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THE HONORABLE MARVIN MANDEL
GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND

THE HONORABLE NEIL SOLOMON, M.D., Ph. D.
SECRETARY, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE '

Tam pleased to submit herewith the report of the Department of Juvenile Services for the
1975 fiscal year,

As you will note, the Department experienced a 19.3 percent increase in its total work-
load during fiscal 19735. This increase is reflective of the trend which has been evident since
the creation of the Department in 1967, The number of cases coming to our attention has
now reached an unprecedented high and has taxed our resources to give quality service to its
limits, Tt is, indeed, a tribute to the many dedicated staff within this Depactment that they
have done the outstanding job that has been done under the most trying of circumstances.

As has been stated on several prior occasions, the needs of the troubled youth, and the
youth in trouble, in Maryland must receive a higher priority within State government if we
are to have any impact upon reducing iz ever increasing incidents of juvenile crime and
thereby make our society a safer place in which to live, Not only must adequate funds for pro-
grams necessary to meet the nezds of children who have already come to our attention be pro-
vided, but equaliy as importaat, greater emphasis must be given to programs and services of a
delinquency prevention nature. A step has been made in that direction, but such programs are
in need of expansion in teems of increasing the quality, the quantity, and the diversification,

It is recognized that funding of programs running in somewhat parallel lines would be ex-
pensive, but I'submit that this is a move which the State cannot afford not to make.

In spite of the many needs within Juvenile Services, Maryland is still recognized as a
national leader because of its innovative approaches in youth services delivery, We are deeply
grateful for the support given by the Executive, Legislative, and Judicial branches of govern-
ment and for the concern, interest, and support of the many persons in the community who
have diligently strived to improve the juvenile justice system in Maryland.

ROBERT C. HILSON
Director
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Definition of Terms

THE UNIT OF COUNT is a case referred-to the Juvenile
Services Administration, Such a case is counted each
time a child is referred during the year on a new
referral,

MANNER OF HANDLING CASES is classified as;
FORMAL, INFORMAL, or DISAPPROVED:,.‘ OR

CLOSED AT INTAKE, :

DISAPPROVED CASES are those referrals which are
determined as lacking legal sufficiency.

CLOSED AT INTAKE CASES arcthose referrals
which are resolved by the Intake office through
minimum involvement of staff when the facts and
circumstances of the offense and the child’s back-
ground indicate that no supervision or further
counseling from Juvenile Services or intervention
by the court is necessary or desirable for effecting a
positive adjustment by the child,

INFORMAL ADJUSTMENT involves those referrals
which are resolved by the Intake office by giving
informal supetvision and/or referral to another
agency when it appears that the child and his/her
parent need assistance in preventing further viola-
tions of the law, but may not require nor benefit
from judicial proceedings.

FORMAL CASES are those cases in which a petition
has been authorized and filed requiring formal
court action,

DELINQUENCY CASES are those cases referred to the
Department for acts defined in the statutes of the State
of Maryland as the violation of a State law or municipal

ordinance by persons who have not reached their 18th
birthday,

CHILDREN IN NEED OF SUPERVISION (CINS) are

those cases referred to the Juvenile Services Admin-
istration involving children who are in need of guid-
ance, treatment, or rehabilitation because they are
habitually teuant; habitually disobedient, ungovernable
or beyond control; deport themselves so as to injure or
endanger themselves or others; or commit an offense

applicable only to children.

CHILDREN IN NEED OF ASSISTANCE (CINA) are
those cases referred to the Juvenile Services Admin-
istration which involve children who need the assist-
ance of the court because of dependency, neglect or
mental handicaps.

DEPENDENCY CASES are those cases involving a
child who has been deprived of adequate support
or care by reason of the death, continued absence
from the home, or physical, mental or emotional
incapacity or disability of his parent, guardian or
other custodian.

NEGLECT CASES are those cases involving a child
who requires the aid of the court and either has
been abandoned or deserted by his parents,
guardian or other custodian; whose parent,
guardian or other custodian does not adequately
care for him although financially able, or offered
the financial means to do so; or who suffers or is
likely to suffer serious harm from an improper
home environment or guardianship, including the
lack of moral supervision or guidance, of his
parents, guardian or custodian.

MENTALLY HANDICAPPED include those cases
in which a mentally handicapped child is brought
into court for the determination of proper care.

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS includes guardianship or
custody cases or application for permission to
marry, or to enlist in the armed forces, etc.

JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
FLOW CHART
FISCAL 1975
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FIGURE 1
JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
FISCAL 1975 BUDGET

Juvenile Court Services
$6,123,325
25.6%

Juvenile Institutions
$10,512,767
44 ,0%

Community‘& Residential Services
$6,147,085
25.8%

Headquarters Administration
$1,097,982
4.6%

Total
$23,681,159
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TABLE 1: JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
SUMMARY OF BUDGET EXPENDITURES BY MAJOR PROGRAM
FISCAL 1968 - 1975 ‘

Juvenile Juvenile Community and Administration
Year (Fiscal) Institutions Court Services Residential Services* Headquarters Total
1963 § 7,261,782 § 2,187,060 § 456,82 $ 9,905,666
1963 8 7,3b4,951 $ 2,130,139 § 380,242 8 458,217 $10,313,549
1970 5 8,539,963 5 2,686,603 § 651,649 § 541,877 §12,420,092
1971 510,222,861 % 3,755,940 § 1,439,488 5 598,619 416,016,908
1972 311,364,651 $ 4,793,753 % 2,315,750 § 805,298 519,279,452
1973 $11,330,290 § 4,916,722 % 3,075,350 $ 740,626 320,062,988
1974 510,644,860 § 5,112,801 5 4,260,249 $ 1,081,863 $21,099,733
1975 §10,512,767 8 6,123,325 8 6,147,085 5 1,097,982 $23,881,159

* Comnunity and Residential services were not separately budgeted for fiscal 1968
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HIGHLIGHTS OF
JUVENILE COURT SERVICES

Source of Referral

Consistent with previous experience, a majority of the
37,162 cases that were handled during fiscal 1975 were re-
ferred by the police (77,1%). Parents and relatives referred
6.4%, followed by citizens with 5.0%, the Department of
Education with 4.4%, the Department of Social Services
with 3.1%, Special Police with 2,9% and *‘other®’ referrals
with 1.1%.

Manner of Handling Cases

Of the 57,162 cases digposed of during fiscal 1975 by

the Juvenile Services Administration, 50.1% were disap-

proved or closed at intake, 13.0% were handled informally
hy Intake and 36.9% received formal court action. The
aumber of cases that were disapproved or closed at intake in-
creased 23.8% over fiscal 1974, Similarly, the number of
cases that were handled informally increased 23.1% over
fiscal 1974 and the number of cases that were handled
formally by the courts increased 12.5%.

Disposition

Of the 21,079 cases that were handled formally by the
courts, 32.0% were “'withdeawn™,  “dismissed”, or
“warned, adjusted or counselled” s 30.7% were placed on
“probation’’, *‘protective supervision'', or “‘probation
without verdiet”’; 8.4% had **custody awarded" or were
“committed to the Department of Social Services's 7,4%
were *continued without finding””, or **Stet’'y 6.5% were
committed to a training school or forestry camp’; 5.2%
were tcommitted to the Juvenile Services Administra-
tion’” 1 3.0% had **jurisdiction waived''; 0.4% were *‘com-
mitted to a group home’” or **purchase of care’' 3 and 6.4%
were disposed of in other ways,

Juvenile Coutt Trends

The total numbet of cases handled by the Juvenile Serv-
ices Administeation has steadily increased from the 19,782
ases disposed of during fiscal 1968 to the 57,162 cases dis-
posed of during fiseal 1975, This ropresents a 189.0% in-
crease during the seven year period and & 19.3% increase
from fiscal 1974 to fiscal 1975, The number of cases that
weee handled formally by the courts, while increasing
31.4% from fiscal 1968, has not shown any consistent trend
over this seven year period, The number of cases that were
handled informally increased between fiseal 1968 und fiscal
1971, fell off sharply between fiscal 1971 and fiscal 1974
and then increased again during fiseal 1975, The trend for
disapproved or closed at intake cases, @ Screening category
which did not exist prior to fiscal 1970, has been a rapid in-
crease since fiseal 1970,

10

Juvenile cefereals in Maryland continue to be urban
oriented, Five political subdivisions with 1970 populations
of 250,000 or more cach; Baltimore City, Montgomery,
Prince George’s, Baltimore and Anne Arundel Counties,
reported 82.9% of the juvenile cases handled during fiscal
1975, with 47,397 of the 57,162 cases. This compates with
80,7% in fiscal 1970, 80.9% in fiscal 1971, 82.4% in fiscal
1972, 82.6% in fiscal 1973 and 81.7% in fiscal 1974,

Juvenile Case Rates

‘The total juvenile case rate for Maryland during fiscal
L975 was 56 cases per 1,000 juveniles, five theough seven
teen years of age, up from the 46 cases per 1,000 juveniles
reported during fiscal 1974, This ranged from a low of 19
:ases per 1,000 juveniles in Gaerett County o a high of 99
cases per 1,000 juveniles for Baltimore CGity. Although
Waorcester County had the highest case rate with 117 cuses
per 1,000 juveniles, this was due primurily to the summer
influx of visitors to Ocean City. Looking only at the cuses
that involved delinquent offenses, the cuse rate was 47 cases
per 1,000 juveniles, up from the 37 cases per 1,000
juveniles reported during liscal 1974, This ranged from «
low of 1.2 cases per 1,000 juveniles in Garrett County to o
high of 87 cases per 1,000 juveniles in Baltimore City.

Mujor Reason for Refergal

A jority of the cases that weee handled by the
Juvenile Services Administeation durlng fiscal 1975 in
volved delingquent olfenses (84.6%). OF these cases, 14.1%
fnvolved ““burglary breaking and entering’*, ollowed by
fassault” with 13.7%, “shoplifting® with 11.4% and
“larceny™ with 11,2%. Over half of the cases that were re-
ferred for delinquent offenses were disapproved or closed at
intake (51.3%), 35.0% were handled formally and 13.1%
wete handled infornadly, '

Cases involving Children in Need of Supervision ac
counted for 11,3% of the total number of cases handled dur
ing fiseal 1975, Of these cases 4L.1% involved ‘run-
aways'’, *‘troancy’’ accounted for 17.9% and 41.0% in-
volved “‘ungovernable’ behavior, A majority of these cases
were disapproved or closed at intake (57.0%), 26.4% were
handled formally and 16.6% were handled informally.

Only 4.0% of the cases handled by the Juvenile Seivices
Administration during fiscal 1975 tnvolved Children in
Neced of Assistance, Keferrals for **dependency’” accounted
for 47.5% of these cases, 28.6% involved “‘neglect™, a
combination of ‘‘neglect and dependency® accounted for
21.8% and 2,1% involved **mental handicaps,”” A majority
of these cases were handled formudly (92.0%), while 6.1%
were disappraved or closed at intake and 1.9% were handled
informally, ‘

P

Sex Rutio

The sex ratio of cuses disposed of by the Juvenie Seev-
tces Administration during fiseal 1975 was 3.8 males to
every female with 79,.2% of the cases involving males and
20,8% involving females, Of the cases that were handled for-
mally, however, the sex ratio was 4.6 males to every lemale
with 82.3% of the formal cases involving males and 17.7%
involving females. The ratio for both informal cases and
ses that were disppproved or closed at intake was 3.4 males
to every female with 77.5% of the ¢ases involving males and

 22.5% involving females,

A majority of the cases involving females were dis
approved or closed at intake (54.4%), 14.1% were handled
informally and 31.5% received formal conrt agtion, O those
ases involving males, 49.0% were disapproved or elosed at
intake, 12,7% were handled informally and 38.3% reccived
fornal court action,

Race

A mujofity ol the cases handled by the Juvenile Services
Administeation during fiscal 1975 involved whites (57.8%),
while 41.5% involved blacks and 0.7% were classified as
“other’” or race information was not recorded, Of the
33,061 cases involving whites, 48.5% were disapproved or
closed ut intake, 17.4% were handled informally and 34.1%
were handled fornmally, A majority of the 23,721 cuses in-
volving blicks were disapproved or closed at intake (52.4%),

11

7.0% were handled informally and 40.6% received formal
court action,

Age of Juvenile

A majority of the cases that were handled by the
Juvenile Services Administeation during fiscal 1975 in-
volved juveniles between fifteen and seventeen yeaes of age
(60.3%). In general, the number of cases increased propor
tionately with an inerease in age up to the age of sixteen, de-
creasing thereafter with the sixteen year old group com-
prising the largest single age group with 20.7% of the cases,
The average age of juveniles referred to Juvenile Services,
however, was 14,6 years.

Age by Major Reason

Of the total number of delinquency cases handled by the
Juvenile Services Administeation du’ring fiseal 1975, a
majority involved juveniles who were between the ages of fif-
teen and seventeen (63.5%) with juveniles sixteen years of
age accounting for the largest percentage of such uases
(21.9%). A majority of the gases involving Childeen in Need
of Supervision, on the other hand, consisted of juveniles
who were between the ages of fourteen and stxteen (65.5%)
with the laegest group comprising the fifteen year olds
(25.4%), Juveniles under the age of ten (57.0%) nccounted
for over half of the cases involving Children in Need of
Assistance,
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TABLE 3
TOTAL CASES HAKDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES AOMINISTRATION BY COUNTY AKD REGION
FORMAL, INFORMAL, CHAMGE IN DISPOSITION & DISAPPROVED/CLOSED AT ITAKE CASES
' 1968 ~ 1975 FISCAL YEARS
1968+ 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 ieh’:;’f
i % X % X z ] 2 N % K A N VA N % 1 2475
Region 1. Dorchester 168 «8 176 o7 119 o5 209 b 199 o5 308 ol 317 J 300 I {= Geb
Somerset 981 .51 103 I A Ll w0 | ] 18 I3 148 o 1231 W3 k1 3 1+ 171
Wicomico 091 10| ™ L3]  2h2 9] 3 7| s B8 33 .8 w70 9 831 .7 |- 55
Worcester 2871 w5 307 L2} s17{ 2.0 81| 25| 6% 190 80] 1.4 6560 LAl 70 | L3 [+ 143
Region 2. Caroline 1 3| 128 SEoo83l Ll 13 4] o1 3l 108 .2 150) W3 206 | Gk |+ 37.3
‘ Cecil 51 12| m 5] 267 1.0 48| 13| 483 L3 53| L3 b1l 1.0f 472 { .5 |- 19
Kent 111' 06 116 ‘zf 138 15 128 olf 139 cl’ ]51 c‘f lef olf 2}.0 cln‘ - 109
Gueen Anne's | &S| 7 A 118 A a4 g1 163 A 13 181 129 1 L2 |- 2.7
Talbot 114 L1 6 2 135 A o181 5| 1k Y B % N 195) o4 A |+ 30,3
Region 3, Baltimore 1,99 | 9.8 V2,929 | 11.6f 3,080] 11.7] 3,521 | 10,8 {3,709 { 10,0} 4,373] 10.4 | 5,531] 11.6} 6,838 | 12.0 |+ 23.6
Harford W3 1 2.2 | 627 2.5{ 6%5) 2.6} 916} 2.8 |1,058 2.8 9h] 2.2 915 1.9] 938 | 1.7 |+ 9.1
Region &, Allegany 553 2.8 346 1.k 327 1.2 422 1.3 380 1,0} heh 1.1 516 1.1} 560 1.0 |+ 85
, Garrett % | S5 89 GF - 360 ) 120 | 110 3l 1% 3 108 2| 115 2 |+ 05
Washingten 853 | b2 | 416 16 5590 217 S} 16| 4 1L3] 750 1.8 691] 14| 8h2 | 1.5 |. 219
Region 5. Anne Arundel 931 b7 11,261 5.0] 1,599 6,0 | 2,618 8.0 2,‘4:0@3~ 6e5] 2,815 67 3,706 Te7 5,286 -f 9.3 §+ 42.9
Carroll 130 o7 163 ° 223 o9 372 1,1 231 o0 330 «8 5hg 1.1} 689 1.2 1+ 219
Howard 226 | 11| 546 2.2)  886] 19| 301 9 k6 L k8] 1.1 7891 1.6] 942 | 1.6 |+ 19k
Region 6, Frederick 367 | 1.9 | % L4l 1) 1.7 %21 11 ] iso .20 5671 1.4 760 1.6] 800 | Lb |+ 5.3
* Montgosery 2,091 | 10.6 [2,72¢ | 10.8] 2,590 9.9{ 2,350 | 9.0 {3,677 9.8 3051 7.2 35831 745,53 1 %2 l+ 487
REQion 7t Cal‘!ert 117 .2 129 qs 1% 05 191 06 215 -6 248 96 2815 96 1933 ¢8 + 52.5 )
Charles 105 { .6 | 162 S 3A{ 1.2f B 1.2} s82 L6 53| L3 953} 2.0 987 | 1.7 |+ 3.6
Prince George's | 3,268 | 16.5 {5,101 20,2} 5,50{ 2121} 5,977 | 18,3 | 6823 | 18.3] 6,77 16.0 | 8,592] 17,919,320 | 163 [+ 8.5
St. Mary's 5 . 218 O sl L6) 192} L6 21 S 3l .9 456] 1.0] 541 1 9 f+ 18.6
Region 8. Baltimore City | 7,281 | 36,8 §8,509 | 33.7] 8,391| 32,011,384 | 348 gh,076 | 37.817,703| 422 | 17,769] 37,1)20,690 | 36.2 |+ 16.
STATE 19,782 100.0° £25,270 | 100.0§ 25,2561 100.0 {32,703 | 100,0 §7,242 | 100,0f 41,%49] 1000 | 47,905 100,057,162
3 AT

iy

PRI 0 S e om0 L

s e i




At

€T

TABLE &
FORMAL JUVENILE COURT DISPOSITIONS BY COUNIY AXD REGIOH
1968 — 1975 FISCAL YE4RS ‘

1965° 1969 1970 197 1972 1973 1974 975 oot
I I O R I T I e
Region 1. Dorchester 120, B Wkl .8 93 28 101 b 86{ 5 140 ol 176 o9 2 of § = 19.3
Somerset 63 o 5 o3 59} 3 74 55 57 o3 81 ok 3 o 59 o3 | = 1942
¥icosico 133 B 273 1.2 158 1.0 1%8 L0 201 1.1 243 1.3 266 L4 pals 1,0 | - 19.5
Worcester 98 ob 83 3 100 o6 102 : o? 12 o7 108 o 90 o5 pLYt »7 } + 60,0
Region 2, Caroline 58 ok 96 5 45 3 61 o 6 3 52 3 L1 S 50 W21+ 8.7
{eﬂt 196 .? lm cﬁ ) 99 06 ?7 05 6 33 87 '4 87 .S 73 03 - 16.1
Queen Anne's 9 S 17 o7 15 S 181 1l 1 H 113 b 105 o6 72 o3 ) =31k
Talbot % 06 ! 52 03 lfl -34 87 16 b ? .lg 61 03 91 35 61 QB - 33-0
Region 3. Baltimore 1,887} 11.8] 1,881 | 10,6 | . 1,564 2,81 1,362 8.8 1,5611 9.0} 1,513 7.9 1,515 8.1} 1,751 831+ 15.76
Rarford 436 ) 586 4.7 79 2,3 340 2.2 347 1.9 313 1.6 374 2.0 40k 191+ 8,0
Region 4. Allegany 438 3.0 209 1.7 309 2,0 398 2.6 346 1.9 333 1.7 1 2.1 463 2.2 | + 18.%
Garrett 92 6 86 " 31 «2 91 ‘6 77 s 70 elf 65 »3 83 i+ 27.7)
Region 5. Anne Arundel 631 3.9] 906t s BES| &2 LI6K | 7.5 993 541 L0} Skl n3d 7] 51 7.2+ 9
Carroll 128 .8 163 «9 102 o6 126 8 12 o 107 o5 16} 8 223 11} +38,5
Howard i81 1.1 320 1.8 268 1.7 181 1.2 231 1.3 205 L1 294 1.6 329 1.6 | + 11,1
Region 6, Frederick k3 3 63 b 135 81 120 8 15¢ 8 131 Jg 175 JI) 166 81~ 51
Hontgorery 1,262 7.9} 1,75 8.3 1,417 8.9} 1,218 7.9 1,489 8.1] 1,212 6.3 1,230 6.6§ 2,076 9.8 | + 68,8
Region 7. Calvert ) 51 106 e 49 3 56 4 85 o5 2 ok 93 S 168 »8 | + 80,6
Charles 115 o7 15 41 98 b 109 of 173 <3 118 0 251 1.3 288 1Y} + 16,7
Prince George's 3,228) 20.1} 3,540 | 19,9 3,129% 19.71] 2,800 | 18.1 3,008 16,4 2,867} 14.9 3,859 17.4) 3,473] 165 + 6.6
St. Mary's 69 R 215 1,2 96 «6 87 b 107 o 148 R: 199 L1 219 1.0 § + 10,1
Region 8, Baltimore City | S5,812] 36.2] 6,715 | 37.7 6,395 40.2 1 5,892 § 38.2 8,217 448} 9,591 49,6 7,700 41,1} 8,377] 37| + 8.8
h STATE 16,043} 100,0 {17,788 | 100,06 | 15,901 100.0 15,433 | 100,0 .‘18,3%0f 100.0f 19,214 § 100,0 | 18,733 100.0] 21,079} 100,0 | + 12,5
* Includes non—support cases and cases invelving adults c;:ntributing to the delinquency of a minor
B e ——
TABLE 5
TOTAL MUMBER OF CASES WANDLED THFORMALLY
BY THE JUVEKILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION BY COUMTY AXD REGION
1968 - 1375 FISCAL YEARS
Percent
1968~ 1969 1970 197 1972 1973 1974 1975 Change
N % i % X % K 7 K % A % } % K £ | #-75
Region 1. Dorchest 51 1.3 23 3 20 4 103 «8 73 ol 67 o8 31 5 57 81+ 839
waen Sg;;r::ter k5] 1.1 4g o7 & o5 k3 o 39 o 9 .1 1 o0 1 K/
Wicomico 715 2.3 93 l.ll 85 1.0 70 .6 ?1 ‘7 6 : a1 7 ol 1 :1’8507
Warcester 187 549 214 3.2 378 R 701 5.7 281 2.7 1 -0 5 »1] +400.0
ion 2. Caroli 31l 5| 13 2l 561 W51 B W3 ) a2l Bl 4] o3|~ 20,0
Fegian 2. tareline o 39l Zg| 32} | 21 de| 20f wm6f L6l s | ol BL 6| 2 | d]-wa
Kent 8 o2 16 o2 8 o1 14 .1 55 D 23 31 21 o 19 'g -~ 9~3
Queen Anne's 1 QO 66 '5 118 05 ’!1 .5 76 1'3 127 202 "lggtl
ion 3. i 1 0 06 15.4' 1 308 15,2) 1,558 1 12,7} 1,60k | 15.6 { 1,781 2131 L,149 ¢ 19.0 13,513 47,2 | +205.7
e rord 139 21| @2 | k2l sio| wz| Ve3| 63 w9 | s wn) w1l % =92
) AR Al we
Region k, Allegan 65 2.0 36 R 17 2 17 ol 27 o3 52 o6 6 o1 6 ;
hbsbington 89 2.8 33 95 55 . 06 28 02 13 tl l’é 05 ZS ° » L)
ion 5, | 8 ll:‘ 2.2 702 8,17 1,189 9.7} 1,038 | 10.0 216 2.6 81 1.3} 865 / 11.6}4967.9
reaton 3 ég::ogundﬂ 12% }.e ’ 4 Sl sl a2 | a2 % Kl ml AL Bl 1.7 411'12:6%
, Howard L6 i 5 81 o7 93 «9 2z «0 1 o0 12 2% hd
. . - ‘ | 151+ 5546
Region 6. Frederick 324 10,1 291 §.5 183 2.1 67 J 111 1.1 98 L2 72 1.2 117
’ Hontgomery 791 .71 1,185 1 17.9 | 1,164 13,5 1,378 | 1.2} 1,961 | 190} 1,293 § 155} 1,858 1 30,71 770 10,3 | = 5846
' | 8 + 40,2
ion 7. Calvert 2 ol 2 o3 85 .o 1% 11 114 1.1 173 2.1 184 3.1 8 351+ 40
Reglon 7. Lelvert | Rl 3 2 zd & o %l sl B 9f 3] 6| 66 91+ ggg
Prince George'ss 1 .0} 1,513 ] 22,9 { 2,385 27.80 2,983 1 Zh.2{ 2,175 § 21.0 | 2,243 26.8 903 | 14,9 55'11 T51= 95.5
st. ’hry’s 3 IZ 3 oQ 21 .2 102 u8 1%8 I'}f 3 1?6 2-1 22 -.!’ - e
Region 8. Baltimore City {1,332 4.6} 1,536 73,2 1,378 16,0} 2,623 1 2z1.3] 1,284 | 1z.% | 1,378 16,5 55§ 15.6 | 645 Ba7 =317
STAIE 3,200 | 100.0{ 6,616 { 100,0 | 8,632 | 100.0} 12,302 | 200.0} 10,353 | 100.0 3,38 | 1000} 6,085 | 1000 {7,443 | 100.0 |+ 231

* Includes non-support cases and cases invnlvingiédults contributing to the delimquency of 2 aipor
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I0IAL RUVBER (F JUVEAILE CASES DISAPPROVED OR CLUSED AT IXTAKE BY COUATY AND REGION

FISCAL YEARS 1970 - 195

TOTAL (FFEXSE LASE RATE AXD TOTAL DELIRQUEHT CASE RATE
PER 1,000 JUVEXILES BY COUKTY AKD REGIOK ~ FISCAL 1975

| 1970 1971 w2 1973 197 W] e
i X Z X A X 2 i 2 X 2 X 2119197
’anegim 1. Sorchester 2 .1 ) 5 101 g0 10 S| 10 e 82
: Sanargt ‘ 4 3 58 ok &g o2 8% 3 1+ TI&
Woeico , 16 o2 89 o6 184 J] 198 J 1+ 20,7
worcester 3 2.7 15 3 289 3.k 502 3.5 565 2.5 601 20 1+ 6.1
Region 2. Caroline A 2.0 3 a1 % 3 10 3 79 A 136 S+ 722
Cecil 13 3 176 21 330 2.3 285 n2l 3% Ll |+ 137
Kest 31 2.6 37 .5 71 7z i 3 105 5l 18 A+ 103
s ¢ Aﬂﬂe's 3 oa I 00 9 .1 9 cl
Talbot & L5 z7 .5 b 3 82 i 28 a8 d1 0w
Region 3. Zaltimore 18 a1 w2 11,0 13 511 1,009 751 2,867 1241 1,57 5.5 | = 45,1
| . . (148
Harford & 521 & L4 58 71 ez 21 Tmo 0 T 2.0 | + 4005
Region &, Allegany 77 al 0m 5 119 Sl 3l- 55
: &ff-ett 1 cl 20 Q§ Lf 10 15 01 9 .0~ 8 et llol
1 Yashington 5 3 3 5 191 1.3 122 Sl 136 51+ s
Region 5. Anne Arundel 7 2.2 &3 15 371 131 1,50 10.8] 2,241 0.7 2,017 10.2 |+ 30.2
Carroll 7 6.3 218 kg &5 I T 13| 363 1.6] 315 1]~ 132
Hovard i a1 9 2 g6 1.0 261 1.8 ig2 21| &l 21 |+ 22,2
Reglon 6. Frederick 123 10,1 172 9] w1l 22 33 2.3 513 22| sz 18]+ 1.8
Fontgomery Tk 79 731 2.7 526 3.7 4Lk 1.9} 2,407 8.6 | + 42,1
Region 7. Calvert 1% 2 3 | .0 7 0 7 n/C
Chgrles , i 28 s 147 1,7 33k 2.5 663 2.9 633 2,2 § - /4.5
Prirce George'd 21 L7} 1%t el L&l 182 | 1,60 12| 4,4% 19.2] 5,290 18,5 | + 19.4
St, ¥ary's 3 7.6 3 1 26 3 %5 ¢ % o] 3 1.1 1{+ 36.6
Region 8, Baliimore City] 607 50,0 2,750 LY 45,579 56 | 679 .31 9,123 | 39.5] 11,668 h07 Y + 27.9
STATE 1,214 10,0 | 4,459 1000 859 ) 1000 W37 | 1w0.0] 23,15 100.0{ 28, 640 1000 | + 23.8
A  rmetine e i
JABLE 7

Total {zsses Total Delinguent Cases
Population Estisate Handled by Handled by Delinquent Case Rate
5 through 17 years Juvenile Services Total €ase Rate Jovenile Services Per 1,000
July 1, 1973* hosinistrztion Per 1,000 Juveniles Adzinistration Juveriles
REGI0X 1, DORCBESTER 6,690 200 5 53 3
SOMERSET %,450 144 32 109 7
WICOMICO 13,850 513 30 b 26
WORCESTER ** 6,510 750 117 533 &k
REGION 2, CAROLINE 5,500 206 28 1% 32
CECTL 1,710 k72 32 i3 30
KEXT 4,010 210 52 180 5
QUEEX ANNES 5,810 129 2 80 17
TALBOT 680 25k 45 206 36
REGION 3, BALTIMORE 15%,200 6,833 B 5,876 3
HARF (RD 35,060 %5 7 816 3
REGION &, ALLEGAKY 18,990 550 23 A 18
GARRETT 6,190 115 15 77 12
WASHIAGTOK 75,730 842 %3 671 %
REGION 5, ANKE ARUNDEL 87,510 5,296 61 5,3 " 50
CARROLL 19,110 653 = Sh7 o]
KOWARD 23,010 74 131 856 31
REGIOX 6, FREDERICK 23,550 850 3k 654 28
MONTGOMERY 145,770 5,253 3% 4,115 Vi
REGION 7, CALVERT 6,800 533 4 311 &6
CHARLES 17,780 R87 56 716 &0
PRIKCE GEGRGE'S 175,550 9,320 53 . 7,930 7
ST, MARY'S 14,040 541 39 L %
REGION 8, BALTIMORE CITY 209,140 20,690 99 18,268
STATE 1,028,530 57,162 54 18,350 47

* Population data supplied by the Maryland Center for Health Statistics

*=*The high case rates for Worcester County are due prissrily to the sumeer influx of visitors to (cean ity

00 i il St v .




T4BLE B
DISPCSITIGK BY CUURIY £ REGION

81

61

FISCAL 3975
- K @S
iz |, 25 =53] o2 Z :
oo =3 P o= o o5 P D &
s2 | B 1%% (3% 3= 25 32| s | SE 1S5 |33 3
25| 2 €5 |33 | 25| FE|Ef3| 5| 2| BT |28 xE | ¢
22 | £ s |33 | 35| E3|BBE EF| SR | S |82 B | s
’ J'n. g - D= 3 wx L B e 3= o =S & a5 S =
REGLIN 1. DORCHISIFD ‘ 31 1% 2 3 pO)
STHEREET 5 ¥ 5 | §§ % 3% ’ ;
HICHILD 5 17 3 7 51 2| ® & 9
WORCESTER 1 3 1 3 I3 § 5 ? 60 2 1
REGICK 7, CARCLIEE ‘ & 3 3 3 1 15 g
ﬁ?i § gé H 5 1 3 1 43 5
1) | ' 7 I 5 } -
TUEES ARNE'S 20 7 1 17 5 1?} 1 10
141357 % 5 | 2 5 1 7 4 17 1
REGIOK 3, BALTIMGRE 6 | 2m 3 7 vy 8 B3] 132 1 ? 1 s )
HARF(RD 5 2 3 3 7 3 56 13 131 ! 3
BEGICN b, ALLEGAWY 1 7l =a % § 4 3
GARRETT 3 8| & 5 ! sl 5 2 ; 1 B 7;
WASHINGTEON 3 5 13 7 5 i 47 B 1 3 i 60 53 50
REGIOA 5, ARKE ARUNDEL 16 73 1 3 289 74 101 1 279 1 »
289 289
CxgR0LL | 47 1 z 1 17 1 3 51 2 2 6
HORARD i 15 & 16 17 1 56 3 6
REGIOK &, FREDERICK 5 13 2 1 3 15 i1 46 5
MORTGOHERY 1 485 1 12 % 5 14 57 845 7 116 A 59 {203
REGIOR 7, CALVERT 0 ; L . :
ggésalgsﬁ e 19 %& ! ’ , 1!2 2§ % 1§§ g ;‘
PRINCE GEORGE? z{ 79 7t 15 1 159 201 146 963 10 5 2
ST. KRY'S A : 1z 11 132 ' 1 ;
REGIGH 8. BALTIMORE CITY 20 | &,187 6f 39 1 3 388{ 6% | 1,915 21 26
STATE ML | 653 | 1| 65 361 Y0 ¢ 13,3771 1,2% | 5,599 46 232 19 131 300
F. gos N Cee N . R o 2 L e D
1ABLE 8
{continued)
. £ - 2 o Z Es
5 B prrd o s » S S = e {
2205 T | =35 < ol o5 | ZEl=EE| 2 E ) S5 | =
BicE £ { B35, - £ e B~ ls2L 5 = 2% s ”
ZREs LE | =22 2 = | Bz | 2% {g32| = = I 23 || =
Evr OO B el - - e Py = @@ &3 bt vt (5 [1-4 oy o f 4
55zH 2 | 23 | BES| & S 1 E5 | E5 |558) £ EyBE 1l B
REGION 1. DIRCHESTER 1 5 2 142 57 10 300
SMERSET 1 6 I 59 1 8k 144
WICOMICO 2 1 5 71k 1 198 £13
WRCESTER 1 1 3 1 184 5 601 750
REGION 2, CAROLIXE 3 3 1 50 2 | 13 206
CECIL ) 1 1 A 5 171 27 324 77
KENT 1 1 6 1 2 73 19 118 210
QUEEX ANNE'S 1 & 1 72 51 123
TALBOT 1 3 £ 185 73 75k
REGION 3. BALTIMRE 1 13% 1 7% 5 3 L1 {1 3,513 || 1,57 | 6,838
HARF ORD L 5 §7 21 3 ik 12 LA % 560 098
REGION 4. AULEGARY 5 6 sg 3 1 if ‘g zg 9% ?gﬁ
GARREIT i 5 1 5 3 15
WASHINGTON 7 20 168 1 5 2 609 97 {136 847
REGIOK 5. ARNE ARUNDEL 8 53 1 9z 1,514 855
CARROLL 2 33 3 17 5 5 273 31
ROWARD 1 12 1 19 3 g 273 12
REGION 6, FREDERICK : 7 3 21 5 166 112
MCHTGOMERY 10 1 81 18 g 7 71 2,076 775
i
REGIOX 7, CALVERT 2 8 , 1 vs "3 163 758
CHARLES 57 3 _ 16 2 | 783 66
PRINCE GEQRGE®S 3z 908 201 1 57 BN 557
ST. MARY'S : 7 8 5 ; 2139 | 1
REGION 8, BALTIMRE CITY |} 18 1 %10 12 755 37 18 8,377 ﬁ 5 ’
STATE 109§ 1,208 362 | 1,00 5 | 538 507 122 13 21,07 ﬁ 7,443
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TABLE 9

MANBER OF HAMDLING CASES BY COUNTY, REGION AND TYPE OF CFFENSE

FISCAL 197
Formal Informal Oisapproved/Closed at Intake
Spetizl
Dslinquent CINS CIMA 1 Proceedings| Dslinquent CIns CInA Delinquent CIKS CIva
REGION 1, DORCHESTER 110 5 27 51 6 92 6 3
SOMERSET 37 5 17 1 7 13
WICOMICO 164 2 i3 5 1 191 7 ~
WORCESTER 125 g 10 4 1 409 190 2
REGION 2, CAROLI KE % 9 6 17 3 123 13
CECIL 168 5 8 23 § 304 19 1
KEAT 56 5 12 10 9 114 1
QUEEN ARKETS 31 3 38 kg 8
TALBOT 46 6 9 141 2% 19 9
REGION 3, BALTIMORE 1,556 203 185 7 3,154 339 20 1,366 19 12
RARF ORD "299 82 6 29 5 "igs 7
REGION &, ALLEGANY 268 62 n 56 3 3 83 8
GARRETT 55 14 1 15 9 7 1
WASHI NGTON 511 % % 50 3 18 110 5 1
REGION 5. ANKE ARUNDEL %93 29% 25 817 48 2,538 37 2
CARROLL 150 % 46 2 116 15 "281 33 ]
HOWARD . 270 3] 26 2 10 2 576 2k 1
REGION 6, FREDERICK 112 26 28 86 2 466 56
' MONTGOMERY 1,787 137 151 1 648 117 5 1,680 127
REGIOM 7, CALVERT 133 3 32 m 87 7
CHARLES | 213 36 39 59 7 I 181 8
PRINCE GEQRGE'S 2,788 A1 bl 477 80 4,665 618 7
ST. MARY'S 197 7 15 1 281 38 2
REGION 8, BALTIMORE CITY 7,348 503 526 401 43 1 10,519 1,048 101
STATE 17,192 1,699 2,115 73 6,3% 1,065 " 24,834 3,665 141
‘.,._,‘ e ’_‘ t“ «.:‘.
TABLE 10
MANNER OF HANDLING CASES BY COUNTY, REGION AND SEX
FISCAL 1975
Formal Inforaal Disapproved/Closed at Intake
Male Fenalé Total Male Female Total Male Female Total
REGION 1, DORCHESTER 104 38 142 50 7 57 8¢ 2 101
SOMERSET 15 1k 59 1 1 7 13 84
WICOMICO 156 58 214 1 1 41 57 198
WORCESTER 114 30 144 4 1 5 415 186 601
REGION 2, CAROLIRE 36 1 50 18 2 20 116 20 136
CECIL 103 18 121 20 7 27 266 58 324
KENT 54 19 73 1 8 19 % 2% 118
QUEEN ARNE'S 50 2. 72 50 7 57
TALSOT 45 16 61 126 39 165 2 7 28
REGION 3, BALTIMORE 1,432 319 1,751 2,754 759 3,513 1,250 32 1,57
HARF ORD 332 72 LOY 27 7 % 44 1l 560
REGION 4o ALLEGANY 323 140 463 5 1 6 76 15 91
GARRETT 85 18 83 18 6 ) T L 8
WASHI NGTON 465 14k 609 & 32 97 93 43 136
REGLON 5. AMNE ARUWDEL 1,150 364 1,514 760 165 865 2,314 603 2,917
17 CaRoLL in 51 223 90 5] 131 261 Sk 11
¢ HOWARD 270 59 329 8 4 12 469 . 132 601
REGION 64 FREDERICK 114 52 166 82 30 112 406 116 522
MONTGOMERY 1,807 269 2,076 6% 1% 770 1,75 672 2,507
REGION 7 CALVERT 13k 3 168 184 7h 258 b 3 7
CHARLES 212 76 288 43 23. 66 424 209 633
PRINCE GEORGE'S 2,781 692 3,473 458 99 557 . 3,991 1,299 5,240
ST, MARY'S 188 3] 219 1 1 231 a9 321
REGIOX 8. BALTIMORE CITY 7,187 1,190 8,377 418 227 85 9,281 2,387 11,668
STATE 12,339 3,740 21,079 5,769 1,67 7,443 22,189 ! 28,640




TABLE 1}

 MARMER OF HANDLIXG CASES 8Y COUNTY, RESIGK AND RACE

FISCAL 1975
Foraal Inforaal » Disapproved/Closed st Intake
Inforzation Inforsation Inforsation
Kot Recorded ‘ Kot Recorded Rot Recorded
White Black or Other White 8lack or Gther White Black or Other
REGION 1, UORCHESTER 60 82 30 27 33 68
SOMERSET 39 20 1 Ly 35
WICOMICO 145 69 1 146 51 |
WORCESTER 109 b5 S 562 38 1
REGIOY 2. CAROLINE 27 28 13 7 % 41 1
CECIL 114 5 2 26 1 313 10 1
KENT i 27 13 6 81 37
QUEEN ANNE'S 42 27 3 4 1
TALBOT 45 15 } 115 49 1 2 ?
REGION 3. BALTIMGRE 1,489 247 15 2,906 591 16 1,289 275 10
HARF ORD %9 50 5 32 2 497 62 1
H
i REGION b, ALLEGANY 432 31 6 88 3
GARRETT 82 1 24 8
WASHI NGTON 558 43 8 90 S 2 127 9
REGLON 5. ANKE ARUNOEL 1,212 283 19 723 139 3 2,418 490 g
CARROLL 188 p 1 129 2 285 30
HOWARD 25 8k 10 2 467 131 3
REGION 6, FREDERICK 113 52 1 8k 28 409 109 A
MONTGOMERY 1,716 3k 16 672 89 9 2,018 376 13
REGION 7. CALVERT 7 92 211 k6 1 4 3
CHARLES 200 87 1 45 21 474 153 6
PRINCE GEORGE'S 1,981 1,479 13 399 156 2 3,187 2,065 38
ST, MARY?S 156 60 3 1 219 96 6
REGIOK 8, BALTIMORE CITY 1,848 6,446 83 164 476 5 3, 260 8,332 7%
STATE 11,267 9,641 71 5,745 1,659 39 16,049 12,k21 170
ﬁ;'&—t:—w—"v:} N 3 o
TABLE 12
TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMIHISTRATION
BY COUNTY, REGION AND SOURCE OF REFERRAL = FISCAL 1975
Source of Referral
Depar tment]
Oepartmenti - of Other
of Parent/ Secial | Social Court/ Special
Police Education 7 Relative Services | Agency Probation Other Citizen Police TOTAL
REGION 1. DORCHESTER 750 5 22 14 1 3 5 300
SOMERSET 91 3 14 13 1 2 20 1tk
WICOMICO 335 ? 16 32 10 5 13 413
WORCESTER 702 1 21 11 1 1 3 750
REGION 2. CARDLINE 136 18 8 A 20 20 206
CECIL 502 2 14 8 1 1 22 22 k72
KENT 92 39 12 12 5 by 6 210
QUEEN ANNE'S 69 9 22 18 1 6 Y 129
TALBOT 184 22 8 11 1 2 26 254
REGION 3. BALTIMGRE 6,422 58 50 170 2 17 93 2 6,838
HARF ORD 808 33 7 66 3 10 1 998
o REGION 4. ALLEGARY 50 13 © 150 72 5 2 7 24 15 560
o GARRETT 57 12 11 27 3 1 4 115
WASHINGTON 571 20 48 3 2 6 5 108 51 842
REGION 5. ANNE ARUNDEL 4,106 497 398 240 6 26 1l 12 54296
CARROLL 497 20 4y Y 2 4 13 37 5 669
HOWARD 760 5 55 11 1 1 1 58 4o g%z
REGION 6. FREDERICK 611 61 50 26 6 9 5 12 800§
- MOKTGOMERY 4,810 5 317 97 1 b 6 3 5,253
REGION 7. CALVERT 1 .8 20 30 1 - 2 | 433
CHARLES 887 2 % 10 2 19 2 1 5 987
PRINCE GEORGE'S 5,596 %3 494 393 27 68 80 954 1,465 9,329
ST. MARY'S 486 ) 17 1 2 5 5 1 541
REGION 8. SALITMRE CLTY 15,606 1,401 1,740 407 5 9 31 1,454 22 20,690
STATE 44,079 3,55 | 3,65 LB7 | 18 173 #0 2,846 ] 1,661 57,162

T N AL ! eyt T i 1




- CmEMe
TOTAL CASES HMMCLED 2Y THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMIXISTRATION
BY COUNTY, RECLER A%D AGE 47 TIME OF REFEERAL -~ FISCAL 197

) Dver 18
i tinder | | ‘e
: {10 years | 10years | 11 years | 12 years} 13 years | 1b years | 15 years | 18 years | 17 years | 18 years | Unknown Totsl
 REGIOK 1, DIRCHESTER | 43 5 | B 21 5 3 | 13 55 1 : 300
SCHERSET 1% ? 5 D 1z % 5 5 0 2 1t
YICOMILO 33 7 12 13 2 54 63 82 15 1 2 i3
WBCESTER 7 g 7 20 40 15 144 193 158 1 1 750
REGIOK 2, CAROLINE i 3 8 7 5 35 42 % b 5 % 206
- CECIL 22 g 11 13 % &9 98 119 83 5 8 V72
XENT 13 i 6 16 13 31 kg 40 §5 2 210
QUEEK AWAE'S 2% 5 3 10 13 1 23 2 17 2 129
TALBOT 14 5 & % - 5 2 55 12 56 L ! 25k
: ]
REGIOK 3, SALTIMGRE 181 7 18 &5 263 | 537 979 1,406 1,559 1,547 132 ) 6,838
‘ HARF (RD 58 15 33 6 { 9z 152 168 130 202 19 5 938
w1 RecTon b ALLEGARY 69 3 2 36 33 54 100 9 8 7 ss | 560
e GARRETT 13 2 1 1k 15 29 5 13 3 15
WASHLNGTON 60 20 % 12 83 128 138 186 145 1 3 842
l REGLON 54 ANKE ARUMDEL 241 %% 137 %52 522 836 1,133 1,021 926 % ) 5,296
, CARROLL 49 15 1 21 35 66 121 129 177 13 28 £69
HOWARD 2 7 23 39 56 9% 183 234 261 20 2 942 |
1
REGION 6. FREDERICK 37 26 22 58 88 106 164 170 117 10 2 800 :
HORTGORERY 114 43 7% 171 39 755 1,212 1,552 1,160 99 24 5,293
REGION 7. CALVERT 23 3 11 30 36 50 81 93 81 10 433 |
CHARLES 63 16 25 61 108 164 1% 176 165 10 4 987 '
PRIACE GEORGE'S] 399 161 271 431 3hs 1,435 1,862 1,902 1,816 146 52 9,320
3T, MARY'S 20 5 8 29 65 70 100 112 ) g 28 541
REGION 8, BALTIMRE CITY | 778 m 614 Lo73 | 2,02 3,22 | 398 | 4,082 | 3,81 414 %3 | 20,690
STATE 2,323 914 1,497 2,693 | 5,110 8,550 11,420 11,834 11,2% 1,042 545 | 57,162
B < - e ]
TABLE 14
TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES AOMINISTRATION
BY COUNTY, REGIOK AED WAJOR REASON REFERRED - FISCAL 1975
sl = € & =3
S1ES IS | lEe| E| B38| e(S=5| 2| =2]25| 28
=l 8 £ S22 | 5 = 13% c 2881 = | 5|l 55| &5
- Z1s2 1 ©| 8 2188 | |83 |s5(883| 2| 851283 | %%
£ 212815 | 8 2|38 & S| 22 |3E 23] 2 | 58| o= | &2
REGION 1. DORCHESTER n 13 3 63 47 3 12 1 7 1 3 51 3
SONERSET e 5 zl 12 21 21 1 10 15 3 2 2
WICOMICO 2 ) 19 57 56 1 9 2 &7 27 8 55 7 9 3
WORCESTER b 13 18 62 38 % 18 173 2 32 A 5 g
REGION 2o CAROLINE 4 2} nl &} (8 1 6 31 13 3
CECIL 5 36 al 63 72 14 2 k5 39 50 1 5
KENT 17 5 23 28 1 21 12 27 1z 10 ; 2 1
QUEEN ANNE'S 5 6 -3 20 2 16 5 6 5 1
TALBOT % 6l 31 33 z 1 17 22 Bl 5 1 1 7
§ REGIOK 3, BALTIMORE 35 w61 321 93| 590 561 377 2% | 36k 518 1Z1 13| % g A8 61
HARF ORD 3 58 52| 178 107 31 % 5 7 01 1 0] 109 1 10
8 REGION &, ALLEGARY 3 12 91 39 38 1 ? 2 16 17 2 5 81 5 | , 1
GARRETT 7 15 17 12 2 & 2 :
WASHINGTON 6 51l 29 77 80 1] 39 1 49 45 g} s}l o § 1 6 6
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REGION 1, DIRCHESTER 2 5 1 s B3 4 3 5 17 9 1 7 30 i 300
SCHERSET 2 1y 109 6 3 9 18 12 4 1 17 144

WICOHICO g 5 3 356 7 2 9 10 2 b a3l 5 413

WORCESTER 15 1 601 538 jI 1 g ¢ {t 200 % 8 1z 50 -

- REGION 2. CAROLIE 2 2 Wil 175 b 1% 7 ro} s 1 6 206

CECIL 6 8z{i 4% 12 8 8 28 3 1 5 9 W72

XENT 11 104 180 7 b 7 18 4 ? 1 12 210

QUEEK AKKE'S 2 : 9 80 2 5 k 1 10 8 38 129

TALBOT 4 1 169} 206 9 18 12 39 3 3 r4 1 9 5k

REGLOK 3, BALTIMORE 263 5 20 4151} 5,876 §| 31 | 89 28 || 738 b3 107 66 1 arft 7 | 6,838

HARF RD 27 b 56 816 22 L 63 119 31 16 16 63 998

REGICN b, ALLEGANY 4 7l sl 1B | n afl B e 1n{ 7l 36 560

GARRETT 18 77 7 10 7 24 2 1 11 14 115

WASHINGT ON 7 b 3 W3 671 28 16 % 78 L0 5 28 93 g2

REGION 5, ANNE ARUNDEL 179 4 7Ok k38§ 132 | 283 306 || 721 % 106 16 6 22 5,296

CARROLL 21 1 6L} 547 18 2 31 73 21 21 5 Vi 2 669

ROVARD 77 704l 856 73 5 %9 57 6 16 3 4 afl 2 92

REGION 6, FREDERICK 31 4 5 13554 664 20 Ly 39 || 108 20 7 1 78 800

MOKTGOMERY 123 3 4 7384 &,115 || 740 5 236 || 981 1 122 33 564 1 |} 5,553

REGION 7. CALVERT 5 3000 31 b 2 24 90 3 4 2 b 32 433

CHARLES 8 2 silf 76 I 1% 4y nfl 2 11 14 2 1 k7 487

PRINCE GECRGE'S 356 ) 9334t 7,930 || 382 | 149 408 fj 939 §| 159 281 5 6 451 9,320

ST, MARY'S 10 2 K0y 479 28 17 45 14 2 1 17 541

REGION 8. BALTIMORE CITY 1,034 93 1} 1,7694 18,268 )| 474 | 330 990 %1,79& 107 20 25 26 628 20,690

STATE 2,224 | 151 5 | 5,088 llus, 360 Yl2,643 1,188 2,638 |16,429 JI 658 | 1,092] 50 b9 {| 2,300} 73 lf57,162
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TABLE 15
TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENTLE SERVICES ADVINISTRATICN
BY MAJOR REASON AND AGE AT TIME OF REFERRAL — FISCAL 1975
Over 18
Under or

Major Reason 10 years | 10 years | 11 yeers | 12 years| 13 years| I4 years | 15 years { 16 years | 17 years | 18 years | Unknown Total
Arson 5 1 2 3 43 59 63 47 45 2 7 377
Assault 166 122 226 378 665 1,069 | 1,268 1,294 1,185 122 132 6,627
Auto Theft/Unauth, Use 7 7 23 37 153 338 607 634 508 31 5 2,350
Burglary/8 & £ 121 110 205 354 652 L1100 | 1,382 1,485 1,224 138 28 6,809
Larceny 78 8k 153 290 492 765 | 1,031 1,209 1,150 121 b1 5¢414
Robbery 3 6 19 23 58 122 mn 150 187 29 y 772
Disorderly Conduct 26 32 71 98 21 370 608 77h 854 7 18 3,096
Sex Offense 3 5 8 15 17 30 33 28 39 5 5 188
Vandalism 120 83 131 158 262 285 349 332 30k 23 27 2,074
Narcotics Violation 6 9 29 127 32k 725 1,177 1,487 7 1 4,066
Glue Sniffing ; b 9 8 18 45 80 97 77 56 3 6 405
Alcoholic Bev. Viol. 2 1 l 14 88 186 359 495 27 4 1,181
Shaplifting 98 113 179 , %hi 557 85 | 1,083 1,081 1,072 85 29 5,492
Purse Smatching 3 2 5 13 28 k2 53 48 36 5 2%
Firearms Violation 5 8 12 L8 102 142 208 232 2 9 794
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods .2 1 8 27 38 87 127 120 137 21 4 572
Trespassing 29 30 113 102 237 343 469 48k 428 32 24 2,224
False Fire Alarm 22 7 7 8 26 28 71 15 15 1 1 151
Violation of Supervision 1 5 12 8 1h g 5
Other 173 98 1% 290 456 873 | 1,207 1,032 1,053 92 79 5,488
TOTAL DELTHQUEAT 910 75 1,224 2,231 4y 134 6,981 | 9,630 | 10,568 | 10,513 1,010 b3h | 48,360
Runaway 2h 18 40 37 293 588 712 549 304 17 11 2,643
Truancy 38 26 43 104 228 315 303 72 14 5 1,148
Ungovernable 39 31 60 141 332 539 671 516 327 12 20 2,638
TOTAL CINS 101 s 13 332 853 1,442 | 1,636 1,137 645 29 35 6,429
Neglect 3% 31 33 33 36 29 k2 29 2% 6 658
Dependency - - 604 51 65 61 59 60 77 72 35 2 b 1,092
Dependency & Heglect 299 30 30 30 5 27 i 20 7 1 6 501
Mentally Handicapped 12 1 2 2 1 8 7 8 8 49
TOTAL CINA 1,310 113 130 126 121 12k 152 129 74 3 18 2,300
Special Proceedings 2 1 ] rd 3 z 2 57 73
Grand Total 2,323 914 1,597 2,693 5,110 8,550 | 11,520 { 11,8%% { 11,23 1,042 sks 1 57,162
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Harcotics Yfiolstion 1 55 E %# P ¥ 2 2 74 57 ' 3
Glus Soi{fing 0 1 it i3 ‘
Klesholic Beverage Yicl, % 3 3 3 z 2 % i iz
Shoplifting ‘ & 3% 3 s 5 % % i3 a§z i
Porse Seatrhing 5 7 1 1 1 = i H
# Firesrss Yiolatien 58 ] 5 3 i 1 z 5 ‘
§ RecfPoss of Stolen Goods £z g & 1 5 £ %
Trescassing 1 % & 3 | b Z 7
False fire Alars 1% : X 1 - I;
RN B =kl I 7 % ni{ » 5 5 & % 1] e 2
ow : ;
Totsl Delippueat so | 6 51 @ | 3 & % | L, 5,40 B} 3
Byl 2 50 3 3 i5 153 I+ 57 % 2
Trsrey 3 z 3 4 % 13 1 7 3 1
. Ungoveraable 17 0% 5 1 11 k5 b1 18 7 3 z
Total €115 v} 126 1 1 12 5 z 54 o 0 ] %
eglect g & B 473 85 7 1 1 3
g?pe:femy 1z p74 ' g i & z 2 Z 7
Beperdency & Yeglect 11 58 5 3 31 7 z 3 o F3
Ventally Handicapped 5 1 F4 3 z 1
! 1otat ciw 32 23 18 3 75 1,741 5 # B EF;
Special ?rncevadixm 7 1 1 %
CRAND TOTAL 11 £,532 10% 5 z61 $19 L3717 1,7% 5,59 5 = 13
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Arson 2z 7 1 17 1 5 , 1 15
Assault 11 47 i1 0| 3 78 1 5 i 16 2z 2,633
Auto Theftdnauth, Use 10 59 7 91 16 o 1 8 1 71 1 1,510
Burglary/B & £ 3% 19 12 A7 1 0B %5 | 2 g . b % 1,185
Larceny 2 55 % 163 i 7% 1 1B 19 1 2,08
Robbery 5 7 & 3t 5 1 8 631
Disorderly Conduct 5 1% 1 o} 7 15 525
Sex Gffense : 3 4 3 g 1 50
Yandaliss z 20 3 1 77 %6 2% 1 Z £ 676
Yarcotics Yiolation 5 - 7 35 2 1 2z 753
Glue Sniffing 1 1 1] k g 1 1%
Alcoholic Beverage Yiol. 2 L L 2N B ko 3 1 s
Shoplifting LY 5 1 161 95 31 3 i 2 1,087
Purse Snatching 1 ; 1 g 1 15k
Firearss Yiolation 1 3 20 2 10 1 %1
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 1 6 z 7 i 190
Trespassing 1 21 25 5 & z 2k
False fire Alarm .3 Z ] i 5 ¥
Viclation of Supervision z 1 & | 1 1 37
3 Other - 6 1% 5 70 3% 53 1 g 5 1,48
Total Delinquent 129 535 5% 1 LI | 37 619 6 38 5 122 g 117,09
Runavay % 5 8 w341 2 193 18
Truancy 4 28 3 7 5 2. 2 89 1 237
Ungovernable il 17 27 7 g 15 28 9
Total TIS 2 | 13 5 82 5 3 3 B | 1 | 189
- HReglect 51 7 3 2z 55
Dependency 3 5 3 7 17 3 1,027
Depandency & Keglect 10 1 2 6 7 - 1 19 39
Mentally Yandicapped 2 20 1 1 ‘ % 15
| Total CIM 8 26 3 22 7 3 62 9 2,115
i Special Procusdings 8 2 ' B
l GRAND TOTAL 131 | 8w 105 3 1,208 1 382 1,031 15 53 507 122 13 7,078
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COMMUNITY BASED SERVICES

The number of admissions to community based services
has steadily increased from the 116 community residential
placements during fiscal 1968 to the 4,019 placements due
ing fiscal 1975. These placements include admissions to the

- Mueyland Youth Residence Center, Good Shepherd Center,

three group homes operated by the Juvenile Seevices Ad-
ministration, and care purchased from various group homes
and residences operated by private agencies. In addition,
there were 204 admissions to the Youth Service Center, a
day program which was federally funded during fiscal 1975,

Of the total number of community residential place-
ments during fiscal 1975, 69.5% were purchase of care
emergency placements, 26.0% involved purchase of care
residential plcements, 2.3% were admissions to Good
Shepherd Center, 1.1% were State-owned group home ad-
missions and 0,5% involved admissions to the Maryland
Youth Residenge Center,

Purchase of Care

Placements in Purchase of Care facilities, which include
private group homes or specialized institutions and short-
ternt shelter care provided by private families in their own
homes, increased 21.8% from fiscal 1974, Emergency place-
ments accounted for 72.4% of these placements during fiscal
19795, while private residential placements accounted for
27.6%.

A majority of the private residential placements in-
volved males (66.6%), while females aecounted for 33,4%,
Of these placements, 76.2% involved whites, 23.5% in-
volved blacks, antd in 0.3% of the cases race was classified as
Tother™ or was not reported, Baltimore City accounted for
the greatest number of placements with 26.7% of the total,
foltowed by Prince George’s County with 19.6% and
Montgomery County with 11.2%.

Ot the 2,794 emergeney placements, 46.3% involved
males while 53.7% involved females. A majority of these ad-
missions involved whites (72,09), with blacks accounting
for 27.5% of the cases, In 0.5% of the cases race was classi-
fied as “‘other”™ or was not reported. Prince George's

County accounted for the largest number of placements with
30.4% of the total. This was followed by Baltimore City with
30.0% and Montgomery County with 11.6%.

Goad Shepherd Center

Good Shepherd Center, which is « therapeutic resi-
dential facility for girls, reported 91 admissions during fiscal
1975, an increase of 5.8% over fiscal 1974, Of these, a
majarity involved whites (73.6%), while blacks accounted
for 24.2% and in 2.2% of the cases race was classified as
Hather™ ar was not reported. Baltimore City accounted for
the largest number of admissions with 33.0% of the total,
followedd by Baltimore County with 17.6% and Prince
George's County with 1 3.2%.

State-Owned Group Homes

Admissions to the theee state-owned group homes dur-
ing fiscal 1975 decreased 40.8% from the 76 admissions re-
ported during fiscal 1974, All of the admissions to the two
group homes for boys involved blacks. Of the 21 admissions
to the girls’ group home, 85.7% involved blacks, while
whites aceounted for 14.3%.

Matyland Youth Residence Center

Maryland Youth Residence Center, which is a residen-
tial treatment facility for boyy twelve years of age and
younger, reported 22 admissions ducing fiscal 1975, This
represents a decrease of 37.1% from fiscal 1974. Of these, a
majority involyed blacks (72.7%), while whites accounted
for 27.3%.

Youth Service Center

The Youth Service Center, which is a day ptogram of-
fering specialized service to delinquent youth, reported 204
admissions during fiscal 1975, A mujority of these admis-
sions involved males (79.9%), while 20.1% involved
females, Of the 163 admissions involving males, blacks ac-
caunted for 96.9%, while 3,1% involved whites. All of the
female admissions involved blacks.
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TASLE 17
COMUNITY AND RESIDENTIAL SERVICES EXPENDITURES
FISCAL 1968 - 1975

Type 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 19%5
Good Shepherd Center 322,872 | 3288,001 |$398,156 8 475,620 | § 666,710 | § 742,802 B 758,149(5 809,205
purchase of Care B 92,151 19182,959 (¥ 740,27 31,389,9012 81,819,199f 82,825,064 su,z;a,aso"
State~Owned Group Homes 570,53 |8 223,588 | § 208,979 | B 201,154 § 236,514 % 238,570
Md. Youth Residence Center § 50,0607 § 25b,69 § 364,168{ § 346,831
Program Direction § 58,028 5 76,354( 8 77,240
Youth Service Bureaus § 436,589

Total 4292,872) | 380,242 | 9651,649  [61,439,488 | 2,315,750 | 83,075,350 4,260,249 56,147,085

“¥ot included in Operating Budget for 1968,
2310(),000 included in this figure for initial payments to establish private Group Homes.

Jthis amount does not tnclude 834,92 in Federal Funds which the department received from the Governor's Commission on Law
Enforcement ~:.d the Administration of Justice to facilitate implementing the Maryland Youth Residence Center.

I'This amount includes 525,000 for initial payment to establish a Group Home.

TABLE 18
COMMUNITY AND RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS

NUMBER OF JUVENILES SERVED

_ FISCAL 1968 = 1975

Type 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
Good Shepherd Center 116 105 88 131 87 85 86 9
Private Residential
Placements 16 130 276 601 850 1,184 1,067
Emergency Placements 539 1,068 1,987 2,794
State~Owned Group Homes 22 46 60 82 76 45
Md, Youth Rasidence Canter 36 35 b 5] 22
fotal 116 121 240 h53 1,323 2,120 3,368 k019
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TABLE 19
RESIDENTIAL AXD ETMERGEMCY PLATEMENIS BY $EX AXD COUNTY

FISCAL 1975
Residential Placesents Emergency Placesents |
Male Female Total ¥ale Feazle Total
REGIOK 1. DORCHESTER 9 1 10 '
SOMERSEY 3 3
WICOMICO 8 3 11
WORCESTER 5 ? 8
REGION 2, CAROLINE 3 5 4 3 7
CECIL 22 5 7 30 40 76
KENT 7 7 b 5
QUEEN ANKE'S 8 ? 10 1 2 3
TALBOT 5 5 5 10 15
REGION 3. BALTIMORE 61 32 ‘ 93 37 5 0
HARF ORD 26 6 : 32 7 Ig 290
o REGION 4, ALLEGANY 18 12 30 6 19 5
>~ GARRETT 12 7 19 4 8 12
WASHI NG TON 13 9 2 5 5 10
REGION 5, ANNE ARUNDEL 61 27 88 108 114 222
CARROLL 12 11 .3 7 1% 21
HOWARD 8 3 11 12 . 2 1%
REGIOM 6. FREDERICK 13 8 yal 20 24 L4
HONTGOMERY 82 38 120 - 134 190 ‘ 324
REGION 7. CALVERT 1 1 i 2 3
CHARLES g . 5 14 27 20 47
PRINCE GEORGE'S 121 88 209 490 528 1,018
CST.OMRY'S n 2 13 5 s
IRecion s, savtIvee cry 198 87 285 : 390 kg 839
STATE | 711 356 1,067 1,253 1,501 2,754
TABLE 20
RESIDENTIAL AND EMERGENCY PLACEMEXTS 8Y RACE AND COUNTY
- FISCAL 1975
T“ “ S P a—
Private Residential Placements -_Emergency Placements Good Shepherd Center
maer or Dtr,}eg or Othgr or
White Black Recg,rtded Total white Black | Recorded | Total white Black Recorded | Total
REGION 1, DORCHESTER 5 5 10
SOMERSET 2 1 3
WICOMICO : 10 1 1 1 1
WORCESTER 5 3. 8 1 1
REGION 2, CAROLIAE 2 3 5 3 b 7
CECIL 27 } 27 70 70
KENT 4 3 7 4 1 5 2 2
QUEEX AXNE'S 9 1 10 3 3
TALBOY 4 1 5 13 2 15
REGION 3, BALTIMORE 91 2 93 85 3 1 90 14 2 16
HARF ORD 28 4 32 20 70 A 4
o REGION &, ALLEGANY 30 30 2k 1 % 1 1
e GARRETT 19 19 12 12 )
WASHINGTON 22 22 10 10 3 3
REGION 5, ANNE ARUKDEL 8k 4 88 | 209 13 222 6 6
CARROLL 21 A 23 20 1 21 74 2
HOWARD 9 2 11 9 5 14 1 1
REGION 6, FREDERICK 16 5] 21 39 5 kh 3 3
HONTGOMERY m g , 120 s 30 324 9 9
REGIOX 7. CALVERT - 1 1 3 4 3
CHARLES 8 I 6 14 47 5 k7
PRINCE GECRGE'S 174 33 2. 209 86k - 142 12 1,018 10 2 12
ST, MARY'S 11 v 13 4 1 5
REGION 8, BALTIMORE CITY 71 163 ' 1 285 283 | 556 839 11 19 30
STATE | a3 Bl 3 | L0687 | 2,0 770 13| 3% 67 ¢ 2 z %




JABLE 21

COMUNITY AND RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS BY RACE

FISCAL 1975
Other or
White Black Not Recorded Total
Placesent Nusber § Percant fumber | Percent Kumber {Percent Mimber | Percent
Bood Shepherd Conter 67 7346 2 2ha2 2 2.2 91 | 100,0
Purchase of Care
Residential Placesonts 813 7602 51 235 3 0.3 1,067 { 100.0
. Purchase of Care -

Emergency Placements 2,011 72,0 770 2745 13 0.5 2,7% 1 100,0

State~Owned Group Homes
Males ‘ 24 100,0 r 10040
Maryland Youth Residence Center b 27.3 16 72,7 22 1 00,0
fatal 2,900 T2.2 1,101 276k i8 0.4 4,019 100.0

TABLE 22
YOUTH SERVICC CEXTER ADMISSIONS BY RACE AND SEX *
FISCAL 1975
White Black Not Recorded Total

© Sox Number | Percent | Mumber 1 Percent Number | Percent Number | Parcent
tale 5 510 158 96,9 163 | 100.0
Fenale - N 100,0 0| 100.0

*The Youth Service Center {s a d:
federally funded during fiscal 1

ag ?grogram‘ offering specialized services to delinquent youth,
[

This program was

DIVISION OF
INSTITUTIONAL
SERVICES
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ADMISSIONS TO
MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS
ANI FORESTRY CAMPS

Maryland Training School

The 3,707 wmissions to Maryland Training School
during fiscal 1979 represents an increase of 28.9% over the
number of admissions during fiscal 1974, The number of de-
tentions, which accounted for 82.2% of the total number of
admissions during fiscal 1975 increased 23.3%. In addition,
the number of commirments, which accounted for 17.8% of
the 1otal iumber of admissions, increased 63.5%.

Although juveniles were admitted to the training
school from twenty two of Maryland’s counties, from Balti-
more City, and from out-of state, it is significant to note that
Baltimore City accounted for 66.8% of the commitments
and 82,9% of the detentions,

A majority of the 3,707 admissions involved blacks
(6R.29%), 31.7% involved whites and 0.1% were either clas-
sified as “other’ or race was not indicated,

Of the total number of admissions to the training
school, & majority involved juveniles between fifteen and
seventeen years of age (78.9%). In general, the number of
admissions inceeased proportionately with an increase in age
up ta the age of sixteen, decreasing thereafter. Juveniles un-
der filteen years of uge accounted for 18.3% of the admis-
sinns, 22.0% involved juveniles fifteen years of age, 28.9%
involved sixteen year olds, 27.9% were seventeen years of
ape and 2.8% involved juveniles eighteen years of age. The
fargoest single age group for blacks involved sixteen year olds
with 29.1% of the admissions, Of those admissions involving
whites, on the other hand, seventeen year olds comprised
the largest single age group with 31,4%,

A majority of the admissions to the teaining school in-
volved delinquent offenses (95.4%), Childeen in Need of
Supervision accounted for 4.5%, two admissions involved
dependency and one involved Special Proceedings. The

*argest single offense category was **assault’” with 23.1% of

the admissions. This was followed by “*burglary-breaking
and entering'’ with 22.8% and Taute theft-unauthorized
use® " with 10.8%. Of the commitments, the largest single
offense category was “‘burglary-breaking and entering”
with 27.2% of the admissions, This was followed by
“assault™ with 17.6% and *‘auto theft-unauthorized use™
with 13.7%. Of the detentions, the largest single offense
catepory was Massault™ with 24.3% of the admissions, fol-
lowed by “burglary-breaking and entering’™ with 21.9%
and *“aute thelt-unaothotized use™ with 12,5%.

QOf the 561 juveniles released from commitments to

Marvland Training School during fiseal 1975, the average
lengith of stay was 4.8 months. This represents a decrease of
1.4 months trom fiscal 1974,
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Montrose School

The number of admissions to Montrose School during
fiscal 1975 decreased 2.0% from the 946 admissions during
fiscal 1974. This decrease was due to the 31.9% decrease in
the number of detentions, which accounted for 44.0% of the
total number of admissions. The number of commitments,
on the other hand, which accounted for 56.0% of the total
number of admissions, increased 49.6%.

Although juveniles were admitted to Montrose from
twenty-one counties of Maryland, from Baltimore City and
from out-of-state, it is significant to note that 59.8% aof the
admtissions involved juveniles from Baltimore City. Of the
commitments, 63.4% involved juveniles from Baltimore
City and of the detentions, 55.1% were from Baltimore City.

A majority of the admissions to Montrose involved
blacks {58.5%), while whites accounted for 40.3% and 1.2%
were classified as *‘other™ or race was not recorded,

Of the total number of admissions, a majority involved
juveniles between thirteen and fifteen years of age (71.3%).
Juveniles fourteen years of age comprised the largest single
group with 29.3% of the admissions. Juveniles under thir-
teen years accounted for 6.4% of the admissions, while
juveniles over fifteen accounted for 21.8%. Of those admis:
sions involving blacks, however, the largest single age group
involved lifteen year olds with 30.6% of the admissions,
while juveniles fourteen years of age comprised the largest

single age group for admissions involving whites with -

28.3%.

A vast majority of the admissions to Montrose during
fiscal 1975 involved delinquent offenses (97.3%), while
Children in Need of Supervision accounted for 2.6% and one
case involved Special Proceedings, The lacgest single offense
category was ‘‘burglary-breaking and entering’’ with
18.1% of the admissions. This was followed by *‘assault®
with 14.5% and “*violation of supervision, probation and
aftercare™® with 11.2%. Of the commitments to Montrose,
“burglary-breaking and entering’’ accounted for 25.8%,
followed by “‘assault” with 16.2% and “‘larceny’’ with
9.4%. Of the detentions, the largest single offense category
was *‘assault” with 12.3%, foliowed by ‘“‘larceny’” with
11.3% and *‘shoplifting”” with 10.5%.

Of the 385 juveniles released [rom commitments
during fiscal 1975, the average length of stay was 6.2
months. This represents a decrease of 1.3 months from fiscal
1974,

Boys’ Village

During fiscal 1975, the number of admissions to Boys’
Village decreased 11,1% from the 1,310 admissions during
fiscal 1974, This decrease was due to the 78.0% decrease in
the number of commitments, which accounted for 6.6% of
the total number of admissions during fiscal 1975. In con-
trast, the number of detentions, which accounted for 93,4%
of the admissions, increased 13.3%,

Although juveniles were admitted to Boys® Village
from thirteen counties in Maryland, fror: Baltimore: City
and from out-of-state, Prince George’s County and Balti-
more City together accounted for 83.7% of the admissions,
Baltimore City accounted for 71.4% of the commitments
and 4.5% of the detentions, while Prince George's County
was responsible for 18.2% of the commitments and 78.8%
of the detentions,

Of the total number of admissions to Boys® Village dur-
ing fiscal 1975, 50.9% involved blacks, whites accounted
for 48.9% and 0.2% were cither classified as “‘other’” or
race was not indicated,

A majority of the admissions to Boys® Village involved
juveniles between the ages of fifteen and seventeen (76.1%).
Juveniles under fifteen years of age accounted for 20.3% of
the admissions, juveniles fifteen years of age accounted for
27.3%, sixteen year olds accounted for 25.6%, 23.2% in-
volved seventeen year olds and 2,9% were eighteen years of
age.

A vast majority of the admissions to Boys’ Village dur-
ing fiscal 1975 involved delinquent offenses (95,2%), while
Children in Need of Supervision accounted for 4.1% and
0.7% involved Children in Need of Assistance. The single

~ largest offense category was **burglary-breaking and enter-

ing”” with 21.5% of the admissions. This was followed by
“larceny’” with 10.6% and *‘shoplifting’’ with 10.5%. Of

* the commitments to Boys’ Village, the largest offense cate-

gories were ‘‘auto theft-unauthorized use®” and *‘burglary-
breaking and entering’’ with each accounting for 16.9% of
the admissions, followed by ‘‘assault’” with 13.0%. Of the
detentions, the largest single offense category was
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*‘burglary-breaking and entering”® with 21.8%, followed by
**shoplifting”* with 10.9% and “*larceny®’ with 10.5%.

Of the 196 juveniles released from commitments to
Boys® Village during fiscal 1975, the average length of stay
was 7.1 months. This represents an increase of 0.3 months
from fiscal 1974,

Boys' Forestry Camps

The number of admissions to the Forestry Camps dur-
ing fiscal 1975 increased 24.5% over the tatal number of ad-
missions during fiscal 1974, Of the 346 admissions during
fiscal 1975, 167 or 48.3% were direct commitments to the
Forestry Camps, 177 or 51.1% were transfers from other in-
stitutions and 2 or 0.6% returned from leave.

Juveniles were admitted to the Forestry Camps from
twenty-two counties of Maryland, {rom Baltimore City and
from out-of-state, Over half of the wdmissions, however,
involved juveniles from Prince George’s County (22.8%),
Baltimore City (22.3%), and Montgomery County (14.2%).

A majority of the admissions involved whites (67.3%),
while blacks accounted for 32.4% and 0.3% were classified
as other”’

Of the 346 admissions during fiscal 1975, 19.7% in-
volved juveniles under sixteen years of age, sixteen year olds
accounted for 37.0%, 38.4% were seventeen years of age
and 4.9% involved juveniles eighteen years of age.

During fiscal 1975, a vast majority of the admissions
involved delinquent offenses (98.8%) while Children in
Need of Supetvision accounted for 1.2%. The latgest single
offense category was ‘‘burglaty-breaking and entering’’
with 28.9% of the admissions. This was followed by ‘*auto
thefe-unanthorized use’ with 15.6% and “‘assault” with
11.0%.

The average length of stay was 6.2 months for the 346
juveniles released from commitments to the Forestry Camps

during fiscal 1975. This represents a decrease of 0.8 months

from fiscal 1974,
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ADMISSIONS TO |
MARYLAND'S CHILDREN CENTERS

The number of admissions to Maryland’s children cen-
ters during fiscal 1975 increased 1.5% from the 2,440 ad-
missions during fiscal 1974, This increase, however, was
. due o the 6.9% increase in the number of admissions to
Maryland Children's Center, which is a diagnostic facility,
since the number of admissions to Waxter Children’s
Center, which is a State Regional Detention facility, de-
creased 4.0%.

While juveniles were admitted to Maryland Children’s
Center from every county in Maryland and Baltimore City,
over half of the admissions were from Baltimore City
(54.9%). This was followed by Prince George’s County with
14.9% and Montgomery County with 8.5%. Juveniles were
admitted to Wasxter Children’s Center from fifteen counties
in Maryland and Baltimore City. Prince George’s County,
however, was responsible for 34.4% of the admissions, fol-
lowed by Montgomery County with 24.9% and Anne
Arundel County with 21.0%.

A majority of the admissions to Maryland’s children
centers involved males (76.1%), while 23.9% involved
females. Of the admissions to Maryland Childeen’s Center,
74.41% involved males while 25.6% involved females. Of the
admissions to Waxter Children’s Center, 78.2% involved
males while 21.8% involved females,

Of the total number of admissions to Maryland’s chil-
dren centers, 59.9% involved whites, 39.1% involved
blacks and 1.0% of the cases were classified as *‘other’ or
race was not recorded. Whites accounted for 50.1% of Mary-
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land Children’s Center 22iissions and 71.0% of Waxter
Children’s Center admissions, while blacks accounted for
48.9% of the admissions to Maryland Children’s Center and
28.0% of the admissions to Waxter Children's Center, .

A majority of the admissions to Maryland’s children
centers involved juveniles between the ages of fifteen and
seventeen (66.0%). Juveniles under twelve years of age ac-
counted for 2.9% of the admissions, while 29.5% were be-
tween twelve and fourteen years of age. In general, the num-
ber of admissions increased proportionately with an increase

in age up to fifteen years of age, decreasing thereafter, While

a majority of juveniles admitted to Maryland Children’s
Center (56.2%) and Waxter Children’s Center (77,2%) were
between fifteen and seventeen years of age, Maryland Chil-
dren’s Center admitted a larger proportion of younger
juveniles with 43.3% under fifteen years of age compared to
20.0% for Waxter Children’s Center.

A majority of the admissions to Maryland’s children
centers inyolved delinquent offenses (77.2%), while Chil-
dren in Need of Supervision accounted for 22.6%, two cases
involved Children in Need of Assistance and two cases in-
volved Special Proceedings. The largest single offense cate-
gory for Maryland Children’s Center was ‘‘ungovernable’
with 22.5%. This was followed by ‘‘burglary-breaking and
entering’’ with 14.6% and “‘assault”” with 13.0%. The
largest single offense category for Waxter Children’s Center
was ‘‘burglary-breaking and entering’’ with 15.5%. This
was {ollowed by *‘runaway'® with 12,5% and ‘‘auto theft-
unauthorized use’” with 10.5%.

TABLE 23

JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
SUMMARY OF INSTITUTION EXPENDITURES

FISCAL 1968 -~ 1975

Year Training Detention Forestry Total
Schools Centers Camps

1968 § 5,632,139 $ 1,039,728 $ 589,915 § 7,261,782
§ 1969 $ 5,633,399 $ 1,138,951 § 572,601 § 7,344,951
1970 B 6,513,389 § 1,342,038 3 684,536 § 8,539,963
; 1971 § 7,916,373 § 1,537,667 $ 768,821 § 10,222,861
| 1972 § 8,700,095 31,782,315 § 882,24 B 11,364,651
|
| 1973 § 8,741,551 § 1,752,665 § 836,074 § 11,330,290
1974 $ 7,981,170 § 1,832,283 8 831,407 B 10,644,860
1975 § 7,426,182 $ 2,095,326 3 991,259 § 10,512,767
TABLE 24
SUMMARY OF INSTITUTION ADMISSIONS
FISCAL 1968 - 1975
Training School Admissions Ostention Forestry
Center Camp
. Admissions Admissions
Year Conmitments | Detentions Intal

1968 1,648 949 2,597 3305 | 266
; 1969 1,833 923 2,756 3,868 » 291
1970 1,822 912 2,73 b, b 318
197 1,790 1,190 2,980 by 652 348
1972 1,801 1,843 3, G4 4,131 288
1973 1,439 2,807 ¢ b, 246 3,323 276
1974 | 1,131 h,118 5,249 2,440 278
1975 1,255 k54 5,79 m |
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TABLE 25

FISCAL YEAR COMPARISONS

TRAINING SCHOOL AND FORESTRY CAMP ADMISSIONS

1974 < 1975
School Fiscal 1974 Fiscal 1975 Percent Change
Maryland Training School
Connitments 403 659 + 3,5
Detentions 2,472 3,048 + 23,3
Mantrose Stchool
Comni tments 347 519 + 49,6
Detentions 599 408 = 319
Bays! Village
Comnitments 350 n -~ 78,0
Detentions 960 1,088 + 13,3
Victor Cullen
Commitments 31 -
Detentions 87 -
Total Training Schools
Commitments 1,131 1,755 + 11.0
Detentions by118 b,5k4 + 10,3
Forestry Camps
Commi tments 278 346 + 2heS
TABLE 26
DETENTION CENTER ADMISSIONS
FISCAL YEAR COMPARISONS
197 ~ 1975
Center fFiscal 1974 Fiscal 1975‘ Percent Change
Maryland Children's Center 1,233 1;318 + 69
Waxter Children's Center 1,207 1,159 - 4,0
Total 2,440 2,477 + 15
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TABLE 29

WMBER OF JOVEKILES ADKTTTEE® T8 MARYLAKD'S TRAINENG SCHOOLS AND FLRESIRY CAMPS
BY COUXTY O RESIDENCE AND LOUNTY OF ADMITTING COURT

FIseat 1975
Maryland Training School ¥ontrose School Boys® ¥illage Forestry Camps
County of Adaitting County of Adritting County of Acaitting County of Adaltting
Residence Court Residence Court Residence Court Residence Court
REGION 1, DORCHESTER 1 10 8 9 1 i
SOMERSET 8 7 5 5 3 3
WICOMICO 16 16 10 10 2 ? 2 2
WORCESTER Z 2
REGLON 2, CARODLINE 6 4 2 2
CECIL 27 29 1n 13 1 1 7 i
KEAT 4 4 2 2 3 3
QUEEX AXRE'S 9 12 1 2 Z 2
TALBOY 12 ‘ 15 3 5 2 2
REGION 3, BALTIMIRE 165 176 58 59 3 3 9 8
HARF (RO 32 30 7 7 16 14
REGION L, ALLEGAKY 10 i2 n 10 12 13
GARRETT 3 9 2 2 5 S
2 WASHI NGTON 33 33 20 20 5 5 18 20
REGION 5, ANKE ARUNDEL 6 3 13 14 b14 3% 14 12
CARROLL 55 55 2 3 3 3 9 10
HOWARD 11 14 1 3 4
REGIQN 6, FREDERICK 17 17 9 9 2 2 8 7
MOKTGOMERY 18% 194 58 5 2 /4 49 53
REGIOH 7, CALVERT 16 15 5 5 14 1b § 4
CHARLES 4 k 28 26 10 11
PRINCE GEORGE'S 74 81 91 102 871 946 79 76
ST, MARY'S 2 2 3 3 23 29 6 ?
REGION 8, BALTIMORE CITY 2,966 2,967 S5b 567 104 97 n 81
OuUT-0F-STATE 38 50 68 6
STATE 3,707 3,707 927 927 1,165 1,165 346 346
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TABLE 30

JUVERTLES ADMITIED TO MARYLAND'S TRATNIXG SCHOOLS
KD FORESIRY CAMPS 8Y (FFEHSE ARD AGE

6%

5

FISCaL 1955
Maryland Training School : Montrose School Boys® Viliage Farestry Cumps
15 years ~ 15 years 15 years ' 15 years
i 16-18 & 16-18 & 16~18 & 16-18
pffense, younger years | - Total younger | years | Total vounger years | Total younger years { Total
Arson 7 10 17 5 1 6 6 6 12 1 1
Assault 348 508 856 110 2k 1% 60 50 110 g 29 38
Auto Theft/Unauthorized Use 159 240 399 49 5 5 56 4 104 11 43 Sh
Burglary/8reaking & Entering 338 509 847 155 13 168 125 125 250 12 88 100
Larceny 160 186 346 73 22 95 57 66 123 6 28 3h
Robbery 62 110 172 37 9 k6 8 L1 84 5 13} 18
Disorderly Conduct 33 71 104 18 7 5 12 28 40 1 3 b
Sex (ffense 12 10 22 1 i 2 6 1 7 z 2
Vandalism 28 bh 72 11 i1 16 17 33 2 b 8
Karcotics Violation 24 60 84 -5 12 1?7 10 36 b 4 8 12
Glue Sniffing 74 31 65 5 3 8 5 @ 1 4 5
Alcoholic Beverage Violation 1 h .5 1 7 8 1 1 2
Shoplifting : 40 53 93 58 2 80 55 67 122 1 5 6
Purse Shatching - 30 40 70 9 1. 9 b 1 5 2 7 g
Firearms Violation : 36 69 105 14 1 15 18 16 34 5 S
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 3 12 15 Y4 i 3 4 9 13 3 3
Trespassing 3 13 43 11 B ¥ 17 12 29 3 4 7
false fire Alarm 3 2 5 1 1 2 2
Violation of Supervisisn - b3 72 115 85 19 104 27 22 49 5 18 23
Other 36 64 100 57 56 113 13 22 b5 2 17 9
Total Delinquent 1,425 2,110 3,535 706 196 902 530 579 1,109 67 27 2
Runaway 64 95 159 13 9 22 17 24 41 1 3 )
Truancy 3 3 1 1 2
Ungovernable 2 5 7 2 2 2 3 5
Total CIAS . 69 100 169 15 9 24 20 28 48 i 3 &
Neglect
Dependency 2 2 5 5
Dependency & Neglect ‘ 2 2
Mentally Handicapped 1 1
Total CINA 2 2 | 8 8 .
Special Proceedings 1 1 1 o 1
GRAND TOTAL 1,494 2,213 | 3,707 122 206 | 927 558 607 -1 1,165 68 278 46
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TABLE 32

COMITMENTS 10 MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS AND
FORESTRY CAMPS BY LENGTH OF STAY (BASED O RELEASES)

FISCAL 1975
Longth of Haryland
Stay Training HMontrose Boys* Forestry

{Months) School School Village Camps Total

0] 121 31 13 16 181

2 28 15 b 11 58

3 51 3 14 11 108

4 92 45 17 52 206

5 69 52 19 63 203

6 50 hg 20 60 179

1 k5 b2 18 b9 154

8 23 28 2 18 93

9 20 1 12 20 79

10 17 22 3 16 58

1 8 10 8 15 4]

12 5 1 b 6 31

13 7 7 2 4 18

Th . 2 3 3 12

15 b 1 6 2 13

16 2 k 3 9

17 5 b 1 10

18 - 2 2 1 5

Over 18 10 2 18 30

Total 561 385 196 346 1,488
Average k.8 ba2 7} 642 5.8

- -

TABLE 33

DETENTION CENTER ADMISSIONS
BY INSITTUTION AND SEX

FISCAL 1968 - 1975

Year

The above table suagests that the langth of stay in Maryland's training schools and forestry camps during

fiscal 1975 showed 1ittle variation between institutions, With an average of 5.8 months, the length of stay
_ ranged from 3 Tow of 4,8 months for Maryland Iraining School to a high of 7.1 months for Boys' Village.

30

- Total

Maryland Te Jo Su Waxter Total
Children's Children's
Conter Center

1968
Male Admissions 1 1,493 2,234
Female Admissions 266 803 1,069

1969
Male Admissions 868 - 1,748 2,616
female Admissions 3 941 1252
Total lq 179 2- 689 3.868

1970
Male Admissions 861 2,112 2,973
Female Adnissions 332 1,136 1,468
Total 1,193 3,248 hybh]

1971
~ Male Admissions . 933 2,154 3,087
female Admissions 330 14235 1,565
Total 1,263 3,389 hy652

1972
Male Admissions -1,021 1,884 2,905
female Admissions 334 892 1,226
Total 1,355 2,776 4,131

- 1973
" Male Admissions 973 1,189 2,162
Female Admissions 325 836 1,161
Total 1,298 2,025 3,323

1974
Male Admissions 938 818 1,756
Female Adnissions 295 389 664
Total 1,233 1,207 2440

1975 i ‘

Male Admissions 980 906 1,886
Female Admissions 338 253, 591
1,318 1,159 2877
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ABKISSTOAS 76 MARYLAYD'S CHTLDREX CEXTERS BY COUNTY OF RESIDEXCE
%0 COUNTY OF AGMITILNG COURT - FISCAL 1975

¥aryland Children's Center saxter Children's Center ‘ Total
Tounty of County of County of  County of County of County of
Residenze Adzitting Court Residerce Adeitting Court Residarce Admitting Court
REGIGH 1. DORCHESTER g 9 1 10 g
SOMERSLT 1 1 1 1
WICOHICO 4 3 4 3
WORCESTER 10 10 10 10
REGLOK 2. CAROLIAE 2 2 1 1 3 3
CECIL 11 11 1 12 11
KEKT 3 3 3 3
QUEEKR ANKE'S 1 2z 1 2
TALBOY 1 1 2 2 3 3
REGION 3, BALTIMIRE 50 bk 6 10 56 sS4
HARF ORD 5 %5 2 3 21 28
REGLON b, ALLEGANY 20 2 2 4 22 5
GARRETT 5 5 3 5
e WASHIKGT OX 17 15 3 1 20 16
REGION 5, ANNE ARUNDEL 65 65 191 243 56 308
CARROLL 10 IX 2 2 12 13
HOWARD i1 11 49 77 60 88
REGION 6. FREDERICK ] 6 19 35 5 4]
MONTGONERY 109 112 218 289 - 327 401
REGIOK 7. CALVERY 9 9 b 5 13 14
CHARLES 19 19 3 6 22 (2}
PRINCE GEORGE'S 197 196 315 39 512 5%
ST. MARY'S 12 13 5 10 17 23
REGION 8, BALTIMGRE CITY 720 724 72 72 792 796
OUT-(F-STATE 1 263 264
STATE 1,318 1,318 1,159 1,159 2,477 2,%77
TABLE
" MARYLAND'S CHILDREN CENTER ADMISSIONS
AND TRAIMIAG SCHOOL DETENTIONS BY OFFENSE
FISCAL 1975
Maryland Children Centers Maryland
_ Maryland waxter Training Montrose Boys?
Offense Children's Center | Children's Center Total School School Village
Arson 12 5 17 14 10
Assault , 17 116 287 740 50 100
Auto Theft/Unauthorized Use 76 122 198 309 14 91
Burglary/Breaking & Entering 193 180 373 668 3 237
Larceny 72 104 176 297 ke 114
Robbery 61 28 89 119 11 79
Disorderly Conduct 18 31 49 92 16 o
" Sex Offense 13 7 20 16 1 ?
Vandalism 26 1 37 56 3 33
Narcotics Violation 22 53 5] 65 12 b
Glue Sniffing < 18 3 21 55 4 4
Alcoholic Beverage Violation 3 9 12 5 8
Shoplifting 39 87 126 T 43 119
Purse Snatching 11 2 13 55 4
Firearms Violation 5 22 47 88 8 29
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods ) 7 11 9 2 13
Trespassing - 14 14 28 41 1 29
w False Fire Alarm 3 1 b b 1
w Violation of Supervision 92 43 135 94 24 . ho
Other 32 164 196 90 107 33
Total Delinquent 905 1,009 1,914 2,891 387 1,034
Runaway 91 145 236 146 19 41
fruancy "2 23 3 1
Ungovernable 297 3 300 5 1 5
Tetal CINS 411 148 559 154 20 47
Neglect 1 1
Dependency 2 5
Dependency & Neqlect 2
Mentally Handicapped 1 1
Total CIMA 2 2 2 7
Special Proceedings 2 2 1 1
GRAND TOTAL 1,318 1,159 2,477 3,048 408 1,088




TABLE 36
ADMISSIONS TO BARYLARD®S CHILDREX CERTERS
BY AGE AKD RACE

FISCAL 1875
Maryland Children's Center Waxter Chiidren’s Center Totsl
Age Black white |  Other Total Black white Other Total 8lack white Other Total
Under 10 years 1 1 1 5 7 12
10 years 8 1 1 16 1 1 4 9 8 1 18
11 years 13 3 36 3 7 17 26 L3
12 years 28 36 6l 16 6 22 bk k2 1)
w 13 years 85 80 2 167 29 28 57 114 108 2 224
= 14 years 125 147 5| m 100 ] 2 ws | w5 | 188 7 420
15 years 181 163 1 5 191 66 3 260 372 229 o 605
16 years 114 9 2 215 224 83 3 310 338 182 5 525
17 years 97 80 3 180 235 87 3 3% 332 167 6 505
18 years & over b 3 7 22 5 27 26 8 3k
Unknown 1 3 1 5 1 3 1 5
Total 650 Bhk 14 1,318 823 32k 12 1,159 1,483 968 26 2,477
Percent 50,1 48.9 14 100.0 7.0 28,0 Lo|  100.9 99 31 Lol 1000
S s =
b
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Federal Grants in Operation
During Fiscal 1975

by Program Area

With the msistange of the Governor’s Commission op Law Enforcement and the Administration of Justice,
Foderal funds were provided undee the Omnibas Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1973 for the following on-going

progeanys during fiscal 1975

Juvenile Court Services

Communiy Treatment Intensive Probation Project (Baltimore City)
Ditagneestic und Treatment Services {Prince George's County)
Phagnontic and Treatment Services (Baltimore County)

Dhiagnostic and Treatment Seevices (Bastern Shore)

Diagmostie and Treatment Services{ Western Maryland)

Datagnostic and Treatment Services [Anne Arundel County)

Community Services

Youth Residence Center (Baltimore City)

Youth Service Center (Baltimore City)

Shidter Care Facilities Via Family Type Residential Care Capabilities
Luversion of Impact Olfenders

Residential Facilities Project

Differential Group Home and Treatment Project

Huuse Detention

A Study andd Evaloation of Prevention Programs

Regional Delinguency Prevention Specinlists

Group Home Guidelines and Evaluation Study

Community Treatment of tapact Otfenders and Families (Anne Arundel County)
Comimunity Arbitration Program (Anne Arundel County)

Pre Trial Intervention

Shelter und Foster Parents Training Program

Community Volunteer Program

Institutional Rehabilitation

Impsoved and Expanded lnstitutional Rehabilitation Program
Drug Traming Program (Montrose)

Automated Deug Program (MTSB)

Health amd Family Development (Montrose)
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LEAA  STATE’
$ 472,105 § 52,457
63,800 7,644
30,584 3,398
17,000 1,888
11,000 1,222
53,166 3,105

5 652,655 § 09,714
LEAA  STATE’

$ 18,000 § 2,000
279,321 31,035
117,037 13,004
312,183 39,414
44,400 4,933
48,179 5,297
101,112 14,838
19,400 2,155
57,874 8,113
36,000 4,000
38,764 4,312
51,850 5,761
157,484 17,498
8,323 925
41,800 4,644
$1,331,727  $157,929
LEAA  STATE’
$ 30068 § 3,340
3,269 363
4,719 524
10,932 1,215

$ 48,988 § 5,442

y
$
4
H
4

Multi-Functional

Research Assistance-Staff Positions

In-Service Training for Juvenile Services and Private Agencies Personnel
(with University of Maryland)

Public Information Program

Youth Service Project

Conference on Juvenile Delinquency Prevention and the National Interest

Second National Conference of Juvenile Justice Project

Southeastern Regional Workshop Project

-

TOTAL

LEAA

STATE*

$ 2,934

62,500 6,944
4,000 444

270 30

1,481 164
3,615 402

225 25

$ 98,443 $ 10,943
$2,131,813  $244,028

*The State must contribute in cash a portion of the total cost of all projects funded by the Governor’s Commission.
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The services and facilities of the Maryland State Department of Health
and Mental Hygiene are operated on a non-discriminatory basis. This
policy prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, sex, or na-
tional origin and applies to the provision of service, use of facilities, op-
portunity to participate, practice of employment and granting of ad-
vantages, privileges and accommodations.
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