd
TABLE 13: Harford County = Re=referral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Harford County Cases Individual Juveniles
Coda Re~referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Rurber Delincuency=UINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELINGUENT
01  Arson 5 23 21.7 2 19 10.5
02  Assault 120 271 44,3 35 203 172
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 96 166 57,8 28 103 27.2
04  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 222 395 5602 67 242 27,7
05  larceny 2N 547 49,5 101 337 30,0
06  Robbery 17 2 70.8 6 13 46,2
07  Disorderly Conduct 88 2k6 35.8 29 185 1507
08  Sex Offense 13 18 12,2 4 8 50,0
09  Vandalism 69 210 32,9 5 16k 15,2
11 Harcotics Viclation L8 113 42,5 12 97 124
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents b 11 3644 2 9 22,2
13 Alcoholic Beverage Vielation 43 120 35.8 15 100 15.0
14 Shoplifting 53 225 23,6 22 197 11.2
15  Purse Snatching 1 1 1000 1 0
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 12 22 5409 3 16 18.8
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 2 6 3343 1 5 20,0
18 Trespassing 40 81 49,4 U 62 22,6
19 False Fire Alarm 1 1 100,0 1 0
TOTAL DELIRQUENT 1,105 2,480 o 366 19732 20,8
CINS
21 Runaway 131 280 46,8 50 192 26,0
22 Truancy 210 323 6500 76 170 4,7
23 Ungovernable 224 %? 66,1 88 184 47.8
TOTAL CIAS 33‘5’ o 3L 566 o
OTHERS
k0  Ventally Handicepped 1 b 250 b 0
60  Special Preceedings 12 27 44 4 2 20 10,0
90  Violation of Supervision 3 3 100,0 1 1 1000
2k Hiscellanecus 752 467 54,0 87 286 70,
TOTAL OTHERS i ‘ . ] s
. Re=referral " lotal Rate Per Juvenile Total Kate Per
Hon-Jelinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juyyveniles 100
NON-DELT RJUENT
30 HNeglect 92 231 39,8 36 in 2.1
31 Dependancy % 145 23k 16 119 13.4
32 Depercency & Neglect 25 81 N 13 67 194
TOTAL NON DELIAQUENCY T . T8 357 .
(%)
~ GRAND TOTAL 2,089 4,380 47.7 735 2,976 24,7
() (®) © (8)
E o - i PO




TABLE 14: Howard County = Re=taferral by {ezplaiat Lede

July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

W
N
Howard County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re=peferral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Rumber Delinguency=LINS Offenses Lases Cases 100 Re=referral Juveniles 100
DELT KGUERT
01  Arson i1 14 8.6 4 & 66,7
02  Assault 107 142 794 h 68 50.0
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 142 166 85.5 26 53 491
0% Burglary-Breaking & Entering 27 Zhy 80,0 5 133 5604
05  larceny 163 214 7642 50 94 3.2
06  Robbery 12 17 70.6 7% 6 100.0
07  Disordsrly Conduct 61 81 75.3 16 26 kbok
08  Sex Offense 6 11 54,5 3 ] 50,0
09  Vandalism 64 88 72,7 23 Ly 52.3
11 Harcotics Yiolation 27 k2 4.3 6 33 18,2
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents b 8 75,0 3 4 7540
13  Alcoholic Beverage Violation 2 8 25,0 7 0
1+ Shoplifting 12 47 25.5 4 42 9.5
15 Purse Snatching i 4 100,0 1 2 50,0
16  Ffirearzs/Deadly Weapon Violation 11 13 8h.6 3 5 60,0
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 3 8 375 7 0
18 Trespassing 7 9 77.8 3 b 5000
19 False Fire Alara 3 0 3 0
TOTAL DELINQUENT 13 1,219 75.9 258 555 16,5
CLAS
21 Runaway 80 106 7505 18 4 %009
22 Truancy 32 3k 94,1 11,1 @ g 10002
23  Ungovernzble 136 169 80.5 0 i 525
TGTAL CIN3 ‘T%é‘ 309 o ) i .
OTHERS
Lo  Mentally Handicapped 5 7 Mok 5 0
60  Special Proceedings 8 8 100,58 3 0
90  Violation of Supervision 4 4 100.0 3 0
24 Miscellaneous 207 236 _%9 55 135 40,7
TOTAL OTHERS 35 5 146 3o
Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Yotal Rate Per
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
KON-DELT NQUENT
30 Heglect 67 120 55.8 26 81 32.1
31  Dependency » 96 365 17 59 2406
32  Dependency & Heglect 6 24 25.0 5 18 278
TOTAL KON DELTNQUENCY —108 A . T .
GRAKD TOTAL 1,493 2,083 71,7 430 995 43,2
® Y] © ®
= Six counted as individuals in county where previous offenses were comnitted
TABLE 15: Kent County — Re-referral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973
Kent County Cases Individual Juveniles
Cede Re=referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Fer
Hurber Delinquency=CINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
DELINIVENT
01  Arson V4 0 2 0
02 Assault - . 3 37 3501 4 52 12.5
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 8 Y 57,1 4 g9 [N
0%  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 33 62 50,0 10 43 23.3
05 Larceny 38 81 46.9 9 57 15.8
06 Rgbbery 5 5 100,0 1 1 1000
07  Disorderly Conduct 15 ks 42,2 8 33 24,2
08  Sex Offense i 5 20,0 5 0
03 Vandalism 12 37 32.4 3 30 10,0
i1 Harcotics Violation yi 12 58,3 3 g 33,3
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 6 15 40,0 2 13 15.%
14 Shoplifting 1 1 1000 1- 0
15 Purse Snatching
16 Firearns/Deadly Weapon Violation 3 3 100,0 1 2 50,0
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods : 1 10000 1° 100,0
18 Trespassing 3 i 75.0 1 ? 50,0
19  False Fire Alarm
TOTAL DELIKQUERT e 5% 557 Y) 79 19,7
CINS
21 Ruraway 6 2 25,0 1 23 k.3
g% lEruam:y o 1?6 %é Shos 2 6 3363
ngovernable g - 62, 17 b s
TOTAL CIKS “% 0% ‘“’3’2’% ;] "7% o8
UTHERS
h0  Mentally Handicapped
60  Special Proceedings
92 Violation of Supervision 2 2 1000 2= 100,0
2 Miscellaneous 2 6 43,3 1 b2 o
TOTAL OTHERS "?%’ ‘E%’ K ‘T% RY3 g%o%
Re-roferral Total Rate Per Juvenils Total Rate Per
Hon-Delinguency Referrals Cases _ Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
RON-DELT RQUENT
30 Heglect 16 89 15.7 1 e 1ka7
31 Dependency 16 68 23.5 7 58 12,1
32  Dependency & Heglect . 14 0 1 0
TOTAL NON DELIKQUENCY 5 T T75 ] jt7) 17,2
[#3]
w GRAND TOTAL 264 658 39,5 102 500 20:%
© ()

D
© Thres counted as individuals in county uhese)previous sffenses(égre comeltted




TABLE 16: Montgomery County - Re~raferral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

w
&
Montgemery County Cases Individual Juveniles
{ode Re~referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Ry=her D:linquency=CIHS Gifenses Lases Cases 100 Re-referral Juveniles 160
DELIHZUERT
01  Arson 15 63 23,8 5 38 13.2
02  Assault 285 621 k5.9 93 by7 ‘23,7
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 253 436 58.0 66 245 2649
o4 Burglary-8reaking & Entering 646 1,193 54,1 193 629 30,7
>3 Larceny 710 1,629 43,6 218 1,072 0.3
"6 Robbery 97 183 53,0 2 120 20,0
€7  Disorcerly Conduct 190 mn 50,4 66 226 29,2
08  Sex Gffence 39 90 42,3 L] 60 23.3
09 Vandalisa 210 504 41,7 64 316 20,3
11 Harcotics Violation 99 275 bk,0 29 178 16.3
12 Glue Sriffing/Other Inhalents 5 6 83,3 2 3 66,7
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 48 86 50.0 11 80 13.8
14 Shoplifting 5 16 31.3 15 0
15 Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deacly Weapon Violation 10 19 52.6 18 0
17 Rec/Pess of Stolen Goods 3 ) 75,0 2 ? 100,90
18 Trespassing 51 101 5005 19 8 27.9
19 False fire Alarm 4 5 80,0 2 2 100,0
TOTAL DELTMQUERT 7,670 5568 . B 3,569 235
CIKS
21 Runaway 1,358 2,014 6704 37 967 39.0
22 Truancy 75 154 58,7 22 83 26,5
23 Ungovernabls 581 1,041 55.8 208 578 3640
TOTAL CIKS ; 3,705 : .67 :
OTHERS
Lo  Mentally Handicapped 3 0 2 0
60  Special Proceedings 5 8 50,0 1 5 20,0
92 Violation of Supervision 011' 1 100,0 iy "
g Miscellaneous 8 2,550 o2 2 1 14,
TOTAL OTHERS ) ¥4 . % 1,753 5
Re~referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Kan-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
HON-DELI NQUENT
30 Neglect 6 !!2 1&'03 2 35 507
31  Dependency 162 975 16,6 72 8%5 846
32 Dependency & Heglect 12 25,0 1 1 9.1
TOTAL NOW DELINQUERCY 17; 1,089 75 e
GRARD TOTAL 5,664 12,168 4605 1,749 ) 22,6
® ) © (8)
TABLE 172 Prince George®s County = Re-referral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 ~ June 30, 1973
Prince George®s County Cases Individual Juveniles
Cods Re=referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Humber Delinguency=CINS (ffenses Cases Lases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELINQUENRT
01  Arson 92 191 48.2 32 112 28,6
02 Assault 1,330 2,721 48,9 408 1,804 22,6
03 Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 1,382 2,323 5905 400 1,305 30,7
04  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 1,967 3,182 61,8 550 1,73 32,1
05 larceny 1,128 2,528 b 6 346 1,722 20,1
06  Robbery 330 605 5445 91 393 23.2
07  Disordzrly Conduct 633 1,264 5001 208 814 2506
08  Sex Offense 87 159 S4a7 3H 95 3fa8
09  Vandalisa 485 1,019 47,6 162 654 2448
11  Narcotics Vieiation 397 81k 48,8 116 629 18,4
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 30 49 61,2 11 30 36,7
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 159 208 530k 51 213 2309
14 Shoplifting 527 2,087 25,3 183 1,781 10.3
15  Purse Snatching 3 6 50,0 6 0
16 Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 108 188 574 24 132 18,2
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 122 217 5002 37 139 2606
18 Trespassing 748 §7% 5203 85 32k 2642
19 False firp Alara 5 23 21,7 3 20 15.0
TOTAL DELY QUENT G053 8,166 n yaYa . 3301
CIRS
21 Runaway 913 1,564 58,4 296 922 32,1
22 Truancy ’i?f 227 Zg,S 175 g? ?;.5
23  Ungoverasble 2,08 3,467 ol 712 1,910 o
TOTAL CINS 53 5,558 X . 3,35 33%
OTHERS
50 Mentally Handicapped 17 56 30.% 2 51 309
60  Special Proceedings 22 58 37,9 15 33 5.5
92 Violation of Supervision 662 \ z 12000 }é” - 2% .
2 Hiscellansous 1,663 %5 10 8,8 ég . %; o
TOTAL OTHERS “'f"?ﬁ, 19 252 48,3 5 9 .
. Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
HOX-DELY HOUENT
30 Heglest 273 1,229 22,2 126 1,03 12,2
31 Degendercy 262 1,379 19.0 G4 1,180 8.0
32 Dependency & Heglect 8 4o 17k b 41 9,8
TOTAL NOX DELINGQUENCY B3 Z,05% o 7% s o
W
wn GRAND TOTAL 14,753 30,216 4848 4,723 19,713 25,0
() €y © )]
* Counted as individual im county where previous offense was comnitted




9¢€

Le

TABLE 18: Queen Anns's County — Re-referral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

Queen Annefs County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Nurber Delinguency=CINS Offenses Cases Cases | 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
DELIXGUENT
01  Arson 1 2 50,0 1 1 100,0
02  Assault 6 ] 15.0 3 35 846
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 6 8 75.0 2 5 40,0
0%  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 22 k2 524 9 30 30,0
U5 Llarceny 26 57 4506 12 38 31.6
06  Robtery 1 5 33.3 1 2 5060
07  Disorderly Conduct 3 12 2540 1 10 10,0
08 Sex Offense 3 0 3 0
09  Vandalism 6 25 250 2 3 8.7
11 Karcotics Vieclation 1 5 20,0 5 0
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 7 20 35,0 § 16 25,0
14 Shoplifting 8 18 L1 3 15 20,0
15  Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 1 5 20,0 1 4 25,0
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods
18 Trespassing 2 11 18,2 11 0
19  False fire Alarm
TOTAL DELINQUERT ) Bl 3509 ) 1% 157
CIKS
21 Ruraway 1 17 509 1 16 6e3
gz Truancy lg Zg 3805 3 12’2 15.0
3. Ungovernable 2 5 N looa
TOTAL CLKS ) il . "% 87 .
OTKERS
k0  Mentally Handicapped 1 3 3303 2 0
60  Special Proceedings 1 1 100,0 1 0
90  Violation of Supervision 1 1 1000 1 0
2% Miscellaneous Lo 140 28,6 21 112 18,8
TOTAL OTHERS 3 w5 . Y 1% BT
Re~referral Total Rate Par Juvenile Total Rate Per
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
NON-DELT RQUERT
30 Heglect 5 186 13k 16 168 9.5
31 Dependency k2 223 gtl)oz 1;5 180 13.2
32  Dependency & Neglect o
TOTAL HON DELTHOUENCY “’7% 1339 p % ﬁ’ X
GRAND TOTAL 250 926 259 105 m 13.5
® ® © )]
TABLE 192 St. Mary's County = Re=referral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973
St. Mary"s County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re~referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Kurber Delinquency-CINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELINQUERT
01  Arson 13 36 3601 6 30 20,0
02  Assault 18 67 2609 7 Sk 13,0
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 21 Ly 47,7 8 27 29,6
0%  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 56 156 3509 25 120 20,8
05  larceny 26 86 30,2 1k 68 20,6
06  Robbery 3 0 3 0
07  Disorderly Conduct 17 43 39.5 5 3h 147
08  Sex Oifense 2 10 20,0 1 9 11,1
09  Vandalisa 10 53 18,9 6 b5 13,3
11 Narcotics Violation 16 L1} 36kt 4 35 114
12 Glue Sniffing/Cther Inhalents 3 0 3 0
13 Alconholic Beverage Violation 14 39 3549 2 31 16,1
1+ Shoplifting 6 36 1607 2 30 6.7
15 Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 5 6 83.3 3 3 100.0
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 3 7 42,9 1 6 16,7
18 Trespassing 7 20 35.0 2 17 11.8
19  False Fire Alaram 2 3 66,7 2 0
TOTAL DELINJUENT 216 656 o 59 517 17,2
CIKS
21 Runaway 31 85 3605 10 67 14,9
22 Truancy 22 79 27.8 12 62 19.4
23  Ungovernable 28 140 20,0 1% 117 11,1
TOTAL CIAS 81 304 Zbob ol
OTHERS
0  Mentally Handicapped
60  Special Proceedings
90  Violatiom of Supervision .
2k Miscellaneous 47 160 29,4 18 126 14,
TOTAL OTHERS o 18 176 °
Re=referral Total kate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Non-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
KOR-GELI RJUENT
30 Heglect 5 53 Gok 50 0
31 Dependency 2 35 507 31 0
32 Dependency & Heglect ? 12 16,7 12 0
TOTAL NOX DELIAQUENCY ] ) . - 93 -
GRAKD TOTAL 353 1,220 28.9 162 982 14:5
® €y © (8)




=

TABLE 20: Somerset County = Re-referral by Complaint Cods

July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

w
w
Somerset County (ases Individual Juveniles
Code Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Hu~ber Delinauency-LINS Cifenses Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELIXUENT
01  Arsen 1 3 3303 1 2 50.0
02  Assault 11 26 42,3 § 17 2345
03  Auto Theft-Unguthorized Use 8 13 615 b 8 5060
0%  Burglary-3reaking & Entering 30 63 4706 10 4 1.3
05  larceny 29 82 47,6 14 60 2343
06  Robbery 2 4 50,0 2 0
07  Disordzrly Conduct 22 76 28,9 10 62 16.1
08  Sex Offense 1 1 100.0 1 0
09  Vandalism 19 50 38,0 8 39 20,5
11  Harcotics Violation 1 1 100,0 1 0
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13  Alcoholic Beverage Violation
14 Shoplifting 1 6 16,7 1 5 20.9
15 Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 3 5 60,0 5 0
18 Trespassing 1 0 1 0
19  False firs Alarm
TOTAL DELINQUERT % I o7 52 1) 208
CIKS
21 Runaway 8 23 3ko8 2 19 10,5
22 Truancy 3 7 42,9 7 0
23 Ungoevernable 20 50 40,0 8 36 22e2
TOTAL CIHS B 80 . 10 o2 .
OTHERS
L0  Mentally Kandicapped
60  Special Proceedings
92 Violation of Supervision , . 6
2 Miscellaneous 1 0 26 150
TOTAL OTHERS "'I% 1] ) “‘g’ "%’2’ .
Re-referral Total Kate Per Juvenile iotal Rate Per
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
HOR-DELT NQUENT
30 Heglect 9 78 115 5 72 649
31 Dependency 3 65 b, 2 62 3.2
32 Dependency & Neglect
TOTAL KON DELIHQUENCY T )3 R =7 5.3 el
GRAKD TOTAL 194 5% 32,7 7h 478 5.5
® () © (8)
TABLE 21: Talbot County — Re-referral by Lemplaint Code
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Talbot County Cases Individuzl Juveniles ~
Code Re—referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Humber Delinquency=CINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
0l DELINQUENTY
01  Arson 4 8 ! 50,0 3 4 75.0
02  Assault - 19 i 50 38.0 6 LY4 14.3
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 13 29 ki 8 1 d 3a7
0b  Burglary-Breaking & Entering 13 26 50,0 7 17 b1,2
05 Llarceny 37 79 46.8 14 52 2649
06 Robbery 1 1 100,0 1= 100,0
07  Disorderly Conduct 3 13 23,1 2 11 18,2
08  Sex Offense 3 3 3705 3 5 60,0
09  Vandalism 11 b 2540 6 37 16,2
11 Narcotics Violation 14 30 46,7 3 22 13.6
12 Glue Sniffing/Uther Inhalents 1 1 100,0 1* 100.0
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 5 13 38,5 10 0
14 Sheplifting 4 12 3303 1 11 9.1
15 Purse Snatching
16  firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods
18 Trespassing 3 b 79,0 1 3 33,3
19 False Fire Alarm 1 2 50,0 2 0
TOTAL DELINQUENT %7 3% T3 g N3 0.2
CINS
21 Runaway 6 15 40,0 3 11 2703
22 Trvancy 11 23 47.8 9 13 69,2
23 Ungovernable 3 74 44,6 16 52 30.8
TOTAL CINS "3% 7 TR % 76 e
OTHERS
40  Mentally Handicapped 6 0 6 0
60  Special Proceedings 2 3 66.7 3 0
90  Violation of Supervision 3 3 100,0 3 0
2% Miscellaneous 10 50 20,0 4 42 9,5
TOTAL OTHERS T 67 Wi 5 ) 23
Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Non-Delinquency Referrals Cases Lases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
KOH-DELI NJUENT
30 Neglect 5 bl 7.5 1 59 1.7
31 Dependency 1 26 3.8 26 0
32 Dependency & Neglect 1 0 1 0
TOTAL DELIMUENCY ) Ir XY T 86 T2
fad
‘ol GRAND TOTAL 203 . 585 . 34,7 82 459 1769
) (&)

A
* Two counted as individuals in county where preéggus of fenses were éo:%mitted




TABLE 222 VWashington County ~ Re-veferral by Complaint Code

July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

ey
o
¥ashington County Cases Individual Juveniles
Code Re=referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Husber Dslingquency~CINS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
DELINQUENT
01  Arson 13 23 5605 6 12 50,0
02  Assault 87 179 k8,6 31 130 23,8
02 Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 62 9% 6607 15 45 3363
04  Burglary~Breaking & Entering 159 256 62.1 kg 152 31,6
05  larceny 145 280 51.8 8 162 9.6
06  Robbery 19 28 67.9 5 12 41,7
07  Disorderly Conduct 50 80 62,5 22 46 47,8
08  Sex Oifense h 12 3303 3 8 37.5
09  Vandalism 26 70 37.1 5 53 9.4
11 Harcotics Vielation 5 22 22,7 21 0
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 6 8 7540 1 ] 25.0
13 Alcoholic Beverage Violation 29 59 k9,2 6 k7 12,8
14 Shoplifting 14 49 28,6 b k1 9.8
15  Purse Snetching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 4 g9 by b 2 6 33.3
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 6 15 40,0 4 1 360
18 Trespassing 5 11 k5.5 1 L] 11,1
19 False Fire Alarm 4 6 66,7 1 3 o
TOTAL DELIKQUENT 8 1,700 32 202 762 %‘3
CIKS
21 Runaway 146 213 68,5 48 124 38.7
22 Truancy 75 116 (6)%7 31 1% 29.2
23  lUngovernable 18% %10 1.0 i ;.g
TOTAL CIRS Bhoc e
OTHERS
Lo  Mentally Handicapped 8 10 80,0 3 6 5060
60  Special Proceedings 60 50 6607 14 50 23.3
92 Violation of Supervision 17 19 té‘)eg t,lg . 0;% 5(7).g
2 Miscellaneous 1,208 1,917 3a P
TOTAL OTHERS %3 7.05% IR =137 1,175 7
Re-referral Total Rate Per Juveniie Total Rate Per
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referral Juveniles 100
NOK-DELT NQUENT
30 Heglect 68 283 24,0 40 224 17,9
31  Dependency 112 365 382 l»g 22% gz
32 Dependency & Heglect 22 72 30s o
TOTAL MON DELIKQUENCY 720 28,1 87 560 .
GRAND TOTAL 2,543 4,595 5543 882 2,881 306
(®) (Y ©) (8)
TABLE 23:. Micomico County = Re-referral by Coemplaint Code
July 1, 1967 ~ Juns 30, 1973
Wicomico County Casas Individual Juveniles
Cods Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Rurber Dslinquency=CIHS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re—referrals Juveniles 100
DELINQUENT
01  Arson 1 3 33.3 1 2 5040
02 Assault 5 57 43.9 10 41 24,4
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 22 55 Lp.0 10 28 2643
04  Burglary-Bresking & Entering 63 154 40,9 27 11 2%.3
% Larceny 107 333 3201 45 29 1704
06 Robbery 5 9 5506 2 7 2846
07  Disorderly Conduct 19 33 57.6 5 23 217
08 Sex Offense 3 0 3 0
09  Vandalism 21 81 5.9 11 62 17.7
11  MNarcotics Violation 16 b5 3506 b 35 10.3
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents
13 Alcoholic Beverage Yiolation 2 16 12,5 16 0
14 Shoplifting 16 60 2607 3 56 5ok
15 Purse Snatching 1 ? 50,0 2 0
16  Firearns/Deadly Weapon VYiolation 2 5 40,0 1 b 2540
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 3 7 42,9 7 0
18 Trespassing 3 0 3 0
19  False Firs Alarm
TOTAL DELINQUERT 53 Bt “H.0 119 573 177
Cins
21 Rumzway 18 37 48,7 12 22 She5
22 lgl’uwc‘; " 16 7 34o0 8 Zg 2500
23 ngovernable 26 bh,1 1 ;2;%
TOTAL CINS il “”I% 20 "’3% % o
OTHERS
ko  Mentally Handicapped
60  Special Proceedings b 6 65.7 2 b 50,0
93 Violation of Supervision 5 6 83,3 6 0
2 Miscellaneous %l 1 37.8 22 101 21,8
TOTAL OTHERS ]g% 50,8 111 Z1eD
Hon-Deli Referral Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenils Total Rate Per
a-Jellnguency Reierrals Cases Cases 100 Re—referrals Juveniles 100
HOR-DELI NQUENT
30 Heglect 22 121 18,2 11 106 10.%
31  Dependercy Vi) 2% 11:2 9 2%4 ko2
32  Dependency & Neglect ) 43 90% 2 0 éo
TOTAL KON DELIHQUENCY o1 158 ° 22
=
- GRAKD TOTAL L% 1,544 30,7 198 1,238 16,0
()] @) © (8)




TABLE 2h: Worcester County — Re-referral by Complaint Code
July 1, 1967 = Jura 3G, 1973

>
N
Horcester County Cases Incividual Juveniles
Lode Re—referral Totel Rate Par Juvenile Total Rate Per
Humber fz1inquency=CIRS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELIKGUERT
01 Arson & f 66,7 2 0
174 Assault 10 & 20.8 5 k2 11,9
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 20 49 61,2 1k 23 60,9
Ok Burglary-Bresking & Entering Ly 88 45,5 10 64 15,6
05 larceny 60 130 31.6 22 151 14,6
06  Robbery 4 11 36,4 10 0
07  Disorderly Conduct 30 123 2h.8 11 99 111
08 Sex Offense 5 0 5 0
09 Vandalisa 12 03 19,0 3 54 566
11 HKarcotics Yiolation 60 156 3845 20 130 154
12 Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 2 0 ? ¢
13 Alcoholic Beverage VYiclation 6 8 75.0 2 b 3303
14 Shoplifting 6 23 2601 3 20 15.0
15 Purse Snatching
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 3 8 37,5 1 6 16,7
17  Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods ) 15 50,0 ? 11 18,2
18 Trespassing 3 31 9.7 2 25 6.9
19  False Fire Alarm
TOTAL DELINQUENT 778 824 3305 [ ok 1%.5
CIHS
21 Runaway 158 417 37.9 56 289 19.%
22 Truancy 19 29 6505 8 15 5303
23 Ungovernable 43 73 58,9 18 b 40,
TOTAL CIKS 5 . 48 ‘73’%
OTHERS
50  Mentally Handicapped
60  Special Proceedings
92 Violation of Supervisien 9 g 100.0 9 0
2 Hiscellanzous 286 940 30 109 763 1443
TOTAL OTHERS 7% 959 311 109 T 161
FonDelinquency Refarrals Re-reforral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
quency Cases Cases 100 Re=referrals Juveniles 100
NOK-DELI NQUERT
30 Heglect 3h 86 395 13 68 19,1
31 Dependency 7 k3 16.3 3 40 765
32  Dependency & Neglect 1 23 .3 1 22 é.;
TOTAL NON DELYNQUENCY 57 ° 17 o
GRAMD TOTAL 831 Zy4¥h 3440 303 1,904 159
® ® © (8)
TABLE 252 SBaltimore City = Re-referral by Coaplaint Code
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973
Baltimore City Cases Individual Juveniles
Cods Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile Total Rate Per
Nusher Dalinquency=CIHS Offenses Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
DELINQUENT
01  Arson 192 384 50,0 63 223 2803
02  Assault 3,965 7,291 Shok 1,172 4,697 540
03  Auto Theft-Unauthorized Use 1,900 2,715 70,0 523 1,397 374
0 Burglary-Breaking & Entering 4,854 7,609 63.8 1,409 L, 018 351
05 larceny 2,330 ko147 5602 652 2,356 27,7
06  Robbery 1,037 1,559 66,5 369 838 36.9
07  Disorderly Conduct 1,240 2,242 5503 355 1,386 25.6
08  Sex Offense 179 353 50,7 54 2 2b 4
09  VYandalism 758 1,663 45,6 239 1,069 22,4
11 Marcotics Violation 354 598 59,2 93 kps 219
1?7 Glue Saiffing/Other Inhalents 230 344 6609 73 213 3he3
13 Alcoholic Beverage Vielation 100 264 37.9 29 209 139
¥ Shoplifting 500 1,418 35,3 166 1,140 14,6
15  Purse Snatching 146 219 6607 g 126 3645
16  Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 241 435 554 76 305 2ho9
17 Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods L 77 57.1 12 k9 24,5
18 Trespassing 355 63 21,(2) lg ‘f;g 56.3
19 False Fire Alarm 0 93 ;a o
TOTAL DELIRQUENT T&,ES‘? ﬁgmg - 39393 3 o
CINS
21 Runaway 356 796 kb7 132 574 23.0
§2 l}ruanc)r " 810 1,769 45,8 303 1,083 2840
3 ngovernable 4,001 6,871 58a2 1,415 3,821 370
TOTAL CINS ST 5,55 b8 850 54478 .
OTHERS
o  Mentally Handicapped 4 118 a7 13 102 12,7
60  Special Proceedings 47 126 33,3 g 112 8,0
92 Violation of Supervision Ly
2 Miscellaneous 1,808 3,254 5506 483 1,976 24,
TOTAL OTHERS igﬁiﬂ 3,598 o 2’,1'9”0‘ o
Re-referral Total Rate Per Juvenile fotal Rate Per
Hon-Delinquency Referrals Cases Cases 100 Re-referrals Juveniles 100
HOK-DELY RQUERT
30 Heglect 553 2,296 2hol 269 1,864 14,4
31  Dependency 317 1,646 19,3 lgla l,hgg ?o'l
32 Depsndency & Heglect 367 2,457 14,9 161 2,2 o
TOTAL NON DELTKQUENCY TE7 %] 9.3 —55 5350 "1'0’.%
&l GRAMD TOTAL 26,730 51,379 52,0 8,303 32,327 57
T ® ® © @)




RE-REFERRALS BY GENERAL CATEGORY
Highlights

A comparison of re~referral rates, by category, reveals some
very interesting statistics. For this comparison, the data were
categorized into four groups, delinquency, CINS, other, and Non-
Delinquency {(dependency and/or neglect) cases. This "other" group
includes "adult contributing" and "adult non-support'" cases, mentally
handicapped, special proceedings, violation of supervision, and a
number of miscellaneous offenses which were not specifically identified
in the data bank and could not therefore be placed in a specific
categoryo.

An analysis of the statistics indicate that on an average basis,
each juvenlle re-entering the system had been referred slightly more
than three times. This rate of cases per individual re~-referral
varies within the several groups. The delinquent re-referral was
referred most frequently, an average of 3,28 times,; while the
non-delinquent was referred least frequently - only 2.26 times. The
rate for CINS falls between these two, at an avsrage of 2.86 cases

per individual re-referral,

In terms of individual rates, it is interesting to note that
re-referrals in the CINS category were referred at a rate 9% higher
than the delinquency referral. However, when "case" rates are
compared, the CINS case rate was only about 5% greater than the
delinquency case rate., This indicates that, while more individual
CINS are re-referred, they are not referred as many times. This is

confirmed by the rate of cases per individuadl re-referral showing a

difference of .42 cases between the two groups. Multiplied by the

44

number of individual delinquent re-~referrals, this rate difference
accounts for a significant difference of 5,736 cases,

These statistics point out several aspects of the re-referral
situation. The number of individual re;referrals is as important as
the number of times each is referred. Each finding leads to different
programmatic implications. For example, a greater number of individual
re-referrals with fewer returns per individuals, such as shown by the
CINS group, could be interpreted as being more amenable to treatment.
Conversely, a smaller number of individual re-referrals with more
frequent returns per individual (as with the delinquency group) could
suggest resistance to a particular treatment approach, or inadequacy
of treatment for that type of problem. In either case, the complexity
of the problem of re-referral is illustrated by the many facets which

must be considered in attempting to gain insight or perspective

regarding its implications.

45




TABLE 25a
Re~referral Rates By General Category

July 1, 1968 - June 30, 1973

46

Cases

per

Juvenile

Re-referrals

3.28

2,86

3,13

Cases Per

Juvenile
Re—referrals

2,26

3,09

Individuals

Rate Per

Individual

Juvenile

25.1%

34.7%

22.9%

Rate Per

Individual
Juvenile

12.0%

24.5%

Totall
Individual

Juveniles

54,493

16,758

13,174

Total
Individual
Juveniles

14,308

98,733

Juvenile

Re=referrals

13,659

5,817

3,020

Juvenile
Re=referrals

1,715

24,211

Cases

Rate

Per

Case

52.4%

57.2%

47.7%

Rate

Per
Case

22.7%

49,3%

Total
Cases

85,672

29,101

Total
Cases

17,086

Re=referral

Cases

44,863

16,638

9,460} 19,813

Re-referral

Cases

3,883

74,844 1151 ,672

Category

Delinquency

CINS

Others *

Non-Delinquency Referrals

Non=Delinguency

Total

*Others includes Mentally Handicapped, Special Proceedings, Violation of Supervision

and miscellaneous offenses.

RE-REFERRALS BY DISPOSITION
Highlights

In this section, the disposition méde regarding the re-referral
cases identified in the preceding section is compared with the total
disposition for all cases and a rate determined on this basis.
Consistent with our operational definition regarding re-referrals,
the disposition immediately preceding tne final one will be the one
used in the following tables,

An examination cf the list of dispositions, (as shown in the
tables) reveals that the first two, Petitions Withdrawn, and Dismissed,
are actually "non-convictions" or "non-adjudicated." However, in
recompiling the rates without these two groups, it was found that
the re~referral rate for individuals in these two categories was
very similar to the overall State rate of individual re-referrals.
The fact that such a large group were consistently being referred
back even though they were initially not adjudicated, is in itself
significant and merits follow-up research to determine why. For
this reason,; these two categories are included in the overall rates.

Committed to Social Services, involving Dependency and Neglect
cases, was found to have the lowest re-referral case rate -- 27%.
Warned, Adjusted or Counselled,; involving mostly informal cases, and
Custody Awarded and Referred to Cther Agency, also involving mostly
dependency and neglect cases, also had low case rates, with a
sufficiently large data base to warrant an acceptable degree of
confidence., Probation Without Verdict had a 34.4% case rate; however,
the relatively small data base was inadequate to assure the required

level of confidence. Further corroboration is needed for this category.
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Three other dispositions, Committed to Mental Institution,
Juvenile Services, and Group Homes, showed high re-referral case
rates, although the individual re-referral rates were below 30%.
However, the number of cases involved in these categories is
relatively small, because the three categories are relatively new,

Protective Supervision appeared to have a lower re-referral
rate than Probation. However, prior to establishment of the CINS
category by law, juvenile counselors handled delinquency and CINS
cases without such distinction. Therefore, the apparently lower
rate of Protective Supervision is inconclusive at this timeo

Jurisdiction Waived reveals a surprisingly high re-referral rate,
with 31% of the individuals accounting for 72% of the total cases in
that group. The rate is surprisingly high, because most cases are
waived to the adult correctional system. Apparently, the re-~referral
individuals in this group were still young enough to be referred back
to the juvenile system on a new charge after their disposition in the
adult courts. Here, the inability to track juveniles into the adult
system precludes a more accurate.determination of this aspect of
recidivism,.

Committed To Training Schools shows that 44% of the individuals
treated in thils manner had previously been through one of the 23
disposition modes at least once. These individuals accounted for
80% of the cases that committed youth to one or more of the juvenile
institutions. Continued Case Without Finding had the highest
individual re-referral rate, with 45% of the individuals returning
to the system. While this individual rate is slightly higher than

Committed to Training School (44%), the case rate for Continued Case

Without Finding was considerably lower = 58.6% (as compared with 79.5%

for the training school cases). This indicates that while the number

48

of individual juvenile re-referrals was high in this latter category,
each was responsible for an average of only 2.4 referrals as compared
with individual re-referrals Committed to Training Schools who were
responsible for an average of 3.9 referrals to the quenile justice
systems

A cursory examination would suggest that the rate of re-referral
appears inversely related to the intensity of services provided.

Cases involving extensive or prolo..ged contact with the system, such

as a training school commitment, have higher re-referral rates while
rases involving minimal contact, such as Warned, Adjusted or Counselled,
have lower rates,

"lowever, if it is assumed that treatment, or disposition, is also
based on the severity of the activity involved, it appears that the
more favorable rates associated with minimal involvement in the system
reflect the fact that more juveniles and more cases are minimally
involved and consequently are being treated by a spectrum of alternative
treatment modes allowing less depth of involvement in the system. In
general, this data reveals that juveniles commit fewer of the more
serlous offenses that require extended treatment, and a greater number

nf tl.»n less serious offenses that require minimal only involvement,
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TABLE 263

Statewide

Re-raferral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 -« June 30, 1973

Re-referral by Dispesition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

Statewide Cases Indi-idual Juveniles

Re—referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases lases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Dispositieon Cases Re-referre: Juveniles Juveniles

(Treatment) 5
Petition Withdrawn 1,596 3,457 46,2 514 2,321 22.1
Dismissed 11,799 24,183 45,8 3,433 16,338 21.0
Warned, Adjusted cr Counsel 18,782 44,470 42,2 6,836 30,151 22.7
Jurisdiction Waived 2,065 2,877 71.8 531 1,712 31,0
Continue Case Without Finding 1,575 2,688 58.6 647 1,439 45,0
Custody Awarded 1,610 3,985 40.4 522 2,875 18.2
‘Committed Scocial Services 3,188 11,887 26,8 1,168 9,673 i2.1
Committed Training School 7,224 $,08¢% 79.5 1,864 4,147 44,9
Probation 16,011 28,130 £6.9 5,148 16,496 31.2
Referred to Cther Agency 1,171 29711 43,2 514 17765 29,1
Restitution or Fine 323 725 44,6 102 473 21.6
Support Ordered or Revised 1,086 2,306 47,1 393 1,589 24,7
Sentenced Correcticnal Institution 65 135 48,1 14 101 13.9
Suspended Sentence 322 499 64,5 106 277 38.3
Other 5,566 9,805 56.8 1,765 5,718 30.9
Committed Mental Institution 138 198 69,7 32 146 21.9
Referred to Psychiatric Care 12 28 42,9 6 19 31.6
Stet 1,11 1,871 59.3 285 1,331 21.4
Probation Without Verdict 105 305 34.4 29 261 11.1
Committed Juvenile Services 435 626 69,5 122 418 29.2
Purchase of Care 7 16 43.8 3 12 25,0
Group Home 39 56 69.6 10 43 23,3
Protective Supervision 821 1,883 43,6 224 1,535 14.6
Total 75,050 151,930 49,4 24,268 98,840 24,6

(D) (A) (c) (B)
TABLE 27: Allegany County

Allegany County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rats Individual Total Rate Per
Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) b

Petition Withdrawn 13 27 48,1 5 19 26.3
Dismissed 53 167 31.7 21 131 16.0
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 78 203 38.4 30 163 18.4
Jurisdiction Waived 8 10 80,0 1 9 1.1
Continue Case Without Finding 8 21 38.1 3 15 20.0
Custody Awarded 158 309 51.1 52 228 22.8
Committed Sccial Services 47 75 62,7 35 ¢ 34 100,0
Committed Training School 112 137 81,8 21 83 25.3
Probation 314 783 40,1 131 548 23,9
Referred to Other Agency 7 10 70.0 3 5 60.0
Restitution or Fine i 51 23,5 8 38 21l.1
Support Crdered or Revised 145 315 46,0 49 228 21.5
Sentenced Correctiocnal Institution 22 44 50,0 7 34 20.6
Suspended Sentence 24 45 53.3 11 30 36.7
Other 289 624 62.3 122 431 28.3
Committed Mental Institution 10 11 90,9 2 9 22,2

Referred to Psychiatric Care 2 0 2 0
Stet 12 22 54,5 1 21 4.8
Probation Without Verdict 11 65 16,9 5 59 2.5
Committed Juvenile Services 16 18 88,9 1 14 7.1
Purchase of Care 2 2 100,0 1 100.0
Group Home 4 5 80,0 1 4 25,0
Protective Supervision 8 44 18,2 5 39 12.8
Total 1,353 2,990 45.3 515 2,144 24.0

(D) (A) (c) (B)

* counted as individual in county vhere previous offense was comsitted




TABLE 28:
Re-referral by Dispositicn
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1873

Anne Arundel County

2s

Anne Arundel County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re=Eeferral égtal gat@ Individual Total Rate Per
. . ases ses er i Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Rﬁﬁ?gﬁzh Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) %
01} Petition Withdrawn 505 974 51,8 145 622 23.3
02 | Dismissed 505 1,079 46,8 144 739 19.5
03} Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 990 2,387 41.5 426 1,595 2607
04 | Jurisdiction Waived 133 207 64,3 35 88 39.8
05 | Continue Case Without Finding 450 844 53.3 132 585 22.6
06 | Custody Awarded 303 506 59.9 91 295 30.8
07 | Committed Social Services 251 467 5367 102 276 37.0
08 | Committed Training School 286 326 87.7 70 97 72.2
09 | Probation 808 1,218 66.3 220 662 33.2
10 | Referred to Other Agency 72 112 64.3 26 45 57.8
11 |} Restitution or Fine 20 43 46.5 8 29 27.6
12 | Support Ordered or Revised 10 27 37,0 4 22 18.2
13 | Sentenced Correctional Institution
14 | Suspended Sentence
15 ] Other 324 455 71.2 S0 242 37.2
16 | Committed Mental Institution 5 5 100.0 2° 1 100.0
17 | Referred to Psychiatric Care
18§ Stet ' 1 0 1 0
19 | Probation Without Verdict _
20 | Committed Juvenile Services 28 33 84,8 12 16 75,0
21 } Purchase of Care 2 2 100,0 2 0
22 | Group Home
23 | Protective Supervision 119 225 52.9 33 173 19.1
Total 4,811 8,911 54,0 1,540 5,490 28.1
(D) §:9) (c) (B)

* counted as individual in county whsro previeus offense was coseltied

TABLE 29: Baltimore County
Re-referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

Baltimore County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
R Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re=referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment)
01} Petition Withdrawn 23 53 43.4 9 40 22.5
02} Dismissed _ 1,50¢ 3,472 43,5 515 2,246 22,9
03] Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 2,508 5,667 44,3 868 3,997 21.7
04} Jurisdiction Waived 121 154 78.6 22 94 23.4
05] Continue Case Without Finding | 4 6 66.7 2 3 6647
05} Custody Awarded 195 404 48,3 60 282 21.3
07! Committed Social Services 585 1,556 37.6 214 1,157 18.5
08f Committed Training School 802 956 83.9 218 443 49,2
09} pProbation 1,836 3,079 59.6 600 1,733 34.6
10} Referred to Other Agency ’ 210 431 48,7 103 264 39.0
li| Restitution or Fine 2 4 50.0 4 .0
12} Support Ordered or Revised 11 12 91.7 3 7 42.9
13} Sentenced Correctional Institution 3 5 60,0 1 2 50.0
141 suspended Sentence 6 15 40,0 1 13 7.7
15| other 820 1,312 62.5 208 683 30.5
16| Committed Mental Institution 27 39 69.2 5 29 17.2
17| Referred to Psychiatric Care 1 5 20,0 1 4 25.0
18] stet 219 319 68.7 57 213 26.8
19} Probation Without Verdict ' 68 161 42,2 18 131 13.7
20| Committed Juvenile Services 71 89 79.8 25 47 53.2
21| Purchase of Care
22} Group Home
23} Protective Supervision 26 44 59,1 9 32 28,1
Total 9,047 17,783 50,9 2,939 11,424 2507
(D) (a) (c) (B)

€S




¥s

SS

TABLE 30:

Calvert County

Re-referral by Disposition

July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

Calvert County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases 1 Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) 2
Petition Withdrawn
Dismissed 34 83 41 .0 5 61 Be2
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 152 488 31.1 54 379 14.2
Jurisdiction Waived 6 13 4642 10 0
Continue Case Without Finding 6 7 85.7 3= 2 100.0
Custody Awarded 1 37 2.7 37 0
Committed Social Services 12 66 18.2 3 59 5.1
Committed Training School 38 59 64.4 12 30 40,0
Probaticn 68 149 45,6 28 96 29.2
Referred to Other Agency 6 24 25,0 5 18 27.8
Restitution or Fine 1 1 100.0 1 0
Support Ordered or Revised 1 0 1 0
Sentenced Correctional Institution 4 0 4 0
Suspended Sentence 1 0 1 0
Othur 16 28 57.1 4 18 22a2
Committed Mental Institution 2 2 100.0 2 *® 100.0
Referred to Psychiatric Care
Stet
Probation Without Verdict
Committed Juvenile Services 2 2 100.0 1 1 100.0
Purchase of Care
Group Home
Protective Supervision 1 3 33,3 3 0
Total 345 o968 35.6 117 721 16,2
(D) (&) (c) (B)

*® thres counted as individuals in county where previous offenses vere cozmitted

TABLE 31:

Caroline County

Re-referral by Disposition

July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

Caroline County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rats Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individyal Individual
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) % 4
Petition Withdrawn 5 10 50,0 2 8 25.0
Dismissed : 19 41 46,3 8 30 26.7
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 41 105 39.0 26 68 38.2
Jurisdiction Waived : 11 21 52.4 17 0
Continue Case Without Finding 7 17 41.2 2 15 13.3
Custody Awarded 7 107 6.5 3 95 3.2
Committed Social Services 22 130 16.9 8 120 6.7
Committed Training School 7 14 50.0 14 0
Probation _ 15 42 35.7 6 34 17.6
Referred to Other Agency S 17 52.9 9= 8 100.0
Restitution or Fine 1 4 25,0 1 3 . 33.0
Support Ordered or Revised 7 0 7 0
Sentenced Correctional Institution
Suspended Sentence
Other 7 28 25,0 27 0
Committed Mental Institution
Referred to Psychiatric Care
Stet 1 1 100.0 1= 100.0
Probation Without Verdict
Committed Juvenile Services
Purchase of Care
Group Home 3 4 75,0 4 0
Protective Supervision & 14 42.9 1 13 7.7
Total 161 562 28.6 67 463 14,5

(D)

(A)

* two counted as individuals in county where previous offenses were comaftted

(<)

(B)
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TABLE 32: Carroll County
Re-referral by Disposition

July 1, 1967 ~ June 30, 1973

Carroll County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re~referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) 5
Petition Wiithdrawn 8 24 33.3 5 17 29.4
Dismissed 35 108 32.4 11 o1 i2.1
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 48 160 30.0 26 116 22.4
Jurisdiction Waived 11 27 40,7 2 19 10.5
Continue Case Without Finding 6 13 46,2 1 10 10.0
Custody Awarded 13 33 39.4 4 28 14.3
Committed Social Services 27 178 15.2 G 159 5.7
Committed Training School 27 40 67.5 9 19 47.4
Prokation 122 259 47.1 41 187 21.9
Referred to Other Agency
Restitution or Fine 2 10 20,0 1 9 11.1
Support Ordered or Revised p) 0 2 0
Sentenced Correctional Institution 1 0 1 0
Suspended Sentence 1 0 1 0
Other 15 44 34,1 7 33 21,2
Committed Mental Institution 1 0 1 0
Referred to Psychiatric Care
Stet
Probation Without Verdict
Committed Juvenile Services 5 9 55,6 1 8 12.5
Purchase of Care
Group Home 1 2 50.0 2 0
Protective Supervision 1 13 7.7 1 12 8.3
Total 321 925 34.7 118 715 16.5
(D) (A) (c) (B)
TABLE 33: Cecil County
Re~referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Cecil County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rats Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individusi
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) 3 *
Petition Withdrawn 26 64 40,6 14 44 31.8
Dismissed 84 196 42,9 30 127 23.6
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 330 840 39,3 125 588 21.3
Jurisdiction Waived 25 44 56.8 3 40 7«5
Continue Case Without Finding 10 18 55.6 3 11 27.3
Custody Awarded 13 48 27.1 3 - 44 6.8
Committed Social Services 21 108 195.4 10 96 10.4
Committed Training School 75 96 78.1 22 53 41.5
Probation 130 284 45.8 47 208 22.6
Referred to Other Agency 14 39 35.9 8 28 28.6
Restitution or Fine 10 30 33.3 4 24 16.7
Support Ordered cor Revised 2 2 100.0 1= 100.0
Sentenced Correctional Institution 2 0 2 0
Suspended Sentence 1 1 100.0 1 0
Other 41 S8 41.8 14 69 2063
Committed Mental Institution 1 2 50,0 2 0
Referred to Psychiatric Care 1 0 1 0
Stet
Probation Without Verdict 2 3 66,7 2 0
Committed Juvenile Services 4 4 100.0 1 2 50.0
Purchase of Care 1 3 33.3 1l 2 50.0
Group Home 2 3 66.7 3 0
Protective Supervision 4 17 23.5 1 15 6.7
Total 796 1,903 41,8 287 1,362 21.1
(D) (A) (c) (B)

# counted as individual in county where previous offense was comeitted
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TABLE 34:

Charles County
Re=referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

o

Charles County Cases Indivicdual Juveniles
Re~referral Total Rata Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases Cases Per Juvenile Irdividual Individual
Disposition Cases Re~referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) % 4
Petition Withdrawn 12 19 63,2 6 11 54.5
Dismissed 68 1e8 40,5 37 118 31.4
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 229 783 29,2 104 616 16.9
Jurisdiction Waived 9 12 75.0 2 9 2202
Continue Case Without Finding 15 21 71.4 3 18 16,7
Custody Awarded 7 39 17.9 3 36 8.3
Committed Social Services 17 69 24.6 3 65 4.6
Committed Training School 77 107 72.0 23 70 32.9
Probation 113 237 47,7 37 186 19,9
Referred to Other Agency 17 38 44,7 12 20 60,0
Restitution or Fine 5 0 5 0
Support Ordered or Revised
Sentenced Correctional Institution
Suspended Sentence 2 2 100.0 2 0
Other 31 82 37.8 8 57 14.0
Committed Mental Institution 4 5 80,0 1 4 25.0
Referred to Psychiatric Care 1 0] 1 0
Stet 6 19 31,6 1 18 5.6
Probation Without Verdict 1 1 100,0 1 0
Committed Juvenile Services 2 4 50,0 1 3 33.3
Purchase of Care
Group Home
Protective Supervision 12 23 52,2 4 19 21,1
Total 622 1,635 38.0 245 1,259 19.5
(D) (A) (c) (B)
TABLE 35: Dorchester County

Re=referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 -~ June 30, 1973

Dorchester County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
{Treatment) 5 »
Petition Withdrawn 2 5 40,0 4 0
Dismissed 33 78 42.3 9 54 16.7
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 91 279 32.6 40 213 18.8
Jurisdiction Waived 80 l46 54,8 30 105 28,6
Continue Case Without Finding 11 17 64.7 11 = 6 100.0
Custody Awarded 15 70 21.4 4 63 663
Committed Social Services 25 82 30,5 11 70 15.7
Committed Training School 73 99 73.7 i8 53 34.0
Probation S0. 161 55.9 37 95 38.9
Referred to Other Agency 13 21 61.9 7 13 53.8
Restitution or Fine 2 10 20,0 1 8 12.5
Support Ordered or Revised 4 0 4 - 0
Sentenced Correctional Institution 1 0 1 0
Suspended Sentence 1 0 1 0
Other 18 35 51.4 7 22 31.8
Committed Mental Institution 1 1 100.0 1 0
Referred to Psychiatric Care 2 4 50,0 3 0
Stet 1 6 16,7 5 0
Probation Without Verdict
Committed Juvenile Services 3 0] 3 0
Purchase of Care 1 0 1 0
Group Home 2 2 100.0 2 0
Protective Supervision 4 0 4 0
Total 459 1,030 44,6 175 731 23.9 |
(D) (A) (<) (B)

* five counted as inrdividuals in county where previous offenses were committed
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TABLE 36:

Frederick County
Re-referral by Disposition

July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

Prederick County Cases Individual Juveniles
Reuzeferral ggfal gate Individual ; Total Rate Per
. ases ses er Juvenile ndividual Individual
Disposition Cases Re—referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) 4 4
01 | Petition Withdrawn 2 5 40,0 1 4 25.0
02 | Dismissed 70 129 54,3 17 87 19.5
03 | Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 214 556 38.4 83 393 21e1
04 | Jurisdiction Waived 64 78 82.1 16 52 30.8
05 | Continue Case Without Finding 60 62 96.8 28 ¢ 6 100.,0
06 | Custody Awarded 12 19 £3,2 4 13 30.8
07 | Committed Social Services 28 64 43,8 11 45 24,4
08 | Committed Training School 99 114 86,8 23 64 35.9
09 | Probation 139 195 71.3 30 139 21.6
10 | Referred to Other Agency 26 35 74.3 12 » 10 100.0
11 | Restitution or Fine 2 5 40,0 5 0
12 | Support Ordered or Revised
13 | Sentenced Correctional Institution
14 | Suspended Sentence 1 2 50,0 1 1 100.0
15 | Other 298 436 68.3 117 175 66.9
16 | Committed Mental Institution 2 3 66,7 1 2 50.0
17 | Referred to Psychiatric Care
18 | Stet
19 | Probation Without Verdict
20 ] Committed Juvenile Services 2 4 50,0 1 3 33.3
21 | Purchase of Care
22 | Group Home
23 | Protective Supervision 14 25 56.0 4 21 19.0
Total 1,033 1,732 59,6 349 1,020 34,2
(D) (A) (c) (B)
* twenty-four counted as individuais in county where previous offenses wers comeltited
TABLE 37: Garrett County
Re-referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Garrett County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) % :
01 | Petition Withdrawn 5 19 2643 4 14 28.6
02 | Dismissed 14 93 15.1 10 81 12.3
03 } Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 25 82 30.5 12 67 17.9
04 { Jurisdiction Waived 16 20 80,0 1 18 56
05 | Continue Case Without Finding 6 6 100.0 3¢ 2 100.0
06 | Custody Awarded 5 33 15,2 2 30 6.7
07 } Committed Social Services 11 53 20,8 3 49 6el
08 | Committed Training School 42 54 7748 8 38 21,1
0% { Probation 68 178 38,2 31 131 23.7
10 | Referred to Other Agency 1 12 8,3 1 11 S.1
11 | Restitution or Fine 2 0 2 0
12 | Support Ordered or Revised
13 | sentenced Correctional Institution 5 9 55.6 1 8 12.5
14 | Ssuspended Sentence 2 0 2 0
15 | other 7 21 33.3 2 17 11.8
16 | Committed Mental Institution 1 1 100,0 1 0
17 | Referred to Psychiatric Care
18 | stet 1 1 100.0 1 0
19 | probation Without Verdict 2 12 16,7 2 10 20,0
20 | Committed Juvenile Services
21 | purchase of Care
22 | Group Home
23 | Protective Supervision
Total 209 598 34,9 80 482 1646
o (D) (A) (C) (B)
-t

* counted as individual in county where previcus offense was comsitted
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TABLL 383

Harford County
Re-referral by Disposition

Juiy 1, 1987 - June 30, 1973
Harford County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re=referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition %fs Re=referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) p %
Petition Withdrawn 1% 51 373 8 37 21.6
Dismissed 114 205 42,9 31 201 15.4
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 674 1,869 3.1 264 1,424 18.5
Jurisdiction Waived 19 31 61.3 3 18 16.7
Continue Case Without Finding 164 212 77,4 74 ¢ 55 100.0
Custody Awarded 25 67 37.3 8 52 15.4
Committed Social Services 127 371 34,2 52 2588 18.1
Committed Training School 158 184 85,9 50 79 63,3
Probation 538 849 63.4 156 503 31.0
Referred to Other Agency 60 12 47.6 32 78 41.0
Restitution or Fine 18 44 40,9 8 26 30.8
Support Ordered or Revised 3 9 33.3 9 0
Sentenced Correctional Institution 7 9 77.8 1 7 14.3
Suspended Sentence
Other 159 256 62.1 41 153 26,8
Committed Mental Institution 3 4 75,0 4 0
Raeferred to Psychiatric Care 1 2 50,0 1 1 100.0
Stet 9 4 100.0 1 5 20,0
Probation Without Verdict 7 14 50.0 1 12 8.3
Committed Juvenile Services 8 15 53.3 2 13 15.4
Purchase of Care
Group Home 1 1 100.0 1+ 100.0
Protective Supervision 10 21 47.6 3 17 17.6
Total 2,124 4,410 48,2 737 2,982 24.7
(D) (A) (<) (B)

* twanty counted as individualsin ceunty vharo provicus offenses ware connitted

TABLE 39:

Howard County
Re-referral by Disposition
July 1, 1567 - June 30, 1973

Howard County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
i . Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re=referrals Juveniles Juveniles
{Treatment) % g
Petition Withdrawn i3 36 36,1 3 29 20.7
Dismissed 251 405 62,0 67 248 27,0
Wwarned, Adjusted or Counsel 81 216 37.5 34 158 21,5
Jurisdiction Waiwved 28 39 71.8 6 23 26,1
Continue Case Without Finding 108 111 97.3 42 » 6 100.0
Custody Awarded 358 416 86,1 126 * 102 100,0
Committed Social Services 40 112 35.7 18 82 22.0
Committed Training School 58 59 93.2 11 18 61,1
Probation 207 284 72,9 59 134 44,0
Referred to Other Agency 13 13 100.C Z 2 100.0
Restitution or Fine £ g 1CC.C 2 4 50.0
Support Ordered or Reviced 7 25 28.0 1 16 6.3
Sentenced Correctional Institution
Suspended Sentence 3 3 100.0 1 =° 100.0
Other 284 307 S2.5 4€ 141 32.6
Committed Mental Institution 1 1 150.0 1 G
Referred toc Psychiatric Care
Stet
Probaticon Without Verdict 7 i3 53.8& 2 11 18,2
Committed Juvenile Services 2% 28 S2.9 4 13 30.8
Purchase of Care
Group Home
Protective Supervision 10 14 Ti.4 4 8 56,0
Total 1,500 2,090 71.8 431 296 43,3
(D) (A) (c’ (B)

® gixty-cne counted as individuals in ceunty where previcus offenses vere coznitted
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TABLE 40: Kent County
Re—-referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973

Kent County Cases Individual Juvenileyc
Re=referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
X L Cases Cases Per Juvenile individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveni les Juveniles
(Treatment) i g
01} Petition Withdrawn g 11 7247 2 4 50,0
02} Dismissea 12 56 21.4 3 47 6.4
03t warned, Adjusted or Counsel 50 115 43,5 21 82 25.6
04] Jurisdiction Waived 14 19 73,7 2 16 12.5
05} Continue Case Without Finding 3 5 650.0 1 4 25,0
06} Custody Awarded . 4 43 9.3 3 39 Te7
07} Committed Social Services 25 96 26.0 13 79 16.5
08)] Committed Training School 31 40 77.5 10 22 45,5
09] Probation 73 185 39,5 34 128 26.6
10§ Referred to Other Agency 1 6 16.7 6 0
11| Restitution or Fine 4 13 30,8 13 0
12§ Support Ordered or Revised 3 24 12.5 1 22 4,5
13! Ssentenced Correctional Institution 1 1 100.0 1 0
14} Suspended Sentence ; 1 0 1 0
15} Other 17 28 60,7 9 17 52.9
16} Committed Mental Institution
17} Referred to Psychiatric Care
18] Stet
19| probation Without Verdict
20} Committed Juvenile Services 4 4 100.0 2 1 100.0
21| Purchase of Care
22| Group Home 5 6 83.3 1 5 20.0
23| Protective Supervision 9 15 60,0 13 0
Total 264 668 39,5 102 500 20.4
(D) (A) (C) (B)
* counted as individual in county where pravious offense was comaitted
TABLE 41: Montgomery County
Re—referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 = June 30, 1973
Montgomery County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re—{eferral é:tal sate Individual I ;otal Rate Per
R Cases ses er Juvenile rdividual Tadividual
Disposition Cases Re=referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) % %
015 Petition Withdrawn S 38 23.7 4 30 13.3
02} Dismissed 456 1,388 32.9 148 1,033 14.3
03} Warned, Adjusted or Counsel L 2,623 5,171 5067 817 3,169 25.8
04] Jurisdiction Waived : 42 71 59.2 11 47 23.4
05] Continue Case Without Finding 163 377 43,2 61 239 25.5
06} Custody Awarded 123 364 33,8 40 266 15.0
07 Committed Scocial Services 205 661 31.0 63 435 12.7
08] Committed Training School 343 437 7865 91 162 56.2
09} Probation 1,288 2,461 52.3 383 1,417 27.0
10} Referred to Other Agency 31 82 37.8 7 59 11.9
11} Restitution or Fine 24 58 41.4 6 37 16,2
12| Support Ordered or Revised 79 405 19.5 30 362 8.3
13| sentenced Correctional Institution 4 0 4 0
14} Suspended Sentence 27 41 65,9 6 19 31.6
15] Other 224 556 40.3 73 373 19.6
16| Committed Mental Institution 2 4 50.0 4 0
171 Referred to Psychiatric Care
18] Stet 5 0 5 0
19| Probation Without Verdict 1 7 14,3 7 0
20f Committed Juvenile Services 11 17 64.7 3 12 25.0
21| Purchase of Care
22| Group Home 6 S 66,7 4 4 100.0
23} Protective Supervision 5 10 50,0 3 5 60,0
Total 5,663 12,166 46,5 1,750 7,749 22.6
(D) (A) (c) (B)

G
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TABLE 42:
Re—referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 3C, 1973

Prince George's County

Prince Georaets Ccounty Cases Individual Juveniles
i .
Rereferral N ! Rate Individual fotal Rate Per
. . lases Cases i Per Juvenile Ingividual Individual
Jispositiocn . L2S8S fe~referrais Juveniles Juvegﬂes
{Treatmant) \ ?
1
Petition Withdrawn 226 Z3% N 21 38R £22.6
Dismissed ; 1,398 2,769 20604 403 1,800 22.4
Warned, Adjusted or CTounsel i Dy Rec io,u%7 8.5 1,4c4 Te138 2065
Jurisdiction Waived b 360 484 7L 4 L3 181 71.8
Continue Case Without Finding ‘ 360 260 4o 3 190 230 £2.6
Custody Awarded ) 259 799 2¢oe 53 &70 S.4
Committed Sccial Services j £23 1,708 30.5 187 i,347 13.9
Committed Training School Ses 1,073 830.3 195 477 40,9
Probation 2,988 4,677 53,9 329 2,489 33.3
Referred to Other Agency 497 1,309 38.0 i85 236 19.8
Restitution or Fine 152 2069 50.8 47 175 26.9
Support COrdered or Revised P 4 5C.0 2 2 100.0
Sentenced Correctional Institution 4 3 5G.0 1 5 20,0
Suspended Sentence 43 72 5967 12 38 31.6
Other 1,984 3,804 52.2 511 2,412 25.3
Committed Mental Institution 35 44 81.8 8 28 28,6
Referred to Psychiatric Care 5 4 £6.7 4 4 100.0
Stet 254 1,476 7.9 223 1,055 21.1
Probation Without Verdict 1 2 50.0 2 0
Committed Juvenile Services 101 1585 £5.2 23 119 19,3
Purchase of Care
Group Home 4 2] £6.7 1 5 20.0.
Protective Supervision 222 332 66,9 65 222 29,3
Total 14,756 30,218 48,8 4,724 19,713 24,0
(D) (A) (Cc) (B)
TABLE 43: Queen Anne'’s County
Re=referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 -~ June 30, 1973
Queen Anne's County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re=referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases { (ases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re=referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) 5 #
Petition Withdrawn 4 17 23.5 3 14 21l.4
Dismissed 17 85 20.0 3 77 3.9
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 49 135 36,3 23 103 22.3
Jurisdiction Waived 7 i8 38.9 2 15 13.3
Continue Case Without Finding a4 14 28,6 A 10 4G.0
Custody Awarded 19 76 25.0 10 63 15.9
Committed Social Services- 7 57 12,3 3 53 S5e7
Committed Training School 14 25 56,0 5 17 29.4
Probation 46 147 31.3 20 118 16.9
Referred to Other Agency : 2 10 20,0 1 ° 11.1
Restitution or Fine 2 6 33,3 5 0
Support Ordered or Revised 56 290 15,3 25 255 5.8
Sentenced Correctional Institution
Suspended Sentence 1 i 100.0 1 0
Other 8 38 21,1 5 31 16.1
Committed Mental Institution
Referred to Psychiatric Care
Stet :
Probation Without Verdict
Committed Juvenile Services
Purchase of Care
Group Home 3 4 75,0 1 3 33.3
Protective Supervision 1 2 50.0 2 0
Total 240 925 25.9 105 776 13,5
(D) (A) (C) (B)
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TABLE 44:

St. Mary'!s County
Re=referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

St. Mary's County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. . Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) % 2
01} Petition Withdrawn 1 0 1 0
02| Dismissed 53 159 33.3 14 130 10.8
03} Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 107 407 2643 52 331 15.7
04 { Jurisdiction Waived 3 16 18.8 15 0
05| Continue Case Without Finding 14 42 33,3 8 31 25.8
06 ] Custody Awarded 5 21 23.8 16 0
071 Committed Social Services 4 68 5.9 1 66 1.5
08| Committed Training School 33 72 45,8 8 55 14,5
09} Probation 95 327 29,1 43 255 16.9
10} Referred to Other Agency 7 20 35,0 3 15 20,0
11 ] Restitution or Fine 1 1 100.0 1 0
12} Support Ordered or Revised
13} Sentenced Correctional Institution 2 0 1 0
14} Suspended Sentence
15§ Other 19 65 29,2 11 50 22.0
16} Committed Mental Institution 2 3 66,7 3 0
17| Referred to Psychiatric Care 1 2 50.0 2 0
181 Stet 3 6 50.0 1 3 33.3
19| Probation Without Verdict
20| Committed Juvenile Services 2 2 100.0 2 0
21| Purchase of Care
22} Group Home 1 1 100.0 1 0
23| Protective Supervision 3 5 60,0 1 4 25.0
Total 353 1,220 28.9 142 982 14,5
(D) (A) (C) (B)
TABLE 45: Somerset County
Re=referral by Dispositian
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Somerset County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re-referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Bewreferrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) 5 A
01| Petition Withdrawn 1 0 1 0
02} Dismissed 9 36 25,0 1 33 3.0
03] Wwarned, Adjusted or Counsel 72 205 35.1 33 154 21l.4
04} Jurisdiction Waived 34 66 51.5 8 54 14,8
051 Continue Case Without Finding 9 41 22,0 5 34 14,7
061 custody Awarded 3 26 11,5 1 25 4,0
07} Committed Social Services 8 80 10.0 4 75 53
081 committed Training School 12 15 80,0 5 7 71.4
09} probation 38 103 36,9 13 79 16.5
10} Referred to Other Agency
11! Restitution or Fine
12} support Ordered or Revised
131 sentenced Correctional Institution
14 Suspended Sentence
151 otjier 6 9 667 2 6 33.3
16} Committed Mental Institution
17! Referred to Psychiatric Care
18] stet
19} probation Without Verdict
20} committed Juvenile Services
211 purchase of Care
22 | Group Home 1 2 50,0 2 0
23| Protective Supervision 2 10 20.0 2 8 25.0
Total 164 594 32,7 74 478 15.5
L
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TABLE 46:

Talbot County
Re-referral by Dispositian
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

Talbot County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re=referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
Disposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) % 5
Petition Withdrawn 4 10 40.0 1 8 12.5
Dismissed 29 68 42 .6 7 51 13.7
Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 48 131 36.6 26 95 27.4
Jurisdiction Waived 22 33 66,7 4 24 16.7
Continue Case Without Finding 3 0 3 0]
Custody Awarded 9 57 15.8 1 54 1.9
Committed Social Services 1 32 3.1 1 29 3.4
Committed Training School 12 26 46,2 2 22 9.1
Probation 40 139 28.8 21 112 18,8
Referred to Other Agency 5 18 27.8 3 15 20.0
Restitution or Fine 1 6 16.7 1 5 20.0
Support Ordered or Revised
Sentenced Correctional Institution
Suspended Sentence 1 3 33.3 1 2 50.0
Other 23 43 53.5 11 26 42 .3
Committed Mental Institution
Referred to Psychiatric Care
Stet
Probation Without Verdict
Committed Juvenile Services
Purchase of Care 1 7 14.3 1 6 16,7
Group Home 1 1 100.0 1 0
Protective Supervision 5 16 31.3 2 14 14.3
Total 202 593 34,1 82 467 17.6
(D) (A) (c) (B)
TABLE 47: Washington County

Re=referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

Washington County Cases Individual Juveniles

Re~referral Total Rate Individual Total Rate Per
. Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
DlSpOSit ion Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles

(Treatment) % *
Petition Withdrawn 32 77 41 .6 12 57 21l.1
Dismissed ) 169 354 47,7 62 245 25.3
warned, Adjusted or Counsel 192 380 50,5 71 251 28.3
Jurisdiction Waived 117 162 72,2 29 97 29.9
Continue Case Without Finding 125 217 57.6 51 117 43,6
Custody Awarded 94 305 30.8 34 242 14.0
Committed Social Services 114 327 34,9 37 255 14.5
Committed Training School 231 265 87.2 57 127 44,9
Probation 238 576 41,3 101 385 26.2
Referred to Other Agency 16 34 47,1 11 19 57.9
Restitution or Fine 41 76 53,9 13 53 2455
Support Ordered or Revised 767 1,178 65,1 276 652 42.3
Sentenced Correctional Institution 22 30 73.3 3 17 17.6
Suspended Sentence 213 308 69,2 73 164 44,5
Other 107 184 58.2 29 118 24.6
Committed Mental Institution 13 16 81.3 1 14 7.1

Referred to Psychiatric Care 1 2 50,0 1 e

Stet 2 3 66,7 2 0
Probation Without Verdict 4 22 18.2 1 21 4.8
Committed Juvenile Services 15 21 71i.4 11 »® 8 100.0

Purchase of Care

Group Home . 1 i 100.0 1 100.0
Protective Supervision 18 49 36,7 6 36 16.7
Total 2,532 4,587 55,2 879 2,881 30.5

(D)

(A)

® four counted as individuals in county where previcus offenses were comaitted

(C)

(B)




TABLE 48:

< Wicomico County
n Re-referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Wicomico County Cases Individual Juveniles
Reaieferral é:tal gate Individual Total Rate Per
. s ases ses er Juyenil Individual Individua
Disposition Cases R&éﬂﬂ%ﬁ Juveniles MWMM:
(Treatment) %
01! Petition Withdrawn 13 27 48,1 4 20 20,0
02§ Dismissed 44 122 36.1 15 9¢ 1562
03 i Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 86 375 22.9 44 305 14,4
04} Jurisdiction Waived 47 81 58.0 11 64 17.2
05| Continue Case Without Finding 8 22 36.4 5 15 33,3
06| Custody Awarded 23 147 15,6 8 139 5.8
07§ Committed Social Services 29 187 15,5 11 172 6.4
08§ Committed Training School 64 115 55.7 20 71 28,2
09} Probation 121 362 33.4 60 273 22,0
10} Referred to Other Agency 2 12 1607 2 10 20.0
11} Restitution or Fine
12{ Support Ordered or Revised 1 1 100.0 1= 100.0
13| Sentenced Correctional Institution
14} Suspended Sentence
15{ Other 34 80 42,5 16 58 27.6
16| Committed Mental Institution
17| Referred to Psychiatric Care
18} Stet 1 0 1 0
19] Probation Without Verdict 1 0 1 0
20] Committed .Juvenile Services
21} Purchase of Care
22 ] Group Home 2 0 2 0
23| Protective Supervision 2 8 25,0 1 7 14.3
Total 474 1,543 30.7 198 1,237 16,0
(D) (A) (c) (B)
* counted as individual in county where previeys offense vas comsiticd
TABLE 49: Worcester County
Re-referral by Dispositinn
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973
Worcester County Cases Individual Juveniles
Re~referral Total Rats Individual Total Rate Per
Di CE3 Cases Cases Per Juvenile Individual Individual
1sposition Cases Re-referrals Juveniles Juveniles
(Treatment) 5
01] Petition Withdrawn 1 4 25,0 1 3 33.3
02} Dismissed 63 144 43.8 19 117 16.2
03] Warned, Adjusted or Counsel 518 1,710 30.3 199 1,341 14.
04} Jurisdiction Waived 25 54 46.3 3 48 6.3
05} Continue Case Without Finding 18 29 62,1 9 12 7560
06} Custody Awarded 7 46 15.2 2 44 4,5
07} Committed Social Services 38 100 38,0 12 83 14.5
08f Committed Training School 29 34 85.3 9 21 42,9
09] Probation 82 227 36,1 30 177 16,9
10| Referred to Other Agency 24 44 54.5 9 24 37.5
11} Restitution or Fine
12} Support Crdered or Revised
13] Sentenced Correctional Institution 3 0 3 0
14y Suspended Sentence
15§ Other 24 38 63.2 9 21 42,9
16] Committed Mental Institution 1 0 1 0
17| Referred to Psychiatric Care
18§ Stet
19} Probation Without Verdict 2 0 2 0
20} Committed Juvenile Services 2 0 2 0
21{ Purchase of Care 1 1 100,0 1 0
22} Group Home
23} Protective Supervision 2 0 2 0
Total 830 2,441 34,0 302 1,502 15.9
(D) (A) (c) (B)

el




Baltimore City

Re-referral by Disposition
July 1, 1967 - June 30, 1973

50:

TABLE

74

l

~ VWO PO N OIS < wn — ™~
eagg; o e o o6 @ e 9 © o @ e © 1] ] ]
23 O NOOMNOSFN QO Ot QOON OO wn
= NN MW a2} o~ o o
o) =8 2
(v [~ |
| Thar]
P
4
o}
0]
[
% - CAMAONANDIOY = OH HNH W <t
=322 MO AAAOONN G n W0 O
— B OV ' W 0N~ <~ [T2] —~ 0 ™
(U ot D o on RN N o
1 ;§§ w o~ L qVVe} o
5 o
e
>
3 “
"~y
® @ © HONFOW SN Mo < o o
S 23k owao "t O o ™ ~ ~
-;g.g o OO N MO~ (23] ™M
—t LI o o
Eigl i o ©
[~
DNV OINNAINMND o o~ OO0 ~H© O
6 6 o ¢ © © &6 o6 o o © [} e 0 ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ o o
NAONYONNOND WO W nNno oom >~ o~
2,8 FNLOOAAS NS ONn Onw wnm w
533’”%& (]
8
1] NSO NOO0 o <t [V 4 VIRV o) &~ 0~ 0
] - NHOSNNAHI IO ~  wn r— f69) %2
v 82 ¢SO VISR o o~ o) <
{0 38 & B o oo SN IS S
U e~ Oy Tl ~ ~
—~ ~ LN
i
b
0w WACOOUNFANT DO — —~0 N~HDO M ~
@8 O WO N O NN Moy —~ N ™ < W
Eg WO S W O S W s¢] - ™ o~
™ O S W Y o
oz WO thH ~ M WO Vel
o~
o
Q
-
0
3
g‘ 4
o o))
i -~ <+ Oy ]
8 E o BE f8 .8
0 S WU + 0
[ [(Ae) - o} U
= S U0 U o PU oS
Q ot O o > Ealle! ‘U N <
0 4 » U Q o © + Y 4O (o}
oo~ 3 qwn o Mo n 42 Qo wn ot
o o 4T o Q < @ (@] = d > 7]
i -~ 0 o 0 oo n o [olN SR [ B | [0} Cal
- Y 3 > o] LG O DU L P >
O - B [0} T o v — O fry [SIN o ~ U T @O Y]
n P 4 QUBUDVOL LS VOO d> O0g4y @
o O © T 4 = Q e 4+ H 0 NP 40 L0 [0}
4 [T} Ho n IO O] Couug jolifa¥ >0 =3
5 w o4 B I3gungon VoW O 3 )
2 o Ed Hd MO0 mM TR 0gTUN 50 ETHW
E a - ®_OUHU 2 + 0K L Cowo
5 (o oW o] LTVvTa A0TT T jofko) E P
— o [S2)) v OT (O] (I Ie] O o O
p OV »d 3 XNPPLHOIPUD LA HHDOTP
a HUTUEDPLPLUILES DY PPT U
P N O WA O O O M Y g+ .2 e ~
AECHPPEEQUIP AP LUE QL QE VI @
PN UMEEOWNOACLMWOEWDYD OES OO0 42
Qd M 30 300NUUTUYIHLO UL N0 IIUYN 0
mMRAzZhLLUUUAAEdNNNOoOURENARLUALOMN B
HN NN OEONOM NN GNONONO N M
COCO0OO0OCCCOOrHAMMMMMme~NNNN

(B)

(c)

(A)

(D)

CONCLUSION

Although the present study's method of analyzing re-referral

rates among delinquents and CINS included non-delinquency reasons

for referral, some tentative conclusions (or, more appropriately,

hypothesis) can be stated relating to the Department's contact with

juvenile offenders.

On the basis of the study, there is evidence

to suggest that approximately 75% of all individual delinquents

referred to DJS will not become re-referrals.

CINS probably will not be re-=referred.

About 66% of all

In addition, it was found

that a relatively small number of individual delinquent and CINS

re~referrals account for a disproportionate amount of the total

cases referred for
Research such
evaluative efforts

Juvenile Services,

delinquency (52.4%) and CINS (57.2%).

as the present study as well as other types of

are vitally necessary to the Department of

in order that DJS might assess the impact of its

programs on juveniles, and provide information on the reasons for

this impact.

jinformation to be utilized in the Department's planning and decision-

On-going research of this type can provide valuable

making process, so that evaluative research findings serve to help

the Department to appropriately modify its programs to meet the

current needs of juvenile delinquents and CINS,

Only through such

an interrelated, on-going, planning and evaluation process can we

hope to have a meaningful impact on the nature and extent of CINS

and delinquent offense rates, and, in the long-run, adult criminalitye.
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The services and faeilities of the Maryland State Department
of Health and Mental Hyvgiene are operated on a non-diseriminatory
basis,  This poliey prohibits discrimination on the basis of race,
color, sex or national origin, and applies to the provision of ser-
vice, use of facilities, opportunity to participate, practice of em-
plovment and granting of advantages, privileges and accomodations.






