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be impossible to desciibe cach and eveiy avaiioble opiion.
The sintistics contained in Part One aie based on Fhe
calendar yean 1975,

Part Two deals with the adubi services piovided by

DIAGHOSTIC ANG
DETENTION CENTER
HOMEFTRDING
ALTZRNATIVES TD
BETENTION

BETERTION

KEHE
Z-Rfm&

S

potte

SEGIE HON~SECURE | Frierse o

DETENTICH DETERTION | s
1

R

™~

MSSD. The Emergency Financial Assistance Depantment cud

CRMSBY YILLAGE
SOUTHFIELDS
COXMUNITY TREATHENT
YOLUNTEER PROBATION

=y

THSTITUTIONS #

§ )
N ‘él z'/ /
/C&'Fﬁ‘

£ CISMISs/
FILE ANAY

£he Nutritional Prognam §on the Aging 04 MSSD nenden sen- AFTERCARE/PROBATION || PROBATION
vices to adults. Some of the information on these programs |

TREATMENRTY
48 based on fiscal yearn 1976 (July 1, 1975 1o June 30, 1976).

STHPLIFIED JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM

9
i
x

EATRY
YOUTH as/ l \x
DIVERSION AN
PROECT l o
T ¥ }\\
CIVERTED It Axskxt>uuua PROTECTIVE
e /
N,
R\
SHECRNAL oo,
&, f;f { nurcaens




it ot g ek oy m o w - s e
i i i
v/.u CSCOOoQO j
Tl gogon ! -
Saiand Cu? s Ay H
- s CODI D Wy T
R A R PAR T e e gy m L s 4+ 4 v
2 . Y <. . o ‘ rf 7& R e K e B
™ 5 o bl s} MCD oy B
v a1 Py o 5 vt CF P £ P [ N M
: i e ) W0 L a A
v - . i~ = sl L R S
2 c : e IS RCoR AR R F e )
- ,ﬁ . O O D
& e 5 « e e e w ! :
: o - i N D mmg et QO . H
ol £ ; k o A QT e o) S Pan 2 R RN Ra
. pi . " = —gn 2 ES & ¥ ® Y &
7«.@. 5 .‘. M. ; 7 * 2' .?.vu anwj m M..HW Pra L Bood R
o - e ‘ . " s e nrmd sl ] . €0 P O W@ - e
O : O M L O (3 L I e O L Pt
;5o ,. - = eBome
EoMom - R TR 6 = e O oed eed !
[ e « 2 B =g = w N P &P i WO G
IR n; < «, : o ™ <k s T e o o o et
et e R — 00 O vt
=T . . : - e w fo S i 3G o8 0 ot b e g W0
: A s e
2 .Mw “ A Lo i b qﬂm ﬁ.m quiM K s 1»._ q-i _...i ql.m 1
e S RO 5 =gl wmoow
eoon 5 & G TRl o, o £ rw
e 4%} ” a Lo e, . .M mw, i [+ QH\M; ﬁww.qﬁ“.._. "
PR T - oy 0 o s S B g
) o7 ; N o . 2 * - T foooo , T D
i ’ « o o o = s {5 : i
. . e - oo | n...ﬁ@{nu ) ]
w - o 0 B ] ESSDE < @ 55 6 65 6 <o o w0 o e
'l P % . X % Ko e I qi ot gl ped e R
o o i - ] R ~z =y LJ rwu rr .p}» wrd ol g g g
: & = . P i Al ol ~o 0o e O g U T P
. _ & £ &z b e O e £ €D Do @33 16 O P
oYy . = w0 B A ]
Som i * s ’ P (mwu n.“a-r i AR su b »
< o R qmw. vt o N pd vt € 00 0 O 03
‘ = o e = hA ¢ o0 Sy e ) L W e
" - , o e a3 - 3 % ~ . Ve
¥ 3 C Lo L - 1 R
: ; . ik o .. Q g uJ oL rw 70 na. \
oo S SRR G @ - b & cA % RN (R ST SR N - D e Ol Y N
- A . ta - = e P vl Rt 7 . PR ® e & o &
s o {44 o i o hm b € Mbn m &.,., - L wei ) ged yel gl
A 0% v i g - G o= =+ & @l gD o) w D e et Y O o et L < ]
5 F AR a o Brelo] ©NG W v R
- o S - e Phuind m.. ¢ it t=a4 B TS Ve N T o =S WA P ety !
e o L 2 L L2 . ]
& oy b o c & o ax 3 (48] nm . ..‘n..m, e E“ R AR SN e
P - eme fynk i
m B TR 2 o ! @ CENEETAE : i
P U R & 503 , 2] e e T w N
7 *e (il e N~ iy oy Y™ v
o« e Lo e T 3 @ ~RBE arew ! LU e
) -3 ¢ ] s ] &) i 3 Y = A ; i o M
< i g Boue w (ot Aoy | i b S I U
T e i < - a9 @ o o =AY I R e R i o
ks A B S T B 22N N ! Hia# i ; -
o A o T wp e L3 g Mw wfw Wa %c. PR, Nl i ”
82 & e i o - 8 o e e o SSNRE——— ;m?%. s
& w’ Te [ L
= 3 = P . t \
W» T N e ’ : .,mu WM« r@ £2 ?.u R ¥ ! :
¥ P & i i £ = oo 3 i iy O I e W R
S o v 3 o hES tn = ..WP.,. w B A M .m r e
tin & o g = e 73 L ﬂm = Fom ) Do, [oong IR T B R, g
& n © 5 ; < £ i1 . < e LAl . i
v ) z e I T o § el i § 4
8 = s b o .mwm Nand Spr %
o . ] ¢ it W Gt Cw 2 ner xe e
N 5 = e . o Sher [} ol y
G fo P : TOF o om W o & 3 03 oF o S
Naid ot WY 0 % - Lo Yo £ ol o <
[ - , T i & e s a5 a3 L . o] IR
Ay u..n vy o o..v " @& 18 Mﬂw o & wl®” D ot O et 00 5 0y O £
i PN [N - & v = ey 'y ¢ o £ [SNRTN] N2y ]
i a3 a3 e a,ﬁ [T e % % 3 Wu_ va R R X Ko ﬁa. e Drw REAS A A
i ] o e B 5P g @ ’ a = i 20 L f T gouf pod god ol g
Foo [<] o o = [ o @ i [ B ﬂw m.w . @ T € O S o0 X o) ]
o e T -~ 4 S . P~ = il EERLIe] e Y OF oot 0 o y 5
] gr o Y e 5 = 4 =2 SO DS E R !
43 o 3 ww o . Pﬂ Mﬁ w . el s 3 > PR A }
s T i = o o } a ; ' N N
RS- = R B - - T & g £ - ol et el oed ol B
oper o = G i B - 4 . s -
- = A R WU - B o & = sl NS '
» g Y £ I w2 - e i n% 3 & ) O CY e U vy o o b
ki Wt (a2 ek £ AT s (*3 48 g A . Y -l
[ £= ) o5y P B g W uaw wi Pd wm.v. G USO8 D ‘Emnﬁ., .frm ! S
i) [&] G 1 S T 5 B lood o ik i) o G [Fo Ay T pf e end ey
e agee y Qr QL € [l e o 121 & e 2 .m.u. & o OJ B LO Oy O e I s
@« ¢ Q s e e (e g B - e €O M P O ST N REEE
[ G ] Ll i, bim ey 5e; e} (=] &4 (¥ [¢)] = = T 1 D OO i ) i (g
e Y [N L €2 o €3 m %,. = [ nmw @ i A M.m
e D 9 ol . 3 _ P
. — o W o v ) a5 P . @3 © @ = w - S I OR I r RUN ] S o
=y as 3 e = S T T & $or s 4 S d g ] e
%) cp what spme [ L8] o It oo} [} y I ) ¥ (W3
R v o e g b = A e dew Hleauomow
o o o o & = s & W e dSE L e OO s L b
S . © a & & o 3 4 = £ - mﬁmmm7 TN T 1 i P o T P s S [ e e
o = &0 m : o € S e ey Or Gy oy ey Il v v en Han on T O Ch O O
[+3] ted heoad pod oot o e ot oot gy N e I e B M R | 7 o] el ool el R R B
- jai ] (A4 tda H
2 N 1]
£ p= Lzt ! i
[i+] =t (il Dot =
[hbod




Table 2. Juvenile Referrals by Reason Referved, Sex and Race

The decvease since 1973 can possibiy be attributed to the Youth Diversion Projoct and the Protective Services
Depar tment.

55,

With the heip of these two programs, it was anticipated that the number of veferrals would continue to
decrease. Hewever in 1975, a lsrge numbsv of arresis resulted from the demonstrations and disorders in
September.

For 15975, there was a subsvantizl increase in the number of white male offenders while each of the ctner
groups experienced a decrease in the nwmber of referrals. Since the majority of the protesting offanders wars

incesase in wnite male offenders,
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white males, this would appear to expla
The Juvenile Court Iwtaks Fovm which 1s the primery source document for the Juveniis
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tion in this rcepori, Tists 49 epecific veasons Tor referral to Juvenile Court {se~ Tabis 2. Tho 1974 Yeatuily
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Legistature adopted & asw <ode vor wriminal oife

corvespond To the reasons Tor revorsal wrasently Fnclwled on the Intake Torm. Therefore, there was 4iFficuity

in converting the new offenses 16 the old caiegoriss on the form. For examplie, in 1974 e wers B3 vaferrals

,g"'ls
t&..

g

for burglary, whereas in 1975 there ware 1,086, However, theve was a corvesponding decrease in the wumbar of
Juveniles referved for storehousa breaking, dwellinghouse bresking, schoolhouse breaking, outhouse breaking

and grand larceny.

1ses pages 11 and 16 Tor a more complete discussion of these departments.

-4 -

MALE o FE?AL& i TOTAL
3 KWhite Black ub White Black un 1. '
REASON REFERRED No. % No. % No. % Ko, % Ho. % fo. % Ho. %
Paternity 0 - 2 0.1 2 % 0 - 0 - 0 - 2 %
Marriage Request 5 0.1 0 - 5 .1 12 0.8 0 - 1z 0.8 17 0.2
Arson 47 1.1 g 0.5 56 0.9 0 - 3 0.5 3 0.1 58 0.7
Assault Aggravated 54 1.2 44 2.5 98 1.6 11 0.7 7 3.0 28 1.4 126 1.5
Assault 128 2.9 86 4.9 214 3.5 13 0.9 28 4.9 4 2.0 255 3.1
ttempted Suicide 4 6.1 0 - 4 0.1 i 0.1 0 - 1 6.1 5 0.1
Auto Tampering 20 0.3 5 (.3 26 0.4 1 ¢.1 L4 - i 5.2 25 0.3
Auto Theft 5 0.3 3 0.2 ig 0.3 0 ~ 0 - 0 - 15 0.2
Unauthorized Use of Auto 717 7 D.4 84 1.4 2 0.1 1 0.2 3 G 87 1.1
Banding to Commit Felony 3 0.1 i 0.1 4 0.1 5 0.3 0 - 5 0.2 3 01
Diserderly Conduct 392 8.8 g4 5,9 4% 8.0 g0 6.7 32 5.6 132 6.4 522 7.5
' Destruction of Property 114 2.6 43 2.5 157 2.5 1 4.1 9 1.7 i1 0.5 158 £.5
i Dependency 282 6.4 116 6.8 398 6.4 298 18.9 108 18.8 405 19.8 g g7
! Drunkenness 180 4.1 5 0.3 18% 3.0 17 1.1 0 - i7 6.8y 02 z.4
Owellinghouse Breaking 45 1.0 46 2.5 89 1.4 g - 0 - 0 -t R 11
Forcible Rapa i 0.4 5 0.3 21 0.3 i - G - 0 - 21 0.3
Grand Larceny 182 4.1 77 4.4 259 4.2 3 0.2 3 0.= 5 0.3t g85 2.2
Loitering 4 0.3 28 1.6 42 0.7 4 0.3 g 1.4 12 0.8 54 a7
Murder & Manslaughter 2 ® 4 0.2 5 0.1 0 - G - 0 - SRR |
Quthouse Breaking v - O - Y - { - 0 - Y - oo -
Petit Larceny 11z 2.5 5 3.2 igg8 2.7 42 2.4 14 2.4 B4 2.7 228 2.7
Poss./Drinking Liguav 277 5.3 8 0.5 £85 4.6 53 3.5 3 0.5 56 1.7 3 4.1
Robbery: Purse Snatching g 0.2 35 2.0 44 0.7 1 8.1 4 8.7 5 4.2 49 (.86
Robbery 87 1.2 72 4.1 i3 2.3 1 0.1 i 1.7 11 0.5 150 1.8
Runaway: In County 59 1.3 22 1.3 g1 1.3 is4 10.3 3 5.2 B4 8.9 265 3.2
Runaway: Out of Couniy i3 0.3 0 - i3 0.2 21 1.4 4 0.7 25 1.2 38 0.5
Runaway: Out of State 64 1.4 3 0.2 67 1.1 66 4.4 4 0.7 70 3.4 137 1.7
Runaway: AWOGL 76 1.7 35 2.0 111 1.8 58 3.9 24 4.2 82 4.0 193 2.3
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Table 2. Juvenile Referrals by Reason Referred, Sex and Race (Con't.)

WMALE FEFALE

REASON REFERRED White Black Sub 1. White Black Sub T, TOTAL
No. % Na. % No. % Ne. % No. % No. % Ho. %

School House Breaking 3 0.1 3 0.2 6 0.1 0 - Y - Q0 - 6 0.1
Sex Offenses 27 0.6 12 0.7 39 0.8 12 0.8 15 2.8 27 1.3 g6 0.8
Shoplifting 254 5.7 218 12.4 472 7.6 243 16.3 141 24.6 384 18.6 856 10.4
Storehouse Breaking 17 0.4 1 0.6 27 0.4 0 B 0 - 0 - 27 0.3
Traffic Offenses 133 3.0 18 1.0 151 2.4 8 0.5 i 0.2 g 0.4 i60 1.9
Truancy 134 3.0 21 1.2 155 2.5 28 0.6 ig 3.1 il6 5.6 271 3.3
Ungovernable Behavicr 128 2.9 86 3.8 195 3.2 1097 7.2 60 10.8 167 8.1 362 4.4
Uttering a Forged Inst. 20 0.5 12 0.7 32 0.5 6 (.4 85 1.0 12 0.6 44 0.5
Yio. Drug Laws: Narcotic | 144 3.2 25 1.4 i69 2.7 27 1.8 4 0.7 31 1.5 200 Z2.4
Vio. Drug Laws 1 206 4.6 45 2.6 251 4.1 23 1.5 7 1.2 30 1.5 281 3.4
Weapons: Carrying/Possess 32 0.7 20 1.1 52 0.8 4 6.3 3 0.5 7 0.3 5 0.7
Meighborhood Complaint 3 0.1 0 - 3 0.1 2 4.1 2 0.3 4 0.2 7 0.1
Other 194 4.4 96 5.5 290 4.7 34 2.3 8 1.4 42 2.0 332 4.G
Burglary 50 14.7 353 20.71 1,013 16.4 29 1.9 4 0.7 23 1.6 1,046 12,7
Possess. Burglary Togls i7 0.4 i 0.8 31 L8 0 - i 8.2 1 0.1 32 0.4
Faise Alarms 25 0.6 5 0.8 33 0.5 1 0.1 i 6.2 2 0,1 3B £.4
Giue/Paint Sniffing 186 4.2 5 0.3 192 3.1 36 2.4 0 - 36 1.7 228 2.8
TOTAL 4,431 100.01 1,782 100,11} 65,133 89,9 1,494 100.0 576 9%.9¢ 2,068 100.0] 8,281 $9.3

*Less than 0.1 percent.

For 1975, the most frequent reasons for vreferral were Burglary, Shoplifting, and Dependency. Together
these charges account for nearly 33 per cent of all the referrals.z

As previously seen in 1974, white females were referred mainly for Dependency (19.9%), Shoplifting (16.3%),
and Runaway: In County (10.3%). while black females were referred for Shoplifting {24.6%), Dependency (18.8%).
and Ungovernable Behavior (10.5%).

For males, the wain reasons for referral changed primarily as & result of the classification problem.
White males were referved Tor Burglary {14.7%), Disorderly Conduct (5.8%), and Dependency {6.4%) vnite dlack
males were referred for Burglary (20.7%), Shoplifting (12.4%), and Dependency [6.6%).

As a result of the new criminal cede, the best way to compare the veasons for referrval in 1975 to previous

years is through the use of ihe FBI (rime Classification which combines simijar offenses. This grouping resuliis

.{.‘ “

aF

in Larceny/Theft, Burgiary, Dependency, Drug Law Viclations, and Runsways as the five main reasons referyal.
3

Drug Law Violations for the first time emeraed as one of the main veasons Tor referral.
Marriage Reguests and Dependency vefervals continuad to decrease as an {ndication of the intevvention by

the Protective Services Department.

“Concern has already been expresssd about the numbzr of truancies in 1875. It has been erroneously staie
that the number of truancles shouid have increased because of the boycott of the couri desegregation order, hovi~
ever. a child must be truant a certain number of days before legal action can be tawen. Therefore ithe petitions
for truancy were not taken out until the late months of 1975, and most of them in 1975. A first-count semi-
annua} for January to June of 1976 shows already 565 truancy referrals.

For & more comp?ete analysis of the Drug Referrals, see MSSD/Juvenile Court Interim Report/An Examination
of Brug Referrals in Jefferson County, Ky.; Office of Researrh and Planning; Spring, 1976,




Table 3.

Freguency and Percentage Change of Reason Referred by Sex and Race

WHITE BLACK
REASON REFERRED Wale Famale Wale Famale TOTALS

1974 1975 1974 1975 1974 1975 1974 1975 1974 1975 inc. Dec.

Homicide 1 2 0 0 9 4 1 0 11 6 45,5

Rape 4 16 0 0 ] 5 0 0 i3 21 61.5 -

Aggravated Assault 65 54 9 11 58 44 10 17 142 126 - 11.3
Burglary 414 712 13 29 313 417 19 4 759 } 1,162 53.1 - i
Larceny/Theft 725 624 334 290 592 458 235 172 1,886 | 1,544 - 18.1
Auto Theft 60 g2 5 2 24 10 1 i 20 105 16.7 - i
Other Assault 57 128 17 13 4% 86 i4 28 134 255 20.3 ~
Arson 26 72 3 1 29 17 ¥ 4 58 94 62.1 -
Forgery 14 20 g & 17 12 10 6 50 44 - 12,0 ¢
Vandalism 158 117 5 1 61 45 4 10 228 174 - 23.7
Weapons 45 32 2 4 37 26 2 3 86 59 - 31.4 g
Sex Dffenses 27 27 7 12 21 i2 i7 15 72 66 - 8.3 i
Drug Law Yiolation; 383 536 63 86 91 76 14 11 551 709 28.7 -
Family Offenses 0 0 0 0 10 2 0 0 10 z - 80.0
Liquor Law Yio. 211 277 a9 53 1 8 0 3 251 341 35.9 -k
Drunkenness 89 180 il 17 4 5 0 9 104 202 4.2 -3
Breach of Psace 517 3% 151 101 194 104 55 32 917 633 - 31.0 ¢
Vagrancy 38 14 6 4 35 28 11 ] 90 54 - 40,0
Behavior Problems 94 132 04 109 &4 66 77 62 349 369 5.7 -

Runaways 255 212 344 259 48 650 31 62 728 633 - 13.0

Truancy 104 134 74 93 46 21 38 18 262 271 3.4 -

Traffic Offenses 136 133 16 8 15 i8 2 1 169 180 - 5.3

Other 107 234 18 40 26 117 5 Q 226 400 77.0 -

Marriage Request 34 b 32 12 3 0 4 0 73 17 - 5.7

Dependency 331 282 3438 298 159 116 155 108 893 804 - 13.0

TOTAL 3,895 | 4,431 | 1,600 1,494 | 2,002 | 1,752 755 574 8,252 {8,251 - iNo Chy,

-8 -

The largest percentage increases were noted in Drunkenness (94.2%), Other Assault (90.3%), Other (77.0%),

Arson (62.1%), and Rape (61.5%). Decreases were apparent in Family Offenses (80.0%), Marriage Reguests (76.7%),

Homicide (45.5%), Vagrancy (40.0%), and Weapons {31.4%).

Through the use of another collapsed classification for the offenses which categorizes them as major or

minor offenses, it can readily be sesn that the major offenses continued to increase.

The number of social

offenses (ungovernable behavior, runaways, truancies, and attempted suicides) have remainad relatively the

same. The majority of the offenses were either minor (38.8%) or major against property (30.0%) offenses.
3,500 4L R
3,000 < ?%3
2,500 . %
2,000 <4~ 27 %
1,500 - % : % e
, o
000 <4 % %< ///3@ 1974
i, / / ?7 : 77 .
NN BN BR BN
500 + ;}/ ;;55 " 4¢é /4{ /// BN
% i ) % % 58 1975
7 2 4222. 422; : cf%g’ 7 .
73 74 75 73 74 75 73 74 75 73 74 75 73 74 75 73 74 75
Major vs, Major vs. Hinor Social Dependency Other
Person Property

Major-Minor Offenses by Year
Fig. 1.
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Table 4. Juvenile Se’errals by Source of Referral, Sex and Race
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guveniles can be velfarrpd o fhe duvoat e Court by A oumber wroay o slnwever, TRo matarity of the
referrals were rocoived throph cne TF 1ro setioe teaandpntiogs ¢ 9n
ment was fthe main unit of referral.

Whon the nolice
the youth to M0 Youlh Diversion Projecs 0001 take inher lo the crofenter o

counsaling center,

SECTION 1.1: YOUTH DIVERSICN PROJECT

The Youth Diversion Project of MSSD has heen In eperation since Neverber 10 373 to act as an alternative

to involvement in the Juvenile Justice System. It has long been hypothesized that once 2 juvenile enters the
, , p

Juvenile Justice System, his chances of pecoming @ recidivist increase supstantialiy. Wirh this in mind, the

+.
)

concept of diversion from the svsten enciged. The YDF was therefere designed tod
w o .

11 orovide immediate showr-veps coupseling scrvices in family <risis situadbions,
i b4

1

2 identify and oobilize cemmunity resources to solve yourh problems, and
b4 b ;

33 promote positive progrume to coyrect delinguency-of

The Centeors which provide this service srve furrently in commmity

1 amd

Park DuValle, Russell and Jackson. A fenter Josalted in the
F %

Tortland Center was closed in Aprii, 1970 to permpe with the Russedd Lenber.

who woulsd have nanrmally beon coumsoled
dntormally by the MESh Intake wirkers. DUt paeen
social agencies, businesses and he pro,ect.

cifenses, A Fredlos perdontage

More tham 56 percent of ail the refers: ro YU anrine 197H were for minoy
of referrals were classified as diversion in 1975 (F4.1%) as cempared to 1974 (87.8%). 1o 1075, thiz represeats
a total of 1,417 veferrals that would have presunubly been taken to the Detention Center and consequently entered

the Juvenile Justice System. Juvenile Court statistics show that borh miner ard secial offenders referred to the

- 11 -




Table 5. 1975 Referrals by Reason Referred (Grouped) and Youth Service Center
FAIRDALE NEWBURG JACKSON RUSSELL PORTLARD T1PK. DUVALLE TOTAL
No. A Ho. % No. % No. 7 No. % No. % No, %
Major vs. Person 0 - 0 - 7 1.6 2 .8 i .5 0 - 10 b
Major vs. Property 2 4 0 10 2.4 5 2.3 11 5.3 4 1.6 32 1.3
Minor 255 54.6 63 53.81 270 63.5 | 135 83.1 88 42.7 ; 143 5(.1 954  56.7
Sociai /1 15.2 22 18.8 | 110 25.9 54 25.2 70 34.0 76 29.8 423 23.3
Dependency 4 -9 0 - 10 2.4 2 .9 2 1.0 g - 18 1.1
Job Needed 7 1.5 0 - i .2 3 1.4 i .5 18 7.1 20 1.3
Other {Non-Del.) 128 27.4 32 27.4 17 4.0 13 6.1 33  16.0 14 5.5 237 14
TOTAL 467 100.0 | 117 160.0Q ; 425 100.0 | 214 89.2 | 206 1G0.G | 255 10C.1 | 1.684 ;00.1
s S—pa" —rs ..! iAo ':“‘.§
DIVERSION 332 71.1 86  72.5 : 407  95.8 | 198 92.5 72 83,5 223 &7.% flgli7 83,33
PREVENTION 135 238.9 32 £Z7.4 :8 4,2 16 7.5 34 16.2 32 185 257 1 2
TOTAL 467 100.G | 217 1U0.0 ; 425 100.0 | 214 1D0.9 | 206 100.0 § 255 10G.O gianQ ?G®,3;
URIUS SR S - i S
- 12 -

SECTION 1.2:

the Diagnostic and Detention Center.

DIAGNOSTIC AND DETENTION CENTER

to the Center.

quency or a traffic offense.

mine the length of detaimment of a child.

/ He is a danger to himself and/or the commmity.

Court have decreased since 1973 which was probably a result of the Youth Biversion Project. '

v There is some indication that the child will run away pending the arvsigmmewnt.

v/ The offense is particularly serious, or involves a physical attack or other violent acts
another person or involves the uses of firearms or any other weapon.

offenders are held automatically.

If a child is not referred to th. VDP, or released to his/her parents, the police then take the youth to

The Diagnostic and Detention Center serves as the primary physical entrance into the Juvenile Justice

Each child must have either a police repovt, a remand, or a writ to be admitted

Normally the juvenile does not remain in the Center after the pretrial, but the following factors deter-

toward

These types of alleged

v The child is known to the Center persormel as an habitual offender or as one who has failed to

appear in the past for court appearances.

L
Youth Services Program: 1975 Annual Report and Evaluation; Office of Research and Planning; Summer, 1976.

- 13 -

System. The Center‘provides temporary care to juveniles under the age of eighteen who are chavged with delin-




¥ There is no parent, guardian, or other responsible person to whom the child can be released.
Since 1971, the rate of individual detaimment has decreased to close to the accepted national deten-
tion practice of ten percent of the referrals being detained past the arraigmment stage.
At the Detention Center, the yuuth can be released to his/her parents, the Shelter House (which aids
social offenders) or the Altermative to Detemtion Program. If nome of these options are accepted, the child

remains in the Center until the Judge releases him/her.

Table 6. Rate of Juvenile Detention by Year (1958-197%:

REFERRAL 10 % TOTAL ADMISSIONS » TOTAL % RATE OF
YEAR JUVENILE CT. 1 CHARGE 10 DETENTION CHANGE DETENTIONS® | CHANGE INDIV. DETAINEDY
1968 7,151 4,232 1,053 14.73
1969 7,378 +-3.17 5,431 +28.33 1,238 +17.66 : 16.79
1870 7,753 + 5.08 5,835 + 7.44 1,374 +10.90 17.72
1971 7,570 - 2.36 5,678 ~ 2.6% 1,570 +14.26 20.74 ,
1972 7,594 + .32 5,810 + 2.32 1,494 - 4.84 19.67 \
1973 8,841 +16.42 5,440 - 6.27 1.055 -29.38 11.93
1974% 8,252 - 6.56 - - - ~ ~
1975 8,251 No Chg. 5,582 ~ 856 - 11.71

5In 1974, the data collection was not complete so that the information is unknown.
6Total detention are those who were not paroled before arraignment.
7The rate of individual detention is derived by determining the ratio of total detentions to total Juve-

nile Court referrals.

-~ 14 -

SECTION 1.3: ALTERNATIVE TO DETENTION/HOMEFINDING DEPARTMENT

In September, 1972, MSSD initiated the Alternmative to Detention Program (ATD). Under this program,
private individuals in the community accept into their home children who have committed a delingquent act and
are in need of care and supervision bui do not need secure detenticn. Tae length of stay Is of a short dara-
tion.

The specific gdals of the program are:

7/ to separate the younger, social offenders from the meis sbphistic&ied dzlinquent;
Y to reduce the number of children detzined st the Dotintious Tenter; aid
/ to provide quelity care at & 93t compavabie ro 0% Tes: ewxpentive than vhe dstesiion experions

Tal T i IR * . B e e e S - p o £ P N
febl=z 7. 1975 Alternative o Leisnvign Pefersma’ls by Type of OFfouse, Sex

TYPE UF OFFEWSE WTHENe T ?
a L PR é S

Major vs. Person 3 &7 Q - 4 3 x4 i € . P87 I PSS
Major vs. Property 13 24.5 i 2.8 JEC LW 3 21,4 1 a4 £o12.2 19 %élﬁﬁ
Hinor 12 22.6 9 25.0 | Tl 285 5 35,7 D333 § 10 gl 3253
3ocial 20 37.7 25 59,4 oh o 6.8 5 25,7 & 53,3 13 84,3 58 43,2 |
Dependency 5 0.4 1 2.8 5 6.7 17.1 0 . 1 3.4 7 5.9
TOTAL 53 99.5 56 100.0 29 100.9 14 99,9 i5 100.0 P9 99,9 | 12 100,1

1
Jod
(8]

H




RIS

Children are received into ATD through the admissicns worlers at the Detenticn Center or thre

ugh the

Juvenile Court Judge. The criteria for accepting # <hild into program is that the offense be minox or
social. At least seventy-five per ceut of the zefervuls were of this tyne,

There was a feriy per ceat iuncresse in the mumber of white o8l rdevs handied by the XD yrogoan Juring
1975 as compared to 1374, Hewsver for hiack raferrals, e owas a Joorense of twonty-thooe ner Monk.

The Houefinding oFf MESD recruits, studiocs 1o

Emezzency Shelter Pzogram at A0, The depatiment =lzo wor's
placement of chiidren.

The next step in the Juvenile Justice Systenm larolves = rogeord ohedl £0 e 3F ohe fuvsniie bas o
nrevions coptact sich the Court, AT s wimT, P8 cmuns sow oorepgel by O &2 oo
Depavtaent vhere devendsncey Anves,tleneling eTC Twioossa T Vg TIOTo0ve Sagy . L o
SLCTION 1.4t

It agon, TR M o o AT fooshie Protective Cervices Denorg : .
The averags age of Derwices wos V.8 vears .

Tablie 8 gives of fuireniie jpddividuals Sorvicss. Aheust

%The Protective Services Department keeps separals rocords Tor the cosss they hamdled vivich 1t where this
information originated. The Juvenile Court statistics, h@v«V@fg count only those dependencies wio actually

had Court involvement.
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forty per cent lived with their mother only. Slightly less then Table 8. Living Arrvancement of Individuals
twenty per cent lived with both parents. N S
LIVING ARRANGEMEN] He, %

Juvenile individuals in Protective Services averaged 1.93 .

i Methar/Stepfather 58 6.5

siblings. - [ ¥othar Only 339 38.3

i Relative 156 i7.6

Over half {50.8%) of the heads of boussholds of luveniie ! Iﬂ%ixtu?ign i e 3.0

I Botlh Parent ; 176 v 5.7

Both Parentis i L. A

intivideals in Protective Szrvices were unamployed 2t the time ‘ ?A*ii“/StDPm@fP@“ &5 2.0
' tather ﬁn?~ % 5.1

P . . - . ¥'= e - ;
of refexrral. Slightly over a thiwnd of the fapdlies were recsive | Foster Home 59 4.8
. Independent i2 1.4
ing Public Assistance. The mean faccme uwas §7,205 pey year. i Unftnown id 1.5 1
11
i i
§ e oy o~ om D
Tauie G, Reason Referred oF Srotecgive 3ervices : furyal ! 23 1600
-~ ) > * H
Feferral S e S
f o [

REASON QFFcRREL b owa, %o The mejority (33.4%) of Juvenile ardivicosis wove
| areiace Kenuest ! t7 1.4 srrending scieol ai vhe time of waferral wo TR Loer
i Y m i - .

*Sﬁafug Cifanse N ¥ 10
Dalinguent Offensa ; £ .4 fovty per cent were im the pre-schecl catepery i 400%
Cis reuil Cto: Inveztigation i Lo
i Circutt Ci.: Praotective Sarv. 3 .5 i witkdraws fyonm zchool,
i Physical Abuse 255 24,6
Ahuse: Meloutrition 7] . Denendency wes the primaiy reason Four weferrcl (36.5%)
Saxual Abuse 25 Z.
Gress Abuse { & . vith almost one~fourth refevred for phyesicas abrse. The

193

[

Physical Reglzct

Medical Neglect

Abandopment

Emotional Neglect

Juvenile Ct.: Temporary Custody
Dependency

»

ovgiwhelming majority of adults were

L]
[ N IND O O e b= O

s

ing to dependency.
147
450

1,229

*

L) b=
o] HMNOMS = {31

°

ot
[

TOTAL

Iy

referrved for contribut-




SECTION 1.5: CHILDRENS'.SERVICES INTAKE DEPARTMENT

For delinquency cases, the intake worker reviews the case and has the option to counsel the child and
close the case or refer the child to the Azsessment Department for the purpese of ipvestigetion and formal
handling. Upon counseling and Closing the case, the child leaves the Juvenile Justice System afier an informal
hearing.

The percentage of farme! czsces hes continved to increass simes 18710 A% least sixty-itwo rer cent of the

eferrals to MESD go veo Lourt and anpeay before tha Trial Commissioners.
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56 59,71 i
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1 N
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ey o5 G H
Guhd o £0LY i N
. P
144 vd.7 ;-
g
i

gPresenﬂy the Judges are using a disposition known as "inTormal adjustment.™ Thess cases are ones where
the problems of the referral are covrected so that most probably the case 4id not need formal attention. In
1975, there were 561 of these such cases ¢r 6.8% of all the referrals,
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in 1975, a greater percentage of white ma2les were handled formally. But, as in previcus years, blacks

were handled formally more often than whites.

Less than half of the first offenders were handied informally. The probability of a case being handled

informally decreases as the mmber of prior referrals increases.

100%.
. // / ////// 109%"" 7 >
7 7 Y
/4 7 711.5 /// 0
15 L / 524200/ ;{' // ( 3654 /
/'{-8 x;.///// 75 - 4 3803:' /r IIIIY ’ //;
7 2724 25
50 -+ 4 Inforal 50 o asiad Informal
o .
7 %
25 + | Formal 26 o4 Formal
1 2-5 6-10 11-20+ M F M F
White - Black
Manner of Handling by Total Referrals- Manner of Handling by Race and Sex
Fig. 2. Fig. 3.
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SECTfGN 1.6: ASSESSMENT DEPARTMENT

The Assessment Department receives the formal cases and completes an investigation in order to make a
recommendaticn to the Judge as to the disposition of the case. The recommendation takes into account the
behavior patterns ané background of the juvenile to arrive at a social work evaluation which may not neces-
sarily be derived from legal interpretation.

The assessment worker interviews the family and child, summons the witnesses, informs the family of any
changes in court dates, and presents the case to the Court. The worker handles the case through the arzaign-
ment, pre-trial, and dispositional hearing.

Formal cases appear before the cowxrt first at the arraigmment. At this stage, several optlious are open
to the Trial Ccmmissicner hendiing the case. The case can be dismissed, remanded, filed away, referved for
infermal adjustment or passed to a hearing date. If the case is finaled (not pessed to a later date), the
juvenile basically leaves tle system, but the case can be ?eﬁpened and the juvenile returned to Court.

When the case is passed, the child may be sent to the Detention Center, an Alternative to Detenticn Home,

the Shelter House, the Home Detention Progream, or released to the paremnts or amnther responsible person.

SECTION 1.7: HOME DETENTION

The Home Detention Program begamn in March of 1975. Youths are assigned to the program either at the
arraignment or at the detention hearing. Through this program, the child is released to his home while inten-

sive supervision is provided by the home detention worker.

- 20~

The specific goals of the program are:

¥ to reduce the average daily population of the Detention Center;

¥ to provide care at a cost comparable to or less expensive than the detention experience;

v to make sure the child is available for scheduled court hearings; and

Y to assist the vouth in remaining trouble free during the period of his/her adjudication.
From April 1 to December 31, 1975, approximately 140 juveniies were referred and handled through the Home
Detention Progx'am.10

The Judge will usvally pass a case so that the witnesses can be svmmoned, a lawyer can be cbtained, an
investigation can take place, a casewcrk study can be done, and testing can be done by the Psychological

Services Department.

SECTION 1.8: PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

The Psychological Services Department has been a part of the Juvenile Court functions since April of 1656.
Cases referred by the Court veceive top priority in testing, but other divisions of MSSD may also vefer juve-
niles to this department. FEach child tested is evaluasted to determine the most appropriate treatment recommends-

tion. During 1975, this department handled on average of 55 cases per month,

10
MSSD Home Detention: A Preliminary Evaluation; Office of Research and Pianning; March, 1976.
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»The Gault decision of 1967 was a ruling by the United States Supreme Court which gave juveniles the right
to representation by counsel in Juvenile Court hearings. Even if the family of the child cannot afford legal
counsel, the child is nevertheless entitled to quality representation.

For 1975, more referrals had their own counsel than in previous years. The percentage of those with no

counsel decreased since 1974,

Table 11. Juvenile Referrals by Legal Counsel, Sex and Race
WHITE . BLACK —

LEGAL COUNSEL Male Female Sub T, Male Female Sub 1. reTAlL
No. % Ng. % No. % No. % No. % | No. % No. %
Legal Aid 7 .3 3 A 10 3 3 .2 0 - 3 .2 13 .3
Own Counsel 1,495 55.1 232 29.2 11,727 49.2 603 46.8 114 32.8 717 43.8| 2,444 47.5
No Legal Counsel 434 16.0 226 27.7 654 18.6 142 11.0 63 18.1 205 12.5 859 1A.7
ther Ct. Appointed 144 5.3 161 20.3 305 8.7 70 5.4 60 17.2 130 7.8 435 8.5
Public Defender 633 23.3 178 22.5 812 23.1 470 36.5 111 31.9 581 35.5}11,383 27.%1
TOTAL 2,713 100.0 -} 795 100.1 {3,508 99.¢ {1,288 99.9 348 100.0 {1,636 99.9} 5,144 100.1

A case may be passed numerous times before it finally reaches the dispositional hearing. During this

hearing, the Judge veviews the case and makes note of the recommendations of the case worker and comes to a
conciusion as to what treatment, if any, would be in the best interest of the child. The most common grouped
dispositions are Filed Away (58.3%), Delinquent Imstitutions (9.9%), Probation (8.6%), and Restitution (5.0%).

In 1975, the average juvenile referral was more likely to be filed away than in previous years.

- 22 -

Filed Away“
(58.3%)

Adjudicatory Dispositions

Fig. 4.
3.1%)

Delinquent
oster Care (4.2%)

Institution

Temporary Custody (4.8%)
estitution (5.0%)

Pr s

SECTION 1.2: TREATMENT SERVICES

Referrals for Homicide, Runaways, Behavior Problems and Vagrancy were placed in delinquent institutioms
more often than the other offenders.

There are a mmber of rescurces and programs available to the Judge for placement of the juvenile. 1In
1975, 310 adjudicated delinquents were placed on probation to MSSD by the Juvenile Couré Judge.

The ¥SSD Probation Department serves the delinquent in both his social and family enviromment. Intensive
counseling is provided on an individual and/or group basis.
rals to the Probation Department were for major property offenses. The total mumber of referrals to probation

continued to increase until 1975 when a 31.4 per cent decrease occurred.

- 23 -

In the past five years, the majority of the refer-




Table 12.

Juveniie Referrals by Reason Referred and Adjudicatory Disposition

GRAND

DELINQUENT

COMMUNITY

Besides the professional prohation experience offered by the MSSD Probation Department, a juvemile can

Placed on probation by the Juvenile Court Judge %o a private citizen whe voluntsers tc supervice the child.
In 1975, there were 76 Court referrals to the Velunteer Probation Department.

These volunteers are recruited and trained by the M3SD Volunteer Servicss Department. The traganing
consists of the history and philesophy of the Juvenile Court, the orgenization and function of MSSD, theoriss
and methods of counseling, and the atiributes necessarv for an effective volunteer worker.

Juvenile refervals are received into the program from the Court, Youth Services Project, Schools, Pruvec-
tive Sexvices, Ormsby Village Treatment Center, and other sources. A juvenile is matched to a volunteer who
is responsible for the casework, monthly reports and court appearznces of the juvenile.

It is required that each volunteer handle only one case at a time, but at the completion of the probation-

ary period, the volunteer can comtinue in the program by taking another case. The probation continues until

- 25 -

REASON REFERRED FAWL JURY | INSTITUTION | RESTITUTION| PROBATION | RESOURCE OTHER TOTAL
No. % No. % No. % No. A No. % No. No. A No. F4
Homicide 1 16.7 1 16.7 3 50.0 0 - 0 - 1 16.7 0 - 6 100.1
Rape 11 52.4 0 - 3 14.3 0 - 4 19.0 3 14.3 0 - 21 100.0
Aggravated Assault 77 67.0 2 1.7% 15 13.0 3 2.6 14 12.2 1 .9 3 2.8 115 100,0
Burglary 655 57.7 6 .5 12z 10.7 132 11.6 138 12.1 54 4.8 30 2.611,136 100.0
Larceny/Theft 437 61.5 4 .6 71 10.0 58 8.2 84 11.8 30 4.2 26 3.7 710 100.0
Auto Theft 61 65.6 0 - 13 14.0 5 5.4 g9 9.7 3 3.2 2 2.2 93 100.1
Other Assault 139 67.8 1 .5 it 7.8 11 5.4 28 13.7 3 1.5 7 3.4 205 100.1
Arson 49 70.0 0 - 2 2.9 4 5.7 9 12.9 5 7.1 1 1.4 70 100.0
Forgery 29 67.4 0o - 3 7.0 4 9.3 5 11.6 1 2.3 1 2.3| 43 99.9
Vandalism 82 65.6 G - 11 8.8 21 16.8 8 6.4 3 2.4 0 - 125 100.0
Heapons 35 71.4 0 ~ 4 8.2 0 - 6 12.2 2 4.1 2 4.1 42 100.0
Sex Offenses 23 71.9 ] - 3 9.4 0 - 2 6.3 1 3.1 3 9.4 32 100.1
Drug Law Violaticn 181 64.2 0 - 13 6.7 i 4 28 9.9 41 14.5 12 4.3 282 100.0
Family Offenses 1 50.0 0 - 0 - 0 - 1 - 0 - 1 50.0 2 100.0
Liquor Law Vio. 21 75.0 0 - 0 - i 3.6 5 17.9 ] - i 3.6 28 100.1
Drunkenness 37 80.4 0 - 2 4.3 0 - 3 6.5 1 2.2 3 6.5 46 99.9
Breach of Peace 172 81.5 0 - 9 4.3 3 1.4 9 4.3 7 3.3 11 5.2 211 100.0
Vagrancy 4 66.7 0 - 1 16.7 0 - 0 - 1 16.7 0 - 6 100.1
Behavior Problems 162 51.6 0 - 66 21.0 1 <3 24 7.6 35 11.1 26 8.3 314 99.9
Runaways 166 50.2 0 - 71 21.5 5 1.5 20 6.0 40 12.1 29 8.8 331 190.1
Truancy 185 72.8 0 - 14 5.2 0 - 23 8.6 9 3.4 27 10.1 268 100.1
Traffic Offenses 21 72.4 ] - 2 6.9 1 3.4 2 6.9 1 3.4 Z 6.9 29 99.9
Other 170 75.9 1 .4 i5 6.7 7 3.1 19 8.5 9 4.0 3 1.3 224 99.9
Marriage Request 3 17.6 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 14 82.4 17 100.0
Dependency 269 34.4 0 - 47 6.0 0 - 1 1 13 1.7 451 57.7 781 99.9
TOTAL 3,001 58.3 15 3 511 5.9 257 5.0 441 8.6 264 5,1 655 12.7 ¢5,144 99.9
- 24 -
Table 13. Commitments to Probation by Typ= of Offense and Year
1971 1972 1973 1974 i 1975
TYPE OF OFFENSE S N N VRS S B T Y S

Major vs. Person 28 8.6 39 11.4 49 10,9 74 15.4 61 16.7

M@jor vs. Property 166 56.8 139 44,5 225 50,1 233 51.5 158 51.3

Minor 54 16.8 g4 24.5 97 21.6 70 15.5 48 15.5

Social 78 23.9 74 21.5 77 17.1 72 15.9 42 13.5

Dependency 1 a3 7 2.0 i 2 3 o7 0 -

TOTAL § 327 189.1 243 100.0 449 ©9.G 452 100.0 310 100.0 ﬁ
§




the juvenile achieves a satisfactory adjustment, compits a new offense, fzils to respond favorably to this
type of probation or reaches the age of eighteen,ll

Delinguent institutions veceived approximately ten per cent of the adjudicated juveniles. The main
delinquent institution mamaged by MSSD is the Ormsby Village Treatment Center.

The Ormsby Village Treatment Center provides short-term (four to six months) residential treatment for
Jefferson County adjudicated delingusmts aged 13 to 17. Residents receive physical examinations and psycholog-
ical testing prior to being admitted. The juveniles arve grouped in cottages according to their Imterpersunal
Maturity Level Classificstion (I-Level} so that there is less chance that the more sophisticated delingquents
rule the less sophisticated. ‘the Jefferson County Board of Educaticn provides schooling for the residents on

the campus. On-the-job training is also provided through a program of individual work assigiments.

Table 14. Commilments to Ormshby ¥illage by Resson Referved {Grouned) and Year

rpen BrErne 1971 1972 1973 i 1074 1575
REASON REFERRED 1R ™71, % 1T Tor & 1T 0 1T, %
Major vs. Person & 5.8 1 14 e.9 17 8.0 20 10.3 11 10.5
Major vs. Property 82 37.7 67 33.2 66 31.0 62 31.8 36 34.3
Minor 28 20.3 58 2£.7 61 28.6 36 18.5 22 21.0
Social 50 36.2 63 31.2 6% 32.4 77 39.5 36 34.3

TOTAL 138 100.0 202 106.0 213 100.0 195 100.1 105 100.1

11
For further information see: VYolunteer Probation Officers Program: An Evaluation; Office of Research
and Planning; January, 1975,
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AYouths charged with having comaitted 2 major offense accounted for over forty per cent of the commitments
to Ormsby Village while one-third were social or status offenses. In 1975, there was a decrease of 46.2 per
cent in the mmber of youths being committed to Crmsby Village so that only two per cent of the total formal
referrals were sent to Ormsby Village.

Another institution operated by MSSD is the Southfields Residential Group Center.

In September, 1961, Southfields Residential Group Center was established using the principles of the
Highfield's experiment. Adjudicated male delinquents from 15% to 18 years of age are placed on probatiom by
the Juvenile Court provided that they attemnd Scuthfields; they are not "committed™ to the program.

Weekdays are ventered around helping the youth develop comsistent work habits since Qost of Them have
rejected the school setting. Guided Group Inmteraction and peer pressure are utilized to intermalize in the

youth, socially acceptable norms of behavior.

Table 15. Admissions to Socuthfieids by Reason for Referral {Grouped} and Year

] 4 7
REASON REFERRFD |5~ o1 = 55—
Major vs. Pepson 9 14.5 14 21.5 11 32.4 Y 23.7
Major vs: Property 30 48.4 22 33.8 9 26.5 27 71.1
Minor 14 22.6 14 21.5 5 14.7 i 2.6
Social 9 14.5 i5 23.1 9 26.5 1 2.6
TOTAL 62 100.0 65 99.9 34 100.1 38 100.0
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From Novemb~r, 1974 to March, 1975, Scuthfields was closzd for a Te-evaluatiom to see if it was achieving
its goals. In 1975, the number of refervels stayed relatively close to the 1974 total which is explained by

323

the temporary closing and the policy thzt the maximm pepulation of Soutlfields camnot exceed twenty individuais
who stay an average of four to six months. Im 1975, at Ieast 94 per cent cof the referrals were for major
offenses,

For dependency or neglect caces, a ireguently used disposition is Foster Care which zccounted for at
least four per cent of all adjudicated juveniles im 1975. Until July I, 1975, MS5D operated its cwn Foster
Care Department, but since then the Henfucky Despartment for Huwen Resouzces {DER) has provided this service.
The main purpose of the foster care exprriencs is to rmumite «hildren and thelr families vhensver peozsibie.

The Eomefinding Department of U850 zceruiis, studies and sapproves homes to be used im the AT
and BEmergency Shelter ac M5SD. The department also works with the Home of the Imnucents for tempurary place-

ment of children.

Neaxly two per cent of the adjulicazted juvepiles zre placed in Group Hor The Commmnity Revidentizl
Treatment Program administered by M35D accepts juveriles for placement in a2 group home if the Court dirvectly

uent institution.

.S.J

vefers the youth or after a child is releaszed from 2 delim
The Commmity Pesidential Trearwment Program (CPiP)} has been in operation since early 1972. The stated
guals of the program are:
¥ to reduce recidivism;

Y to shorten the length of institutiomal treatment;
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v to decrease the institutional population; and
Y/ to increase the success rate in the treatment of social offenders.

The program consists of two phases. During Phase I, the child lives in one of the five group homes
scattered throughout Jeffsrson County. Each home operates in a family-like atmosphere with a houseparent and
a social worker aide under the supervision of the house social worker.

When Phase I is completed, the child returns to his own howe whenever possible. Phase II then begins with
the social worker continuving to work with the child and his parents to supervise the youth's adjustment in the

n this phase is four months, after which the juvenile is releassed from MSSD super-

Juts

community. The aversge time

vision.1? _

Table 16. Cuwwmnity Residential Treatment Program Referrals by Tyne of

Offense and Year

1972 g73 1974 1975
TYPE OF OFFENSE DS R PO T | R
Major vs. Person 11 7.0 10 5.9 5 4.9 4 3.9
Major vs. Property 47 29.9 4 27.1 25 20.5 21 20.6
Minor 27 17.2 5% 32.9 28 23.0 13 iz2.7
Social 68 43.3 56 32.9 60 48.2 60 58.8
Bependency 4 2.5 2 1.2 3 2.5 4 3.9
TOTAL 157 99.9 170 100.0 122 100.1 102 99.9
12

For further information see: MSSD Aftercare/Pre-Probation: A Reviews Office of Research and Planning;
Winter, 1975.
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Fewer juveniles were referred to CRIP in 1975. This decrease was due to the fact that the children
remained in the group homes for a longer period of time.

After the Judge has issued a disposition, the case can be brought back into court for review, to change
the previous disposition, to release the child from probation, to examine a violatiomn of probatiion, or to
study the child's behavior to see 1f the stipulations issued by the Court at the dispositional hearing were
followed.

Upon successful completion of the designated treatment mode, the child is normally released to his
parents, placed with othexr relatives, or provided a fester care living urrangsment.

At this point, the juvenile leaves the Juvenile justice System. The juvenile's case record will vemain

on active file umtil he veaches the age of eighteen or until the r<cord is sealed by the Juverndile Court Judge.
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SECTION 2.0: GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS

This section describes the demographic characteristics of the juveniles referred to Juvenile Court in

1975. The totals of individuals count each juvenile once while the referral totals used in Section One of
this report, count each juvenile as meny times as the youth made contact with the system during the year.
Over half of the juvenile individuals referved were first offerders while Temales were move Tikely to be

first offenders than males. The black male is most Tikely o be a muitiple offender as compared to the other

groups.
1007~
{7.82%;
iy 67.1 &N
55.6 7 57.5
0 | / 7
/ 4.8 / First
% // Hale it Reranpal S
, ) o
/ % W Female
% 7
White Biack

First Offender Percentage

Total Referrals

Fig. 5.
Fig. 6.




Table 17. Jduvenile Individuals by Age, Sex and Race

WiiTE BLACK
AGE Hale Femaie Sub T. Male Female Sub 1. TOTAL
fNo. % No. % . 4 0. % No. 4 No. % Ho. %
1 47 1.5 34 2.8 81 1.¢9 15 1.3 20 4.3 B 2.2 115 2.0
Z 16 0.5 i5 1.2 31 6.7 2 0.8 g 1.7 17 1.1 48 0.8
3 i6 4.5 iz 1.2 31 0.7 6 0.5 5 1.1 i1 0.7 47 0.7
4 i4 0.5 i3 1.1 27 0.6 g {.8 7 1.5 i 1.0 43 0.7
5 4 0.5 g 0.7 23 0.5 8 0.7 & 1.2 14 §.9 37 0.5
6 4 0.5 s 1.1 27 0.6 &6 0.5 & 0.9 10 0.5 37 Q0.8
7 5 0.5 25 2.0 43 0.9 0 0.9 7 1.5 17 1.1 57 1.0
B 25 0.8 19 1.5 44 1.0 7 0.6 4 0.9 11 8.7 55 $.9
2} 32 1.0 20 1.6 52 1.2 4 1.z 11 2.4 25 1.6 77 1.3
i0 5 1.8 20 1.6 71 1.6 22 1.9 8 1.7 3¢ 1.9 30z 1.7
i1 44 1.4 33 2.7 77 1.8 58 4.8 13 £.5 £8 4.2 145 2.8
| B 98 3.2 43 3.5 163 3.3 80 5.2 5 5.4 %5 5.3 276 3.8
i3 62 5.3 95 7.7 258 6.0 s 4.8 2 6.4 137 &5 3ct 6.7
14 337 10.9 186 15.1 5235 12.1 138 1z.2 7o 157 2311 13.2 734  12.4
15 552 18.1 249 720.2 gi1 iB.7 203 17.9 7% 18,9 782 17.6 ¢ 1,093 8.4
i6 733 23.8 257 20.9 890 22.9 206 18.4 85 15.4 295 i8.4 § 1,285 1.7
i7 519 ¢4.5 184 15.0:1.103 25.% 255 22.5 82 i7.6 338 21.1 ) 1,843 24,3
TOTAL 3,100 100.0 11,230 95,9 {4,330 100.0 11,136 95.9 &Ee 100,111,602 100.1 ¢ 5,932 10D.0
MEAN AGE 18,7 13.6 4.4 i5.1 3.3 13.8 8.3

Gver eighty-three per ceni of the individuals were aged thirteen or over. The wmean age of those referred

jn 1975 wes 14.3 years as compared to 13.4 years in 1973. The jwncrease in age is due mainly to the decrease
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of dependancy referrals to the Court who are generally yourger than ihe delinguent referral.?® Females aver~
aged 3 year younger than meles while wniles were younger than blacks. Hhite males were the olidest of ihe

groups with a mean sge of 14.7 years.

Table 18. Jduvenile Individuals by Living Arvangement, Sex and Race

WHITE BLACK

LIVING - == — 7 &g
‘ . #ale Yemale Sub 1. Hate Female Sub 1. TOT7TAL
ARRAWGEMERT %. 7 1 Wo. 1 To. § 1 ®. T . L W £ ms TE:
Both Parepnts 1,577 58.7 493 40.11 2,065 47.7 289 23.7 g8 13.7 333 28.8172.338 £0.4
#other Only 778 25.1 335 27.211.,113 25.7 837 56.% 264 &B.7 o1 55,7 12,0314 34.G
Belative 183 5.9 154 8.5 287 5.6 g8y 7.5 &4 13.7 1488 9.3 436 7.3
$other & Stepfay 246 7.9 165 B.5 351 8.3 57 5.0 i8  3.¢ % 4.7 ags 7.2
Father Only 114 3.7 B 3.1 152 3.5 3L 2.8 iz 2.6 4z 2.6 i%e 3.3
Father & Stepmu. 5 1.8 24 2.0 By 1.8 & B.& 3 0.6 7 4.4 87 1.5
Institution 70 2.3 &7 3.8 117 2.7 23 2.8 iz 2.6 3B 2.2 152 2.8
Independent 34 1.1 27 2.2 51 1.4 7 0.5 5 1.7 i5 p.g & 1.3
§ Fgstber Home 30 1.0 50 4.1 go 1.8 20 %.8 i8 3.8 3B 2.4 il 2.3
iinknowm 17 0.5 7 0.5 24 0.6 4 0.4 3 0.6 7 0.8 31 0.5
TOTAL 3,300 100.0 41,230 100.1 3 4,330 99,9 ;1,136 140.1 466 100.0 11,6072 99.9 45,93z 10G.1

Juvenile individuais referred tended to be either iiving with both pearents (40.4%) or Tiving with their
mother only {34.0%). Almost ferty-sight per cent of the white individuals lived with both parents, howeyer,
approximately Fifty-six per cent of the black individuals were living with their mother only.

N

Sze Part One, Pagels Tor a description of the Protective Services Depariment and dependency refervals.
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Teble 19. Jduvenile Individuals by Humber of Siblings. Sax end Race

; FHTTE BLACE ,
LPEER OF Vaie Fomaie Sub 7. Wie | Female STER TH#THRL
SIBLINGS W, T e, T . I m. I W I Hm. ] e %

o 354 11.4] 359 12.9] 512 31.8| 128 11.3! 66 14.2| 19€ 12.11 7FO7 11.5,
1 203 13.0] 165 13.4] 568 33.1] @ B.0! 5 10.9{ 142 8.9{ 710 12.0
2.3 1,172 27.81 499 40.6 11,671 38.61 274 24.11 126 27.01 400 25.0 2,071 35.9 |
4-5 950 31.01 330 26.811.290 29.8] 455 40.1 | 148 31.81 503 37.6 11.893 31.9
7-9 211 6.8] 77 6.31 288 6.7] 188 16.51 75 36.11 263 6.4 551 5.3
TOTAL 3,100 100.0 | 1,230 100.0 | 4,330 100.0 | 1,136 190.8 | 466 160.0 | 1,602 100.0 5,932 100.8 1
HEAR 3.1 2.9 3.0 5.0 3.5 3.9 3. §

move eften from smalier femiiies tham their male counterparis.

Black individeals referved came from larger famiiies (3.9 s3blings) while Tamales for both races were

{2.9 siblings} while black wmales had 4.0 siblings.

Iable 2B. Juvenile Individuals by Employmsnt

White Temales cume Trop the semilest fanilies

g Status of Head of Hpuschold, Sex and Bace
" . YHITE BLACK
%ﬁg?ﬁ ki ' fema?e Sun f. Hale ramale Sub 7. THTAL
' 0. % Ko, % Ho. 7 Ho. 7 Ko. g Yo, 7 do. Z
Eeployed 2,232 72.90 820 85.7 {3,082 70.% 532 52,1 186 38.% 778 8B.6 13,830 Bi.&
" > b ..nc & - a4 a z ) Ja%:‘
ifﬁempfiﬁyeé 622 73.1 308 25.G 931 21.5 452 38,8 229 483 681 4z.5 ?,,522 27.2
Unknown 245 7.9 g7 5.3 347 8.0 a2 &8.1 51  18.8 143 8.9 484 .
TOTAL 3,100 100.0 {1,230 100.0 14.330 1006.0 11,135 I100.0 486 99.9 11.8072 1i1B80.0 15,537 i0o.3

The majority of the veferred juvenile fndividuals resided in househwlds where the hsad of the houseihnid

ar

was employed. Black Temmiss cawe madnly from Taniliss where the head of the househsld was unEpIeyed waiie

for ihe sther groups, the head of the household was sppioyed. The unsoplovment rate of the famiidiss of

coildren referved to court was considerably higher than the average population of Jefferson County




Table 21. Juvenite Individuzis by Fanliy Incoms, Sex and Rege

HHITE BLALK { =871 & ‘ i

FRRTLY INCIRE Hala remaie | Sub I, Haie ben fe Sud Y. iU AL

Wo. 5 Wo. £ ®o. 2! We. %1 Hs. % | W, B! G, %

% 0-% 2,999 8 2.9 63 5.1 i52 3.5 58 5.1 45 8.7 103 s5.8f 285 &3 E

3,000~ 4,892 14% 4.7 g8 7.2 233 5.4 138 10.2 74 35.% 190 1.9 422 7.1 i

5,008~ 6.4%9 g7 3.1 £1 5.9 %8 3.5 A8 4.2 B 3.9 85 4.11 224 :%..é;.-‘g

5,503 8,438 i&% 6.0 8.0 250 6.0 3 3.2 31 8.7 87 421 327 1.5

B.580~ 5,992 13 4.4 %% 4.5 192 4.4 2z 1.9 2 2.8 3% 2.37 2z 7-353,5

10,000-%14,58593 28 8.2 1897 8.7 393 8.1 £3 3.8 i 3.6 58 3,}: 451 '*E H

$15,000 % Gyer 368 11.5 3809 12.27 519 1.9 4 1.2 i 2.3 24 1.5] BAX 22

Untkorown 1,788 57.8 831 51.312.,423 56.0 755 70.3 258 5583 1.058 &8.033.840 oY :
3

TOTAL 3,100 100.9 12,230 106.31 4,330 100.0 1,136 98.0; 48CC 100.11 1,802 98.8:5.857 30l.E :

Since iocome is a very Sifficelt item of data to obiain, almost 5% percent of the Juweniie dngividusis

were coonted as unknowss Fop the income lovel. This fact seversiy distorts the statistics on fooume. Howevsiv,

of the recorded Informatinn, white individuals were Trom Tamiiies with higher incomes thewm Slacks.

[
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Teble 22. dJuvenile Individuals Receivimg &ssistance by Homber of 5ibldnus
VHITE BLALK -
%%g ale “Tamle TR FEle Temie L 505 1. Torat
g - Ra. A Fo. & fio. 2 5. 3 Wo., i flo. g . %
]
L 26 7.3 24 15.1 50 9.7 23  i8.0 28 36.8 47 24,7 %7 33.7
1 42  10.4 24 2B.6 7% 13.4 33 36.3 6 3.4 8 34.5 25 7.8
2-3 i 151 2.3 75 15.0 225 138 85 31.8 51 £0.% 13 34.0 A ¥
4-5 136 14.2 57 317.3 183 15.¢ 81 3.8 | ¥ B2.0 258 42.8 451 23.8
7-9 45 21.8 20 26.40 &5 22.9 8% 42.8 43 57.3 123 456.3 183 34.3
TGIAL 401  12.% 210 17.1 pi1 14.1 402 33.4 211 45.3 613 38.3 131,224 20.4 ]
Footheyr iodicator of the finsncial stetus of the Tamily is whether or mwoi they wera receiyisg puiifc

- - g pE: - . g X -~ .y - 2 = a i oo
assistance ai the time of referrall”? 4Lleost 21 percent of the fawilies of individugls veferved were receiving
public assistance. duweniles from lavger families tenosd to be public assistance vecipients. The Fauily of

the biack Temaie received public assistance more often than the sther groups.

Percentages given reflect the vatio of those public assisiance recipients &s compared te the iotal
number of individuais for each group.
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The majority of the juvenile individeals wore atiending 3

$ndividuals ware oore 1ikely fto heve dropped-—gut of school than black juvesiles.
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PLANNING SERVICE COMMUNITIES

*
=

9.

8.

In 1968, Jefferson County was divided into fifteen Planning Service Communities to enable MSSD to provide

long-term planning and service goals for the agency.

In this section, the fifteen communities are described

in tabular form, the Z scores of social pathology are given and individual summaries are provided for each

community.

SECTION 3.0: DEMOGRAPHIC INrurMATION

Black referrals resided in the city for the most

part, whereas white referrals Tived mainly in the
county PSC‘se' The largest increase in the number of
referrals for 1975 was in PSC-13 (the Middle Outer
“County). Planning Service Community-i0 (South Central)
and PSC-9 {Shively-Lower Hunters Trace) also noted sub-
stantial increases. Planning Service Conmunity-G
(Algonguin) and PSC-1 (West End) decreased in the num-

ber of juveniles referred residing in those areas.

Table 23. Juvenile Referrais by Planning
Seryice Community and Race
Wiite Black TOTAL |
P.5.C5 WNo, % No. % Ho. %
i g1 15.0 34 85.0 408 150.0
2 444  67.1 218 32.9 662 100.0
3 10 5.9 160 94,1 170 100.0
4 240  49.4 266  50.6 486 100.0
5 32 6.8 441 93,2 473 160.0
6 91 20.2 3680 79.8 451 100.0
7 55 28.9 135 71.1 120 100.0
8 Z45  83.3 43 16.7 294 100.0
2 444 947 25 5.3 469 100.0
10 626 95.4 30 4.6 656 100.0¢
11 773  98.2 14 1.8 787 100.0
12 746 94.0 48 6.0 794 100.0
i3 932 83.9 179 16.1 11,111 100.0
i4 458 97.7 11 2.3 469 100.90
i5 319 95,2 16 4.8 335 100.0
Out of A . £
County 149 80.5 47 2.5 496 100.0
TOTAL {5,925 71.8 112,326 28.218,251 100.0
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Tabie 24.

Juveniles #Beferrals by

=

Planning Service Compunity and Rate of Change

feferrvals from PSC-15 {Northeastorn Outer County) were wore ofiten Tirst sffenders than any of the other

comunities.

Contrary to previous years, PSC-7 (East Algonguin) and PSC~4 {Boumtown

Fest; had the highest

VIITE BLACR TOTEL PERCENTAGE OF CIAVE
G o I N 70 O 7 O 70 70 0 O 2 W 730 W T £ L ) =
! 1
1 23| 77 & | 48| 47| s S05 408 | - 3.1 -19.2
2 481 | 369 444 355 ;. 208 | 28| 836 653 €62 | -21.9 | 1.2
3 30; 33 10 103 122 160 133 155 | 170 | +16.5 | +9.7
4 267 { 237, #0381 | 02 | 266 | 608 539 | 486 | -16.8 | - 2.8
5 35 32, 32 455 G5gpl 44| 400 538 473 | +9.0 | -il.4
6 85| B3 9l , &% . 491. 2360 720 5S4 451 -21.3 | -21.4
7 681 51 55 151 157 ( 135] 229 208| 190 | -50 | - &7
8 3231 248, 265 48 3. . 9| 371 286 | 294 | -z22.8 | +7.8
g 418 31 4541 51 38 75 444 £19 489 - 5.6 +11.3 :
10 704 | 5290 626 : €3 A5, 30| 7570 E78] 656 | -24.5 | 135 |
11 851! g4 773 17 i sl e 8%l 7E - 1.7 | -6
12 791 | 7830 7as | &8 4 45| e4g Fer L gus L -5 -0
13 639 | 687 | 93z, 138 ; iy3, ¢l 7y 860 1,111 | 4107 | 4zmz
14 387 | 488, 458 0 zy ., a3, 1l 41 501 465 | 222 | - 0.f
15 | @52 | =84 e, 28 2z | 36| 288 306 335 | +8.3 | +55 |
oy | @781 a9 assl aan el 4 oss o s03 | oase |o-3a f -1
—- ; i
! ‘ : Mo i
TOTAL | 5,908 | 5,495 5,975 2,93z 2,757 | 2,526 | g,843 8,252 | 6,251 | - 67 | Change |
i i » - i
-~ A0 -

rate of multiple offenders. At lesst malf of those from the outer county communities were Tirst offenders,

but the percentage of multiple offenders has increased each year.

Table 25.

Jduvenile Refervals by Planning Service Community and Total Referrals

i 2=5 G-10 i3+ TOTALL
P.S.C. No. % Ko. % No. 7 ka. % fo. %

1 149 3£.5 162 22.7 0  14.7 37 8.3 408 10G.8 §

2 is7  24.86 259 38.1 163 15,6+ 103 15,5 652 100.1 ¢

3 60 35.3 £3 37.1 24 34,1 23 13.5 170 10G.0 :

& 148 ZB.3 177 364 61 20.8 68 14.0 486 100.0

§ i£g  31.5 193 40.8 85 iB.Z 45 3.5 473 106G.0 .

5 175 35.8 i85  431.0 Eg 12.9 33 7.3 451 100.0

7 50 26.3 83 £8.9 21 11.1 26 13.7 190 100.0

8 g5  28.9 170 44.8 aa 35 4 g%  15.3 294 100.0

g 747 ha.7 171 36.% 35 7.5 i5 3.4 469 100.1

10 265  44.4 285 28.0 85 13.0 57 8.7 856 100.1 1§

11 406 51.6 274 34,8 81  10.3 26 3.3 787 100.0

i2 352 42.4 293 36.¢ 72 9.9 30 3.8 794 100G.0 ¢

i3 563 507 448 40,3 80 7.2 20 1.811,111 10G.0 f

i4 279 84,5 161 34.3 28 6.0 1 0.7 63 160.0:

i5 202  6L.3 108 32.%5 20 5.0 £ 1.2 335 100.0°
gging; 378  76.7 g 19,2 19 3.8 4 0.8 434 108¢0f
i

TOTAL 3.737 45.3 13,082 37.0 924 11.2 528 .5 [8.251 18@.9§




Table 26. Jduveniie Individuals by Planning Service Commmnity and Bie

10 & Under il 12 i3 14 i5 16 17 TOoO7TAL |
P.5.T. 1 HNo. % Q. 4 H. b Ha. % fo. jed No. % £0. % D, % Mo. B
1 20 8.8 8 2.7 i3 6.4 24 8.1 45 15.5 &z 20.9% 53 18.% 53 39.9 2%  ©8.9
2 5 i4.837 1Z 3.1 4 3.6 27 0.9 50 1z.7 &7 17.1 56 1a.21 108 27.5 352 1D0.¢
3 12 11.1 & 5.6 g 8.3 12 13.0 g §£.3 22 20.4 19 17.6 i7 315.7 1058 180.0
4 58 19.2 8 3.0 ii 3.8 i5 5.3 £ 136 62 Z¢.5 49 i6.7 36 18.5 302 89,9
5 28 B.2 i8 5.8 iz 3.8 i7 5.3 37 11.6 85 20.7 72 22.6 69 21.% 319 90,0
6 32 8.7 8 2.5 16 4.8 35 10.6 35 10.9 65 19.7 4 18.4 78 22.4 330 100.0
7 i8 16.4 3 2.7 g 7.3 15 13.5 1z 12.7 z IS 24 21.E i6 14.5 115 58.%9
8 31 16.8 7 3.8 5 3.2 i 5.8 31 16.8 28 15.1 28 15.1 43 Z3.2 i85 58.9
9 3% 10.11 12 257 16 2.81 21 6.1 40 i1.5 57 1A.4) 80 25.3| 82 23.6; 347 100.5
16 55 13.1 e 2.3 17y 3.5 30 &.8 49 31.1 7z 15.5 106 Z3.9 igh 22.6 G423 1G% R
i 51 B.S 8 1.3 19 3.2 B 5.4 £5 10.%) 114 18.7 127 2i.4 i72 28,07 584 10O
iz 33 BT it 1.7 23 ™Y ;5.1 78 1.8, 114 190 146 24,91 342 25,6 EBL iLG.O
13 86 ig.5y 14 1.7 32 3.9 48 5.5 . 1B% 1.2, 144 176 188 £z.9 Zu2 24.8 Leg i0.2
3 14 22 5.8 4 1.1 i3 2,413 & F.A ] B4 1450 TU IB.E 52 Z4.4 84 24,9 377 229
is 1 28 14G.7 z o7 i 3.7 79,31 2 IzZ.ed 47 17 .4 51 22.% 70 25,3 e 83,8
Qut of 3 7.9 4 .3 7 1.5 25 8.7 % 45 2.9 90 15.9 115 25.4 330 28.7 % 453 9%.9
Lounty : i !
” ; ! 5
! { i e LG
TOTAL | 5i3 10.3 | 145 2.4 | 226 3.6 | 385 6.7 | 7% ;a,eéz,::@ 9,6 11,255 21.7 11,461 zf.;és, 2% 190.0
) ! ; L :
The Dosmiown Fast Community (PSC-4) hao the largesi proportion of juverniies under ten vears of age at the
time of veferval. The Eastern Outer County (PSL-14) wale juveniie indlvidezis were the pidest with a mesn age
of 15.2 ysars while the Park DuValle Community (PSC-5) nad the oidest weam age for Tameles of 14.1 years.
-~ £2 -
Table 27. suveni)s Individeais by Recoipt of Public Assistence, Flaning Service Cmounity and Bace
PATIE BLACK ' TOTAL
P.5.C Yes Wo Sub 7. yes Ko Sub T. yes KD jotai
ey Wo. 2 | RKo. % 0. % (Mo, & (0. % No. % Ro. % o, 2 Ho. g
i 7 16.7 35 B3.3 42 10G.01 75 29.513179 70.5 254 1430.0 82 27.7) =3 72.3 296 0D
2 B 34.0% 189 6&8.0 256 100.0% 57 41.9) 79 53.1 136 300,04 144 36.7 % 248 £83.3 332 1030.0
3 2 25.0 6 75.0 g 100.0¢ 45 &5,8% 55 55.0¢ 100 100.0 47 43.8 61 58.5 108 iD6.D
4 56 38.4 30 61.8 145 103.01 81 51.9{ 75 48.1 i56 1860.0 137 45,4 i65 54.6 32 104.0
5 7 35.8 iz 83.2 [ “19 3p0.0)183 47.7|157 52.3 300 100.9 150 7.0 1i6% 53.0{ 338 ).
& | 11 16.4 56 83.6 67 100.04 83 35.41170C ©64.6 263 1050.90 104 31,51 226 6B.5§ 32 140.0
7 14 38.9 22 61.3 36 108.0 42 56.B1 32 42.2 74 100.0 56 50,3 56 49.1 11 1GL.D
8 50 32.3 185 67.7 155 100.0§ 12 #0.0% 18 0.0 30 1060.0 62 33.5] 322 66.5 s 100.0
9 20 5.1 367 83.¢; 327 i80.0: 2 10.0% 18 50.0 26 100.0 22 6.3 325 93.7 347 128.0
16 85 22.6 325 J7.4 20 3100.0 & 34.87 15 £5.2 23 100.0 B3 23.3 355 6.7 £53  ZTL.6
13 57 11.5 215 88.5 583 10G.9 2 18.2 9 g21.8 i1 160.0 €9 11.6 225 88.% e .0
32 56 0.3 497 89.% 553 100,01 7 21.2] 26 78.8 33 100.0 63 in.8 523 88,2y B2 14D,0
13 82 10.1 15 85.9 | 884 100.01 29 21.3 1107 78.7 136 109.5 B 12.0 722 8B.0: 820 190.0
14 18 4.3 342 85,1 367 180.0] 2 20.647 B E8O.9 i0 1000 20 5.3 357 847 377 i08.4
i5 24 9.3 233 %6.7 257 i00.0) 2 15.4 % i1 B4.5 i3 100.0 76 8.8 : 244 9B Ay 270 17RO
gggﬂg 26 6.81 382 93.2] 410 100.0] 13 30.2) 30 £2.5) 43 100.0) 41 9.1 412 90.9) 453 100.0
TOTAL £11 14.1 {3,718 &5.9 |4,330 1060.0 1613 35.3 |583 &1.7 1i.602 100.0 §1,224 20.6 ;4708 79.4} 5,932 3?3.?}

Except for PSC~7 {East Algonuguln), less than iaif of the juveniles referred were from families receiving

Public Assistance at the time of their referral.
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Tehie 28. duyenile Refe

rrals by flan

ning Seprvice Lesrmmity and

ourse of Reforral

T ity merenant SOUiAd ‘ a1
} T é???éé Pcﬁ‘z:e Police Parents Cohool Baency ? ) Other T‘ a7 A i
5L Bo. g 0. Z fo. 3 Ro. A W3, A . 2 . A Ha. z
9 71.1 10 2.5 20 4.9 iz 2.2 2% 0.6 20 4.21 408 100.1
% %g gi% gg; ?é,é 8 1.2 23 3.5 25 3.9 67 9.4 3% 541 &2 999
3 8 4.7} 119 70.0 g 4.7 3 1.8 7 4.1 16 9.4 9 53| 176 100.0
4 2z 4,51 333 68.5 8 1.5 11 2.3 26 5.3 4 3.5 a0 8.z 86 qggﬁé
5 58 12.3] 782 56.5 24 5.1 15 3.2] 14 3.0 2 8.41 4 8.4 473 1600
5 0 313.31] 248 5.0 18 3.1 5 3.5 24 5.3 4 10.2 43 9.5 451 3o
7 10 5.3{ 127 5.8 5 2.6 3 1.6 5 2.6 24 12.6 16 8.4 183 9.9
8 12 %.311 Z2i0 71.4 1.3 i7 5.8 7 2.4 33 11.2 W 48| 24 16,6
3 277 58.i1 65 14.7 i .2 14 3.0 30 6.4 80 8.5 3B B.1| 489 100 |
i6 iR 16.51 357 55.0 £ .9 77 4.3 29 4.4 70 10.7 29 4.4] €% 190.0
ii 456 B7.89% 343 iB.7 4 .8 21 2.7 30 3.8 92 11.7 . 520 727 AQQQ?
17 212 2577 3%5 4971 i6 1.3, 37 4.7 26 3.3 Bl 7.7 B3 6.71 793 100.3
13 £88 51.91 185 14,9 7 1.1 3 3.0 59 5.3 78 7.0 76 6.811,113 100.0
14 788 §i.4 98 20.9 g8 1.7 13 2.8 4 2.0 26 5.5 2z &7 469 iggay
15 207 60.3 47 180 7 2.1 17 5.1 16 4.8 31 9.3 15 4,81 335 100,
jut ot 1 g 17 43.8 1.2 1.2 5 1.0] 45 9.5 0 201 495 10D.C
County 202 4091 217 4s. 5 1. | 5 j
TOTAL 12,655 32.212,599 43.61 132 1.6 276 3.3 330 4.01 753 9.1 spp 6.118,251 9.9 :
‘ | |

As expected, juveniles Tiving in the city were referrad

the £ily were veferred wore freguently by County Police.

more ofien by City Police

In 3975, %ass of the juweniles residing in Cuier Tounty cormumities voceived Informal handiivg as

and those Tiving outside

compaved §o othor years. Howsver, the percentage handled inf oramily was still gensralily higher im the county

cmpunities Uae Trom the oity., Juveniles residing in P5C-2 {Downtown Hest) veceived instituiional Trestwens

more sthen ithen Juveniles in the other commmitios,

Tabie 22. Juwvenile Refervals by Planning Sa

rvice Comunity and Type of Disposivion

i dudicial Lommunity Grand institutional
informzl Ruiing ireatment dury Treatment TOT A
£.5.%. Ho. 4 fio., 4 0. % Mo, % o, % ho.
1 i3z 2.4 ik2 3.3 g5 20.8 0 - 39 5.6 4G8  I40n.% -
Z 136 28.5] 313 47.3 129 18.% i 2 83 1z2.5 862 104G
3 74 5354 63 .1} 21 2.4 i .B) 11 6.5 | 7D 1GL 1.
g 123 5.3 267 42.6 g 21,8 3 .8 £5 5.8 486 iBL.0y
5 85 34.9 i¥g  35.8 2 zZi.6 1 .2 35 7.4 473 IBb.p
b 142 31.5 i24 43.0 B3 18.4 3 oF 29 2.4 451 ID0.G
7 38 Z0.9 w2 53.7 34 17,8 4] - 15 8.4 50 100.5:
21 8 Z8.3 127  43.2 51  17.3 0 - 30 10,2 294 1000
g 189  40.3 i85 35.4 70 14,9 i o2 24 5.3 465 89,3
i 287 33.1 261 29.8 138 39.8 i .2 47 [%4 eo6  100.3% !
i1 312 35.6 318 40.4 iz2  15.8 Z .3 2 .1 787 i0D.9
iz 323 40.3 284 35.8 i53  19.3 i 3 3% 4.5 784 100.0
13 447  38.8 385 35,91 211 19.¢ i .3 58 5.2 11,111 iG0.@
gt 287 52,7 ) 14% 30,9 55 11.7 0 - 2¢ §,7 45% 100.0
2 167  49.9 101 30.1 48 4.8 0 - i8 5.4 335 1800
ggznz; 3317  83.% 141 28.4 27 3.4 (5 - i1 2.2 436 9.9
T074AL 3,307 37.7 3,162 38.311.428 17.3 15 o2 53¢ 6.5 {8,251 iGD.0
i
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SECTIGR 3.1: Z SDORES £F SOCTAL PRTHGLOEY

in the Tirst fomual Report of #WSS0, publishad in 1988, caria

@in indicators of social patholcgy were

It was found at that time that these indicaiors corvelaied in a high dz2gree with both the iaci-
The indicators

gdelineahad,

dence ond matuove of Fuvenile referrals in the varicus Plamning Service Commemities [P5C7s).

of sacial patholony were bessd on the ratss of scheol withdrawal, single perent Tamiiies,

receipt of mdiic
assisiance and recidivise as evidenced in the delinguent popuiztion In the PSL°s.

In 1973, =n anzlysis of censys deta’’confirmed the hypothesis that indicatmrs of social patholegy in

celinguent popidation hed a high degree of correlation with siwilar indicaters in the general populaticn.

Thes delinogvents in 2 given plonning service community are senmvaily representative of that commmity in ferws
of spcial peiboicgy.
58 i3 determime iT ithere mos bosr

The porpose 6F this section is Lo repiicaie the original analysis of 1

chapge W the rankings of the PSL°s over

cators

& simpie amalysis of ihe raies

8nce granis

TeR50N PErceniages Were

difference belueen each porcentage and the mean percentage by the standard devd

15
Social Class and Deliaquency,

s have had the grestesi change.

converted to stamdard scores {Z Scores).
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an axiended period of time {seven year

EfTice of Research and Planning, 19732.

ation.

s inadeguate due €0 the Jerge va manrc in the mmber of referrals in 8 given cowmmnit

r5) and to examine which indi-

£ Scores of the selected ndicators and the average Z Score For each Plasning Service CTommnily.

The commsnities were ranked froz best to worst based on the average £ Sm*f‘és. The Toliowing char:

the comparisen of ravdings of 1968 and 1975.

Tebla 30. Z Scores of Social Pathology {1975)
2.5 Schosl Single Parent Yubiic
Tropouts Families Recidivism fssistance fyerage
i + .75 - .23 - 42 - .1z ;
2 -1.58 - .21 - .59 - .é@ - g?
3 1.7 -31.52 - .57 ~1.03 - 48
4 ~ .72 - .91 -1.068 -3.34 - .95
5 + .37 ~-1.40 - .85 -1.23 - I8
1) + Bl ~ 52 - 27 - .34 - FF
7 - .35 ~-1.28 ~1.2% ~1.45 ~31.985
B ~2.41 ~ .39 -1.07 -~ 45 ~-1.08
g + .39 +31.23 + 97 +1.1¢ + .93
i - .83 + .16 - .08 + .14 ~ .15
i - .28 +1.01 + 87 + B2 + .51
iz + .58 +31.05 + .68 + B + 78
13 + .28 + 77 4+ .79 + .78 + .56
i1z %+ .33 +1.07 +1.55 +1.18 +.03
i5 +1.317 +1.15 ++1.62 + .93 +1.22
jo= 5.4 g =1i5.6 g =11.7 g =17.3
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LF21Y

¥ school dropouts, single parent families, recidivism and public assisi-
For this
The scores were obtained by dividing the

Table 30 gives both the




Although the coefficient of correlation between the two years Table 31. Planning Service Community
Rankings (1968 and 1975)

remains high, certain PSC's have changed dramatically in terms of

manifest social pathology. PSC-8 (01d Louisville) has deteriorated 1968 1975
the most, dropping from eleventh place to fifteenth. The only 15 15
other PSC that showed a great change was the Village-West/Central lg 13
Business District which moved from fifteenth position to tenth. %% %g
Overall, however, there has been 1ittle movement of the communities %g li
relative to each other based on the average £ Scores. é lg
Among the individual indicators, however, two show Tow corre- g g
lation coefficients. Both the rate of single parent 1iving arrange- g 2
ment and recidivism have coefficients below R"=.50. This indicates ; é
greater change between 1968 and 1975 among the fifteen Planning
Service Communities for these two variables. For both variables RY = .69 P<.01

PSC-9 showed the greatest improvement and PSC-8 the greatest deterio-

ration.

overall, in the interval between 1968 and 1975, there has been 1ittle movement of the communities in
terms of their rankings based on the average Z Scores of social pathology except for the sharp deterioration
of PSC-8 and improvement in PSC-3. If these indicators are representative of actual conditions then the 01d

Louisville section has shown the greatest deterioration since 19€8.
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PLANNING SERVICE COMMUNITY 1. GENERAL INFORMATION Total uhite Biack Male Female
1974-Juvenile Referrals 505 77 428 374 131
1975~-Jdyvenile Referrals 408 61 347 290 118
1975-Juvenile Individuals 296 42 254 198 g8
1st Offender Percentage 36.5

Total Co. Ref. Percentage 4.9

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED
1972-73 + 9.5 Mean Number of Referrals 1.4
1973-74 - 3.1 Mean Number of Siblings 3.2
1974-75 -19.2 Mean Age at Referral - Male - 14.7
Female -~ 13.7

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUVENILE RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTANCE
Both Parents 31.8 White Black
Parent & Step-parent 10.8

Single Parent 47.0 YES 16.7 29.5
Other 10.5 NO 83.3 70.5

BOUNDARIES ~ West and Nonth by the Qhis Riven,
Soufh by Buwadway, East by K & 1 Railroad Thacks.

MANNER OF HANDLING MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED
Formal - 67.6 Male - 8.6
Informal - 32.4 Female - 7.9
f FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped) PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS
i 1. Larceny/Theft ] 100 White Black Male Female
§ 2. Burg?@ry/Breaklng & Entering 81
3. Behavior Problems 37 Attending 73.8 86.6 87.4 79.6
4. Runaways 27 HWithdrawn 25.2 9.1 11,1 12.2
5. Other 25 _ Other - 4,3 1.5 8.2
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PLANNING SERVICE COMMUNITY 2.

DOWNTOWN WEST

BOUNDARIES - West by K & 1 Railroad Trnchks,
Nornth by Ohio River, South by Broadway, Easi

by the Pennsyfvania Railroad.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped)

1. Burglary/Breaking & Entering 121
2. Llarceny/Theft 113
3. Drug Law Violation 75
4. Dependency 71
5. Runaways 44

PLANNING SERVICE COMMUNITY 3.

VILLAGE WEST-CENTRAIL BUSINESS

White Black Male Female

GENERAL INFOPMATION Total
1974-Juvenile Referrals 653
1975-Juvenile Referrals 662

1975~-Juvenile Individuals 392
1st Offender Percentage 29.8
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 8.0

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

369 284 474 179
444 218 504 158
256 136 285 107

JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

1972-73 - 5.4
1973-74 ~-21.9
1974-75 +1.4

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUVENILE

Mean Number of Refervals 1.7
Mean Number of Siblings 3.3
Mean Age at Referral - Male - 14.

1
Female - 12.7

RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTANCE

Both Parents 28.6
Parent & Step-parent 8.2
Single Parent 46.7
Other 16.6

MANNER OF HANDLING

Formal - 79.5
Informal -~ 20.5

PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS

ite Black

YES 34.0 41.9
NO 66.0 58.1

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Male - 7.8
Female - 7.0

White Black Male Female

Attending 61.7 74.3 65.6 67.3

Withdrawn 27.7 i6.2 26.3 16.8

Other 10.5 9.6 8.1 i5.9
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GENFRAL INFORMATION Total White Black Male Female
1974~Juvenile Referrals’ 155 33 122 118 37
1975-duvenile Referrals 170 10 160 132 38
1975-duvenilad Individuals 108 8 100 76 32
1st Offender Percentage 35.3

Total Co. Ref. Percentage 2.1

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

BOUNBARIES -~ West by Pemnsylvania Reilread,
NoATH by Ohio River, South by Broadway, Fast

by 1I-65.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped)

1. Larceny/Theft 48
2. Breach of Peace 17
3. Burglary/Breaking & Entering 17
4. Dependency 14
5. Drug Law Violation 14

JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

1972-73 =22.7
1973-74 +16.5
1974-75 + 8.7

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUVERILE

Mean Rumber of Referrals 1.
Mean Number of Siblings 3.
Mean Age at Referral - Male - 14.

12,

6
3
3
Female - 3

RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTANCE

Both Parents 10.2
Parent & Step-parent 4.6
Singlie Parent 68.5
Jther 6.7

MANNER OF HANDLING

Formal 56.5
Informal 43.5

PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS

White Black
YES 25.0  45.0
NO 75.0  55.0

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Male 8.4
Female 5.9

Male Female

White Black
Attending 62.5 86.0
Withdrawn 37.5 7.0
Other - 7.0
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89.5 71.9
7.9 12.5
2.6 15.6




PLANNING SERVICE COMMUNITY 4.

DOWNTOWN EAST

thite Black Male

Female

GENERAL INFORMATION Total
1974-Juvenile Referrals 539
1975-Juvenile Referrals 486
1975-Juvenile Individuals 302
1st Offender Percentage 28.8
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 5.9

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

237 302 387 152
240 246 285 101
146 156 225 77

JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

L ~

BOUNDARIES - West by I-65, Nonth by I-71, South
ond East by L & N Railroad Thacks.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped}

1 LS PN
» L3 L] L]

Larceny/Theft
Burglary/Breaking & Entering
Dependency

Drug Law Violation

Breach of Peace

PLANNING SERVICE COMMUIIITY 5.

BOUNDARIES -~ Weat by Ohio Rivern, Hoith by
Broadway, South by City Limits, East by K & T

Railread Thacks.

PARK DUVALLE

1972-73 +16.5 Mean Number of Referrals i.6
1973-74 -16.8 Mean Mumber of Siblings 3.8
1974-75 - 9.8

Mean Age at Referral - Male - 13.4
12.8

LIVING ARRANGEMENT GF JUVENILE

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped)

1.
2.
3.
4,
5.

Larceny/Theft
Burglary/Breaking & Entering
Dependency

Breach of Peace

Behavior Probhlems

149

80
40
37
25

Female - 1

RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTAWLE

White Black
YES 38.4 51.8
NO 61.6 48.1

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Both Parents 21.5
Parent & Step-parent 4.6
Singie Parent 58.3
Other 15.6
MANNER OF HANDLING
Formal 74.7
informal 25.3
PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS
White Black
Attending 63.7 76.3
Withdrawn 24.7 14.7
Other i1.6 9.0
- 52 -
GERERAL INFORMATICH Total
1974-Jduveniie Referrals 534
1975-Juveniie Referrals 473
1975~Juvenile Individuals 3i8
i1st Offender Percentage 31.5
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 5.7

PERCERTAGE OF CHANGE

1872-73 + 9.9
1973-74 + 9.0
1974-75 ~-11.4

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUVENIL

Male 7.9
Female 6.9
Male Female

67.6 77.9

21.8 13.0

10.7 9.1

Hhite Rlack Male Female

32 502 371 163
32 441 35 117
19 300 221 98

JUYERILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

Mean Number of Referrals 1.5
Mean Number of 3ibiings 4.4
Mean Age at Reterral - WMaie - 14.4

Female - 14.1

LE

RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTAKCE

White Black
YES 36.8 47.7
NO 63.2 52.3

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Both Parents i8.2
Parant & Step-parent 2.5
Single Parent £6.5
Other 12.9
MANNER OF HANDLING
Formal 65.1
Informal 34.9
PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS
White Black
Attending 84.2 83.0
43 thdrawn i5.8 13.3
ther - 3.7
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Male 8.2
Female 4.3
flale Female

4.6 79.6

12.7 15.3

2.7 5.1




PLANNING SERVICE CCEMUHITY 6.

ALGONQUIN

BOUNDARIES ~ West by K § I Tewminal Poillucad

Tracks, Hoath by Broadway, South by City Limifs,

East by Fifteenth Sineef.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped)

1. Larceny/Theft

2. Burglary/Breaking & Entering
3. Dependency

4. OQther

5. Other Assault

114

71
37
28
23

PLEWNING SERVICE COMMUNITY 7.

EAST ALGONQUIN

1 i :
i \

g ¥,
P , Y

BOUNDARIES - West by Fifteenth Stneet, Noith by

Broadway, Scuth by Algonquin Parkway, East by

L & N Railrnoad Trnacks.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped)

. Larceny/Theft
Burglary/Breaking & Entering
Dependency

Other Assault

. Runaways

Q1 a0 P =
- L) L]

41
30
23
16
15

CGENERAL INFORMATICY

1974-duvenile Referrals
1975-duvenile Referrals
1975=duvenile Individuals
ist Offender Percentage
Total Co. Ref. Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

1972-73 +17.6
1973-74 ~-21.3
1974-75 -21.4

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUVENILE

Total HWhite Black [!ale Female
574 83 493 413 161
451 91 360 342 109
330 67 263 233 97

38.8
5.5

JUVERILE IRDIVIDUALS REFERRID

Mean Number of Referrals 1.
Mean Number of Siblings 3.
Hean Age at Referral - Male - 14,

Female - 13.

4
7
3
2

RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTANCE

Both Parents

Parent & Step-parent
Single Parent

Other

MANNER GF HANDLING

t

el £}

9.7 White Bleck
4.8

1.8 YES 16.4 35.4
3.6 NO £3.6 €4.6

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Formal 68.5 Male 8.3

Informal 31.5 Female 7.4

BRESENT SCHOOL STATUS

Hhite Black Male Female

Attending 74.6 83.7 81.5 82.5

Withdrawn 19.4 8.1 12.8 7.2

Other 6.0 7.2 5.6 10.3

-~ 54 -

GENERAL INFORMATION Total HMhite Black Male Female
1974-Juvenile Referrals 208 51 157 158 50
1975~-Juveniie Referrals 190 55 135 153 37
1975-Juvenite Individuals 110 36 74 85 25
1st Offender Percentage 26.3
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 2.3

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

1972-73 +27.3
1973-74 - 5.0
1974-75 - 8.7

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUVENILE

JUYENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

Hean Number of Referrals 1.
Mean Number of Siblings 4
Mean Age at Referral - Ma

RECEIVING PURLIC ASSISTANCS

[ R RLE SN

Both Parents 19.1 Mhite Bliack
Parent & Step-parent 3.6
Single Parent - 64,5 YES 38.9 55.8
Other 12.7 NO 61.1 43.7
MANNER OF HANDLING MEAN ENUCATION CLAIMFD
Formatl 80.0 Male 7.6
Informal 20.0 Female 6.5
PRESENT SCHODL STATUS
White Black [Male Female
Attending 62.4 79.7 80.0 64.0
Hithdrawn 19.4 14.9 14,1 24.0
Other 11.1 5.4 5.9 12.0
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PLANNING SERVICE CCMMUNITY 8.

QLD LOUISYILLE

BOUNDBRLES - WesZ by L & N Reifnoad Tracks,
Norh by Broadway, South by Eaitenn Panksvay,
East by I-45.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED {Grouped})

1. Drug Law Violation 52
2. Burglary/Breaking & Entering 42
3. Larceny/Theft 33
4. Dependency 33
5. Runaways 26
PLANKING SERVICE COMMUITY 2,
SHIVELY-LOWER HONTLRS TRACE

GEHERAL THFORMATIGN Total Hhite Black Male Female
1974-Juveniie Referrals 236 248 38 200 86
1975-Juvenite Refervals 294 245 49 211 83
1975-duvenile Individuals 185 155 30 127 58
ist Offender Percentage 28.9

Total Co. Ref. Percentage 3.6

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

BOUNDARIES ~ West by Ohio Riven, Nowth by
City Limits, South by Greemwood Road, East by
Seventh Street Road and Mansfick Road.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped)

1. Burglary/Breaking & Entering 69
2. Larceny/Theft 52
3. Drug Law Yiolation 52
4. Breach of Peace 43
5. Dependency 36

1972-73 + .8
1973-74 -22.9
197475 + 2.8

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUYENILE

Both Parents 25.9
Parent & Step-pavent 8.7
Single Parenti 48,7
Other 14,6

MANNER OF HANDLING

Mean Number of Referrals 1
Mean Number of Siblings 3.
Mean Age at Referral -~ Male - 13

-~

o

A CO W Ch

i
Femgie - 12.4

RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTAKCE

WYhite Rlack
YES 32.3 40,6
i &7.7 60.0

Formal 70.7 Male 7.8

Informal 29.3 Female 6.4

PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS

White Black Male Femaie

Attending 60.6 53.3 58.3 62.1

Withdrawn 29.7 23.3  30.7 24.1

Gther 9.7 23.3 1.0 13.8
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CENERAL INFORMATION Total Hhite RBlack Male Famale
1874-Juvenile Pzferrals 419 321 32 312 107
1975-duveniie Referrals 459 444 25 381 &3
1975-duvenile Individuals 347 327 20 271 76
1st Offender Percentage 52.7
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 5.7

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

1972-73 +20.1 fiean Number of Referrals i.4
1873-74 - 5.6 Mean Number of Siblings 2.9
1974-75 +11.1 Mean Age at Referral - Male - 14.8
Female - 12.7
LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUYENILE HECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTSNCE
Both Parents 55.0 White Black
Parent & Step-parent 1.5
Single Parent 22.8 YES €.1 16.6
Other 16.7 NO 93.9 0.9

MANNER OF HANDLING

Formal 58,7
Informal 0.3

PRESENT SCACOL STATUS

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Uhite Black
Attending 78.3 80.0
Jithdrawn 13.8 0.0
Other 3.0 i2.0
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Male 8.6
Famie 7.0
Male Female

79.7 73.7

14.0 11.8

6.3 14.5




o MATTE YT NE el b 2 va
PLANNING SERVICE COMMLNITY 10. GENERAL INFORMATION Total Hhite Black Male Female

SOUTH CENTRAL 1974-Juvenile Refarvais 578 529 %9 420 188
1275-dJuveniie Referrats 656 6?6 ;9 501 i55%
1975~duvenile Individuals 443 470 23 31 124

ist Offendar Percentage 42,%
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 3.0

PERCENTAGE 0F CHANGE JUVENTLE THDIVIDUALS REFERRED
1972-73 +73.5 Vean Mumber of Referrals 1.5
1973-74 ~24.6 Mean Numbsr of Sibiings 3.0
1974-75 +15.5 Vean Pge 2t Referval ~ Male 143
Ferule - 17.4

LIYTRS AREARCEREST 0F JUMIRILE peebiuTiie BUBLIG ESGIYTANME
BoLh Pavents 33.8 Hhite Biack
Farent & Step-pevent 7.4 - . o
Single Féreni 40.6 {ES “2.6 fg.ﬁ
Ciher 33.1 RO 7.4 552
BOUNDARIES -~ West by Seventih S:Gwaigﬁgad ffJ
i E.ﬁ « B g Z 73 O AL G A y r 9
f,fi‘fémﬁ“%;;éﬁ’;;{‘ Si’ui‘?if%’“m? it Roods ANNER OF HANDLING {'CAN EDUCATION CLAZMED
; 224 L
. Fast by Crnittenden Drive. Corma] 66.9 Mele 5.0
Suforaal 3:.1 Femalie 7.4
e ol T AT
FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (Grouped) PRESENT STHOCL STATUS
1. Drug Law Yiolations 82 bhite Blsck Fale Female
2. Lavceny/Theft 0 e 10 2
3. Burglary/Breaking & Entering 75 Attending 59-% ’i'; ??‘g §é°g
4 anmﬂdgncy 75 i thdvrawn 21.0 i 0l 5;’- < " 2° 3
5. Breach of Peace 63 Giher 9.3 .4 8BE 124
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PLANNING SEVICE COMMITWITY 11. GENERAL INFODMBTION Tetal Khite Bleck #alie Femle
SOUTHWESTERN CUTER COUNTY 1974~Juveniie Raferrals 834 e24 10 605 229
1975-Juveniie Referrals 787 773 14 601 186
1975-duvenile Individuals 594 583 i1 442 152
ist {ffender Percentage 51.6
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 9.5
PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFEHRED
1972-73 +12.2 Hlean Number of Referrals i.3
| 1975-74 - 1.7 Feap Number of Siblings 3.1
\ 1974-75 -~ 5.6 Mean #ge at Referral - Male 1501
| Female - 13.7

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF JUVERILE RECEIVING PUBLIC AS5iSTAWE

Both Parents 51.5 Maite  Biachk
Farent & Step-parent 11.¢8
Single Parent 26.4 YES 11.5 18.2
{ther 10.4 i 88.5 31.8
BOUNDARIES ~ Weat by the Chie River, Nonth by
Greenwood Reod aid S£. Andrnews Cluwich Road,
South by Cownty Line, Fas% by Kewfucky Turnyike. MANNER OF HANDLING MEAN EDUCATION CLAIVMED
Formal £80.4 Male 2.8
Informal 3%.6 Female 7.8
FIYE MAIN REASCHS REFERRED {Grouped) PRESENT SCHOGOL STATUS
1. Larceny/Theft 117 Hhite Black Male Female
2. Burglary/Breaking & Entering 98
3. Dependency o4 Attending 77.9 0.8 76.5 82.9
4, Breach of Peace 52 Withdrawn 17.3 - 1£.3 13.2
5. Liquor Law Yiolation 61 Other 4.8 2.1 5.2 3.9
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PLANNIEG SPEVICE COMTNITY 12, EENERAL INFORUATION Jotal Khite Black Mele Female
1574-Juveniie Referrals 797 753 44 552 245
1975-Juvenile Referrals 794 746 48 585 199
1975-duvenile Individuals 586 553 23 431 155
ist OFffender Percentage 46 .4
Total Co. Ref. Parcentage 2.6

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE JUVERILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

1972~73 +31.4 Mean Number of Referrals
1973-74 - £.1 Migan Muwber of Sibiings
1974-73 ~ A Mean Age at Referral - Wazle

1
3

e kR
rENg: T

=y % Soaberd dust ol o1 wllly L3 1100t 4 S
LIVINe ARRANCEVENT OF JUVENELE

Both Parents 52.0 Hhite EBilak
Parent & Step-parent 9.4 . . o
S?ag!& Parent ! 25.8 YES gﬁai {E"f
Other 12.8 NO 32.2 FR.C
BOUNDARIES - Wess by L € K EaiﬁﬂﬁadrT@ac%gﬂ
gzgﬁznégézgipgzzzygzyenw South aud East 2 MARNER OF HANDLIRG FEAN FDUCATION CLAIMED
Formal 59.7 Male 8.9
Informal 43.3 Femaie 8.0
FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED (&rouped) SRESENT SCHOOL STATUS
i 1. Larceny/Theft 131 Yhite Black Male Female
) 3 king & Enterin 95 . .
Ey §?~Z’g’i§i§’§§§?a%?ﬁn ’ & fitending  £0.7  87.9 79.1  86.5
7. Runaweys 75 Withdrown 128 9.1 184 1.7
5. Breach of Peace 68 Other 55 3.0 6.5 5.
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PLANNING SERVICE COMMUNITY 13. GENERAL INFORMATION Toral Hhite Black Male Female
MIDDLE OUTER COUNTY 1974-Juvenile Referrals 80 687 173 839 221
1975~Jduyeniie Referrals 1,113 932 179 BOS 302
1975-duvenile Individuals 820 684 136 559 261
Ist Offender Percentage 50.7
Total Co. Ref. Percentage 13.5

PERCENTAGE OF CHAMGE

JUVERILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

1972-73 +30.6 Hlean Number of Referrals 1.4
1973-74 +i0. 7 Mean Number of Siblings 2.3
1974-75 +29.8 Miean Age at Referral - Male 14.7

Femaie ~ 212.€

LiVING ARRANGEMENT OF SUVERILE

RECEIVING PUBLIC ASSISTASCE

Both Parents 44.5 ¥hite Black
Parent & Step-pavent 6.7 ’
Single Parent 30.5% YES in.i 21.3
Other 14.3 O g8.2 J7B.7

BOUNDARIES - Weat by Aenfucky Twunpike, Nonth by
Wafienson Expresswry, Soulh by Countly Line, Tasx

by Bandatown Road.

FIVE MAIN REASONS REFERRED {Grouped)

1. larceny/Theft 202
2. Burglary/Breaking & Entering 185
3. Dependency 101
4, Breach of Peace 82
5. Runaways 87

MANNER OF HAHDLING

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Formal 80.2 Male 8.4
Informal 28.8 Female 7.8
PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS

Hhite PBlack Male Female
Attending 77.8 82.4 78.4 78.9
Hithdrawn 15.2 8.8 15.7 10.7
Other 7.0 8.8 5.9 i0.3

- 61 -




S

PLANNING SERYICE COMEUNITY 14,

BOURDARIES - Wesd by Baudafown Road, Neailh by

FEASTERN OUTER COUNTY

I-64, Scuth and Easf by County Line.

FIVE WMAIN REASONS REFERRED {Srouped)

1. Larceany/Theft 121
2. BurglaryfBreaking & Emtering 5%
3. Drug Law Vioiation 48
4. Breach of Peace S a3
5. Liguor taw Yiolation 38

PLAMMING SERVICE COMMUNITY 15,

NORTHEASTERN OUTER COUNTY

BOUNDARIES - West by Waitenson Txpiesssay, Nosth
by Ohio Riven, South by I-64, Easi by Counts Lire.

hii

FIVE MAIN REASTHS REFERRED {Grouped)

¥hite Black Male Faszle

BENERAL INFORBTION Total
197 8-Jgyeniie Detervals 501
1975-duvenile Referrals 459
1975~tuveniie Individuals 377
ist Gffender Percentage 58.5

Total Lc. Ref. Percentage 5.7

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGE

368 33 365 135
453 i1 346 123
36d 18 267 110

JUVENILE INDIVIDUALS REFERRED

1972-73 +72.0
1973-74 +22.2
1674-75 - 6.4

LIVING ARRANGEMENY OF JUVENILE

#ean Number of Referrals 1
Moan Rumber of Siblings 2.
HMean fge at Referral -~ Mele 1%,

o &

Female - 14,0

Both Parents 54.4
Parent & Step-parent 8.5
Singie Parent 25.5
Other 311.7

FANKER OF HANDLING

Formal 47.3
informal 52.7

PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS

White Black

YES 4,9 24,0
N0 95.1

MEAN EDUCATION CLAIMED

Male 8.8
Fenmgle 8.2

fale Female

Attending 80.7 70.0
Hithdraun 13.6 20.0

79.8 81.8
i6.1 8.2
4.1 10.0

Phaite Bilack Male Fomale

| PERLENTAGE OF CHANGE

Other 5.7 10.0
- 62 -
CENEREY INFORMATION Intal
1974-duyvenile Referrals 308
1975-duvenile Referrals 335
1875-Juvenile Individuals 270
ist Offander Percentage 50.3

Tota® Co. Ref. Percentage 4.1

234 22 216
319 it 240
257 iz 131

RV RTH N
D %S

SUVEMILE IKDIVIDUALS REFEREID

1972-73 ¥22.8
1973-74 + 2.3
i974-75 + 8.5

LIVIRG ARRANGIMERNY OF JUJEKILE

Both Parants 85.8
Farent & Stsp-parent §.1
Singie Parent 24.1
Other 2.2

MANNER OF BANDLING

Formal 50.1
Informal 49,3

PRESENT SCHOOL STATUS

Hean Misrber of Referrails
Mean Humber of Siblings
Hiean Age at Referral - Wale

a

LAl B g bed
N
VIS Sl A8

by pows
®

femals -

L}

1. lLarceny/Theft 59
2. Dependency 45
3. Drug Law VYiolation 37
4. Liguor Law Yiolation 27
5. Breach of Peace 25

Hhite Black #ale TFemale
Attending 34.0 £9.2 83.2 83.5
HWithdrawn 8.8 i5.4 8.9 7.5
Other 7.0 15.4 6.8 8.9

- 583 -
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AT T

Introduction

o

PRRET THD
ADULY SERVILES

The Hetropslitan Social Services Depaviment {3S0) provides a gereral assisiswce program for shori-iemm

assistance and social services o needy Tamilies and Individuals.

This repori provides inTormation on the Fimancial Assistance Progrem Tor the 19751976 fiscel wear

the Muiriiionzl Program Tor the Agimg for calendar yzar 1875, The genersl assistance part of the report

divided igito Twn sections.

during the Tiscal year.

#5580,

The secend section is based om acccurting reporis which were received monthiy &




SECTION 1.0: FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE AMNUAL BATA

fra? -

istance Depavriment clossd B,8&3

1

During Fiscal yeer 1976 {July, 275-dune,I976}, the MSSD Fimancial &s

2 o3 T e - TR = T 3 g—«"' T~ 3_;
cases of which 95.5 per cent were assistance cases. Thare ware 315 cases that received social services but

i 3 i ¢ % CETES 3 7 per AL 3 7"‘ i el ) ?‘ 3 £ .‘ét B =
ne firencial assistance. For the 8,650 assistance cases, 62.7 per Cenl ware white and 37.8 per cent wers

hlack. A toial of 22,203 persons benefitted Trom the Fimgnciat Bssistarce Frogram.

fs Jable 1 indicates, there was a 12.%5 per cent decline in cases ciosed during Tiscal ysar 1970 3%
comparad o Tiscal year 1375. Hhile thers was a drop of 73.2 ner ceni in service omiy cases, there was aiso
a deciine of 4.8 per cent inm assisisnce cases. The majority of the Feclire in 333istance ceses was for oriit
cases as the mmber of biack cases decreasad ooly stigntiy.

The number of persons aided dropped even move sharply than the aunbey of ceses. a3 overzii Lhice wers
70.7 per cent fewsr persens sevved in fiscal yeer 1576 wpan in Tiscal year 177E.

- &5 -
Table 1. Financial Assistance Caszs ard Porsons by Pace and Year_
ASSISTANCZ CASES I SERVICE CASES
Wnite bleck Sub T. Lhite Biack Sub . TOTAL
NG, % ko. % No. % o, % Ho. % fio. %

CASES
T1974-1975 5,760 63.413,324 36.6] 9,084 1£9.0 736 63.1 431 36.9 1,167 190.0 10
1975-1976 5,384 62.2 3,266 37.8| 8,650 100.0 211 67.4 102 32.6 313 100.0 8

PERCENTAGE
CHANGE -6.5 ~1.7 -4.8 -71.3 ~76.3 -73.2 -12.6

PERSONS

19741975 15,732 64.4 18,
1975-1976 13,659 63.5 (7

4,447 100.0¢ 2,167 ©64.0} 1,271 36.0) 3,
1.9

) 3 8
.51 21,504 100.0 476 68.1 223 31, 9

oo
et et
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PERCENTAGE -
CHANGE -13.2 ~5.9 -12.0 -78,0 ~31.7 -79.4 | =EGE

Table 2. Reason for Cave by Type of Case and Average Length of Assistarce (Assistance Cases)

HSLD. CASES | SINGLE CASES PO T AL Mean Per Mean Lergin !
, No. % Xo. s No. e Lase Months |
Fired/Quit Employment 597 11.5 521 15,1 } 1,118 12.9 $ 77.98 1.5
Laid Gff g1l 17.5 600 17.4 | 1,511 17.5 80.98 1.4
ITlness 570 11.0 1 1,208 34.9 | 1,778 20.6 240.92 4.3
Non-Support 166 3.2 10 .3 176 2.0 78,77 1.0
Sep./Death/Divorce/Desert. 306 5.9 55 1.6 361 4,2 92.41 1.6
Homeless 37 .7 96 2.8 133 1.5 55,62 1.5
Inadeguate Income 583 11.2 36 11.2 968  11.7 72,69 1.7
Awaiting Income 1,320 25.4 278 10.9 | 1,698 19.6 79.91 1.5
Lost/Stolen Check E74  11.1 133 3.8 707 8.2 68.37 1.3
Other 128 2.5 71 2.1 199 2.3 iz8.02 2.7

TOTAL 5,192 100.0 | 3,458

Bt
[
L)
[y
(3]
q

poad

8,650 100.0 $112.45




Table 2 presents the distribution by vreason for care for assistance cases. Overall, iliness was the
most frequent reason for care with slightly over one-Tifth of the cases. The next Targest reason for care
was "awaiting income" and "laid off" was the third highest category. Considerable difference between house-
hold and single cases were apparent. “fAwailing Income" was the predominant reasen for care for hotisehold
cases while the major reason for single cases was illness. Although single cases comgrised only forty per
cent of the total number of assisiance cases, the mumber of single cases for illness was more than twice as
great as the number of household cases Tor illness.

The average length of assistarce w=s Z.1 monihs. 11lness cases had, by Tar, the londest average Tength

of assistance at more than Tour months. This w2s also reflected in the moan amount per case as tha wean
amount of assistance per illness cese was constderabiy Tavcer then any of the other reasons for care.

8 3 e -4 e 5 ’.' Sl 1 a1 7 £ ¥ oz ,z_;:? .

Figure 1 is an illustration 0¥ the reason Tor Care Lost/orolen K —[mvt?er (2.6%)

] e Chact (5.09)

by the total amount of assistance provided., White i1l 3 *7*-F1mad,Qu1t
y r‘/,(\l i
ness cases represented only 20.6 por cent of ihe iots] a (9. ) \\\

caseload, 44 per cent of the total amount was dishursed

on these cases.

Reason for Care by fmount Spent

5 . //
) Sep./Deat b/DiVQ/ ;jéi;/ 7
Fig. 1. _ Dusertion {3.4%) \;5?:;///// %;;?ggi ‘

Non-Support

(1.4%)
/ \\\\&& ”///////
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Table 3. Reason for Care by Year (Assistance Cases) Tuble 4, MNumber in Household (Assiztance Cases)
1874/ 1975/ | Percentag: Cha. NLBER IN TOTAL
REASON FOR CARE 1975 1976 inc. Dac. HUUSEHDLD No. %
Fired/Quit Employment 801 1,118 39.6 1 3,457 40.0
Laid Off 2,046 1,511 26.1 2 1,649 19.1
ITiness 2,221 1,778 6.5 2 1,454 16.8
Non~Support 178 176 i.1 4 1,023 11.%
Sep./Death/Div./Des. 385 361 8.6 5 514 6.9
Homeless 134 133 i & 213 3.7
Inadequate Income 973 553 A 7 133 1.5
Awaiting Income 1,564 1,698 8.5 5 43 6
Lost/Stolen Check 616 707 14.8 9 20 7
Other 156 199 27.6 i0 e ¢
11 5 .
12 3 .
TOTAL 9,084 8,650 4.8 ; 1
- et TOTAL .64 1000
Table 3 compares the assisiance cases for fiscal year HEAN £.49
1975/76 with fiscal year 1974/75 on reascrn for care. The Nfa“ for Hslds. larger 3.28
than 1. 2o

targest increase was in the “Fired/Quit Employment" cate-~
gory. However, the greatest percentage deciine was in the “Laid 0FF" category. Iiipess cazes zlso decreasad
by nearly one-fifth.
Tabl assist i
e 4 presents household size informaticn for 1975/76 assistance cases., The percentage of single cases’
was forty per cent as compared to 35 per cent in fiscal year 1974/75. The mezn household size beth overall
and for household cases was slightly smaller in fiscal year 1975/76 than in fiscal year 1974/75. This shift

in the caseload to smaller houscholds and Fewer hcusehold cases reflects the decrease in total persons served

which was noted in Table 1. 63




Table 5 illustrates the involvamient of the Financial Assistance Progrem’s clierts with other agoncies.,
About 55 per cent of the assisiance caszs and 59.3 per cent of tho morey was zpzpi on cases that were not
involved with another assist ce pregran.  Hea rl1y cne-Tourth of the cases had either applisd for or were
receiving Aid for Dependent Children (AFDC) but fewer than fouy per cent of the cases had sither applied for
or were receivin, Supplemental Security Income (SSI). The most notable change in {iscal year 197 /76 as
compared to fiscal year 19?5/75 a5 it the cases receiving Toud Stawus. The number of cases in this category

increased by neariy two-thirds.

T Table 5. Activify with Non-MSS0 Agencics by Assigizncg Cases and fmount Received
TERRET T TUTTTTT 7 Cha, Cases
S5 ey S e 7475 t0 75/3¢
H
Applied AFDC 1,808 7.4 C13¥.,759.68 1@»2 «éé.@
® Applied SSI 168 1.5 44,078 .51 :;:“2
Receiving AFDC 6411 6.9 &t -5,0§ §°§ ‘:5.
Recejving 3SI 165 1.5 L0452 L2y ffﬁag
Receiving Food Stemps Galy [ 1,494 17.3 iﬁ% £44. 35 ;b,f va;.g
Yo Other Agency Activity £,7313  E4.5 GIGE70.86 0 59.3 ~12.8
TOTAL R.650 95,9 9972,6%5.16  105.0 ~ 4.8
- 69 -
Table 6. Reason for Closing (Assistance & Service Cazes) The reasen for closing for the
ASSISTANCE CASES | WMean SERV. CASES | assistance and service cases is listed in
No. % Length o, %
Table 6. Nearly one-third of the assis-
rivate Employment £40 7.4 2.3 22 7.0
Veterans Benefits 123 1.4 2.9 5 1.6 tance cases were closed because the head
Resources Found 111 1.3 2.3 ) 1.9
Made Own Plans 159 i.8 2.7 20 6.4 | of the household was employable. Almost
Workmen's Comp. 25 .3 2.3 0 -
AFDC 2,572 99.7 i.5 67 21.4 thirty per cent of the assistance cases
SS1 230 2.7 5.1 8 2.6
Insurance Benefits 51 7 2.4 1 .3 were closed because the client started
Social Security 389 4.5 3.3 9 2.9
Unemp. Comp. 1,076 12.4 1.8 i9 6.1 receiving AFDC. It is noteworthy that
Ref. to Other Agcy. 35 A 1.8 1 .3
Admitted to Inst. 15 .2 5.5 3 1.0 those assistance cases closed becauss of
Ret'd. to Legal Res. 28 N 2.0 1 .3
Service Completed 47 .5 3.1 31 5.9 SSI and Social Security, while not that
Death £8 .3 6.4 22 7.0
Loss of Contact 255 3.3 3.4 31 9.9 | numerous, on the average had been active
Wage Earner Ret'd. Hone 6 1 3.2 0 -
Employable 2,212 22,5 1.9 67 21.4| for a longer pericd of time than cases
- ) closed for cther reasons.
TOTAL 8,650 99,9 2.1 313 106.0

For planning and case assignment purposes, MSSD has divided defferson County into fifteen gecgrapnical
areas known as Planning Service Communities (PSC's). Illustration 1 is a map of Jefferson County which
presents a generalized picture of the residency patterns of the Financial Assistance cases. The precise data
for fiscal year 1975/76 and fiscal year 1974/75 ave given in Table 7. The largest number of cases continued

to come from PSC-8 and PSC-2 although for both of the Planning Service urities, the actual number of cases

- 70 -




was down as compared to the previocus years. The greatect percentage decrease was in Southwest Jefferson County

{PSC-11). The only community to register a substantial increase was the South Central part of Jefferson County
(PSC-13).
Planning Service Community by Total
Table 7. Planning Service Community by Total Assistance Lases
Assistance Cases and Year
I1lustration 1.
19747 1 1975/ Percentage Chg.
;. P.S.C. 1975 1876 Inc. Dec.
1 - 501 510 1.8 |
2 1,193 1,018 14.7
3 283 309 9.2
4 871 910 4.5
5 342 361 5.2
6 790 786 .5
7 245 226 7.8
8 1,347 1,213 9.9
9 401 436 8.7
i0 844 781 7.5
i1 689 526 23.7
12 616 573 7.0
13 621 695 11.9
14 160 175 8.4
15 113 94 16.8 S
Qut of - 056 paxeed 900 +
Count 68 . s
i 600-899
TOTAL 9,084 8,650 4.8 21 300-599
[ ] Less than 300
- 71 ~
Table 8. Planning Service Cormunity by Persent of Sirgle
CASes (/issistance Cases) There was considerable variance among
FOUSEROLD SIHGLE ToeT AL the Planning Service Communities in the
P.S.C. No. % No. % No, % .
- ratio of single cases to household cases.
1 334 65.5 176 34.5 510 100.0 _
2 520  52.0 485 43.0 1 1,018 100.0 fhls 1s illustrated in Table 8. In general,
3 165 53.4 144  46.6 309 100.0 . .
4 354  28.9 556  61.1 910 100.0 the inner-city communities had higher rates
5 2482  68.7 113 3L.3 361 100.0 .
6 464 59.0 322 41.0 786 190.0 of single cases than those from the outer-
7 131 58.0 95 42.0 226 100.0
2 457 37.7 756 62.3 1 1,213 100.C county communities. For both PSC-4 and PSi-8,
9 350 80.3 86 19.7 436 1GD.0
10 563 72.1 212 27.9 781 100.0 more than sixty per cent of the cases were
11 460 87.5 g6 12.5 526 100.90 .
12 364 63.5 209 35.5 573 100.0 single cases. By way of contrast, only 12.5
13 571 82.2 126 17.8 95 100.0
14 128 73.1 &7 26.9 175 166.0 per cent of the cases in PSC-11 were single
15 62 66.0 32 34.0 94 100.0
Out of cases.
County 12 32.4 25 67.8 27 1n0.0
TOTAL 5,192 60.0 3.458 40,0 7 8,620 100.C

Table 9 lists the Planning Service Communities by reason for care for assistance cases.
the percentage of ceses in each of the categories differs somewha

the greatest reason for care in PSC's 2, &4, 7, 8 apd 12

of the out of county cases were homeless cases.

- 72 -

t from cormunity to comunity.

As can be seen,

IT1ress was

while "Awaiting Income” was the predominant reasom in

PSC's 1, 3, 5, 6, 10, 11 and 13, "Laid OFf* yas the primary reason for care in PSC's 9, 14 and 15.

Two-thirds




Table 8. Planning Service Community by Reason for Csre {Assistance Cases)

Fired/ kon- Sep, fUeath/ Inadeguate Awalting Lost/Stolen
Quit ¢ Laid Off I1lness Support Div./Desert! Homeless Income Income Check Other TOTAL
P.5.C.I—w5. %1 WNo. %1 Wo. £1 fo. £ No. % I Wo. €1 No. 1 Fo. &1 Wo. T | W. T To. 7
1 52 10.2 75 14.7 9z 18.0 13 2.5 22 4.3 4 .8 60 11.8 114 22.4 66 12.9 12 2.4 510 100.0
2 127 12.5 186 18.3 201 19.7 25 2.5 32 3.8 0 1.0 i1 11.7 199 19.5 83 8.7 23 2.311,013 1iC00.0
3 32 10.3 46 14.9 45 14.6 3 1.0 7 2.3 7 2.3 46 14,9 67 21,7 51 16.5 5 1.6 309 100.1
4 108 11.9 122 13.4 225 23.8 i1 1.2 30 3.3 33 4.3 117 12.9 155 17.0 71 7.8 22 2.4 916 120.0
5 28 7.8 53 14.7 46 12.7 1z 3.3 11 3.0 0 - 48 13.3 102 28.3 58 16.1 3 .8 361 100.0
6 90 11.5 125 15.9 154 19.6 4 1.8 i9 2.4 3 4 Bz 10.4 i72 21.9 113 14.4 14 1.8 786 100.1
7 22 9.7 28 12.4 48 21.2 % 1.8 6 2.7 1] - 26 11.5 44 19,5 42 18.6 5 2.7 226 1G0.1
B 185 15.3 214 17.6 317 26.1 1Z2 1.0 38 3.2 31 2.8 134 11.0 193 15.9 51 5.0 27 2.211,213 99.9
a 68 15.6 g2 Zi.1 74 17.0 12 2.8 21 4.8 2 .5 46 10.5 87 20.0 23 5.3 11 2.5 436 100.1
in 93 11.9 139 17.8 147 18.8 6 2.0 4% 6.3 3 .4 80 11.5 177 22,7 52 6.7 15 1.9 7¢1 100.0
11 93y 17.3 111 21.1 °4 7.9 12 2.3 30 5.7 2 4 46 8.7 116 22.1 16 3.0 8 1.5 526 100.0
12 86 15.0 116 20.2 156 26.2 11 1.9 23 4.0 4 Jg 59 10.3 88 15.4 22 3.8 14 2.4 573 99.9
13 93 14.1 129 18.86 127 18.3 22 3.2 41 5.9 2 .3 67 9.6 140 20.1 36 5.2 33 4.7 €95 100.0
14 25 14.3 48 27.4 27 15.4 6 3.4 i3 7.4 0 - 20 11.4 27 15.4 4 2.3 5 2.9 175 99.9
15 11 11,7 26 21.7 20 21.3 3 3.2 3 8.5 1 1.1 7 7.4 15 16.0 2 2.1 1 1.1 94 100.1
gut of
County 2 5.4 1 2.7 1 2.7 1] - 3 8.1 25 &7.6 2 5.4 Z 5.4 1 2.7 (] - 37 100.0
TOTAL 11.118 12.9} 1,531 17.5} 1,778 20.6 i76 2.0 361 4.2 i33 1.5 969 11i.2}1,6%8 19.6 707 8.2 199 2.318,650 100.0
- 73 -

SECTION 1.1: FiNANCIAL ASSISTANCE MOATHLY DATA

This section is based ac i t ra i 3
20 on accounting reports which were received monthly. It therefore contains a

duplicated count for wmuch of the information since a case appeared separately in the monthly data in each

month the case was active. It is therefare based osn different information than the previous section and

should be treated accordingly.
The Finaﬁ;?a¥ Assistance Program operates on a voucher system in which grants are given for the specific

expenditures and » i i ilation
XD and needs of the client. Table 10 is a coempilation of all the vouchers for each of the items

during fiscal year 75/76. As can be seen, the vast majovity of the vouchers were for either food or rert

°

T e b F P % N e e ..
The third most numerous category was utilities. The mean amount per voucher for whites was higher than that

for blacks, but a higher percent : i
. ntage vouchers i Z : t as t 3
s g D ge of the vouchers for whites went to household cases than was true of the

vouchers for black cases.
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Table 10. VYoucher Items by Type of Case and Race (July. 1975-dune, 1$76)
WHITE BLACK
Hsid. Singie Total Hsld. Single Total
Lases Cases Youchers Mean Amount Cases gases Vouchers Mean Amount
0. % No. % Ho. % Per Voucher No. % No. % No. % Per Voucher
Food 3.267 34.01% 3,476 35.9{ 6,743 35.0 $ 28.65 1,432 32.4) 2,613 38.6] 4,045 356.2 $ 25.48
Rent 3,336 34.8} 2,984 30.8] 6,320 32.8 59.48 1,601 36.3} 2,365 35.0] 3,966 35.5 53.16
Room & Board 51 .5 924 9.5 975 5.1 45.62 6 .1 248 3.7 254 2.3 51.37
Mursing Care 0 - 31 .3 31 .2 129.25 2 - 38 .6 40 4 101.93
Utitities* 2,010 20.9 825 8.5} 2.83 4.7 23.53 966 21.9 734 10.9¢1 1,700 15.2 23.59
Hsld. Suppiies 573 6.0 700 7.2} 1.,27. 6.6 5.47 248 5.6 351 5.2 589 5.4 5.30
Transportation®™ 321 3.3 686 7.1} 1,007 5.2 5.13 146 3.3 389 5.7 535 4.8 £,37
Qthep®s* 39 .4 56 .7 105 .5 15.94 is .3 24 4 39 .3 19.20
TOTAL 9,597 99.91 9,692 100.01[19,289 100.1 $ 36.19 4,416 99.91{ 6,762 100,111,178 100.1 $ 33.76
TOTAL
Househeld Singte Total
fases Cases VYouchers Mean Bmount
NG. A o F4 No. 2 Per Voucher
Food 4,699 . 33.5) 6,088 37.0110.788 35.4 $ 27.46
Rent 8,937 35.2] 5,349 32.5;10,286  33.8 57.05
Room & Board 57 A1 1,172 7.11 1,229 4.0 46.81
Nursing Care 2 - 69 A 71 2 113.86
Utitlities 2,976 21.21 1,559 9.51 4,535 14.9 23.55
Hsid. Supplies 821 5.91 1,051 6.41 1,872 6.1 5.42
Transportation 467 3.37 1,075 6.5} 1,542 5.1 4.86
Other 54 ! 90 .5 144 .5 16.82
TOTAL YOUCHERS | 14,013 99.9(16,454 99.9{30,467 100.0 $ 35.30

*Ytitities includes coal, heat and electricity and Uater.

***0ther includes clothing, medicine and misceilaneous.

Table 11 presents the actual dollar figures for each month for each category of voucher items. Th
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“

greatest expenditures were for rent followed by food, utilities,

11lustrates the percentage breakdown of the various items for the entd

amount spent during fiscal year 75/76 went for rent and 27.5 per cent went for food.

from fiscal year 74/75 when only 45.6 per cent of t

was expended on food.

(1.9%)

{ther

**Transportation includes cab and bus fare

e

and room and board respectivily. Figure 2

re fiscal year,

TOTAL EXPENDITURES BY MAJCR ITEMS (1975/76)

Fig. 2.
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More than half of the

This represents a change

he total expenditures went toward rent and 37.5 per cent




Table 11. Fimancial Brealown Baszd Upcon Voucher Item by Total Expenditures and Month {July, 1975-June, 1975)
JULY EUG. SEPT. GCT. NOY. DEC. JAN. FEB.
FOOD $24.288.33 | $22,168.84 | $22,371.35 | $23,264.88 | $23,748.99 | $25,211.80 |¢ 30,056.79] % 26,469.12
RENT 42,356.78 29,673.62 42.769.23 43,601.42 43,697.47 56,587.53 63,072.29 57 .422.73
ROOM & BOARY 4,941 .80 4,241,15 4,831.95 4,858.00 4,801.50 4,389.75 4,637.80 5,207.25
SG. CAPE 1.223.060 £31.80 596.30 425.00 719.40 961.50 | 1,186.25 | 797.65
UTILITIES 7,156.,90 £.196.43 7.534.88 8,213.65 8,449.01 9,796.97 13,226,09 11,479.13
HSLD. SUPPLIES €06.90 767.7 961.55 - 910.60 510.00 242.75 1,035.75 1,084.96
TRANSPORTATICH 288,25 520.95 601.35 691.52 670.55 632.75 673.80 621.18
OTHER 218.95 324.99 234.00 82.00 1 121.60 150.00 190.50 252,02
TOTAL $81,273.97 | $74,475.54 | $79,900.61 | 382.057.14 | $83,017.92 | $98,673.05 [$114,076.27 1,102,434 .12
MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE TOTAL
FOCD $25,198.12 | $22,729.36 | $22,473.53 | $28,151.11 1 § 296.233.08
RENT 52,594.76 46,535.13 45,360.78 53,0898.83 586,770.63
ROOM & BOARD 4,870.30 5.625.75 4,003.65 5,012.10 57,531.00
NSG. CARE 945,55 40.00 90.0¢ 469.30 8,083.75
UTILITIES 1g,764.58 $,126.63 7.786.28 8.,079. & 106,810.09
HSLD. SUPPLIES 772.60 747.00 675.30 824.00 10,139.53
TRANSPORTATION 645.25 747 .80 544 .55 762.20 7,501.32
OTHER 24.25 322.98 196.90 235.46 2,422.13
TOTAL $95,891.81 | 384,925.25 | $81,120.29 | $96,632.54 | $1,075,491.51
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Table 12. ﬁf&n fAmgunts per Voucher by Honth {(July, 1975-Jdune, 1976)
g JULY ALt SEPT. oCT, NOY. DEC. JAHN, FEB. MAR, APR. MAY JUNE TOTAL
- FOCD $24.8§ $26.74 |$27.05 18527.15 {$27.02 {$28.55 [$27.91 1$27.18 1$26.81 [$27.69 |$26.50($29.79 |$27.46
.~ RENT 49.77 1 49.78 | 50.61 53.76 | 56.90 § 60.52 | 60.30 ) 60.38 | 59.43 | 59.13 | 60.16] 62.03 | 57.05
ROOM & BOARD 47.52 | 44,64 | 45,58 48.20 | 44.05 | 44,79 | 45.47 | 45,60 | 47.28 | 52.58 | 44.49; 46.84 | 46.81
B, CATE 135.67 | 96.97 |119.26 [141.67 1119.S0C 1137.36 1118.63 [132.94 |105.06 | 90.00 | 90.00{ 58.66 {113.86
(PR 16,72 | 16.88 | 17.¢98 20.79 1 22.47 | 23.38 | 27.50 | 28.56 | 23.86 | 26.64 | 28.95| 26.84 | ¢3.5%
- HoLD. SUPPLIES 5.46 5.60 5.43 5.36 5.29 5.39 5.45 5.68 5.45 5.22 4.971 5.61 5.42
~ TRANSPORTATION 4.1G 4,45 4,56 4.80 5.93 5.02 4,99 4.71 4.85 5.09 4.43} 5.26 4.8
OTHER 10.84 ; 25.60 | 21.27 .20 ; 15.13 ¢ 16.67 | 15.86 | 19.38 } 13.46 | 20.19 ) 16.23} 11.77 | 15.8
f
’ TOTALS $32.28 |$31.54 1$31.68 [$32.94 1334.4% |537.21 [537.37 $37.26 ?36,98 r$36e50 $36.3315 28,21 1$35.3
Table 12 presents the iwmean amount per voucher item per month from July, 1875 to June, 1976, The most

significant chiange was in the average amount per reail voucher.
voucher was $49.77, but in June, 1976, this figure had incressaed to $62.03 per rent voucher.

be noted that this increase became most apparent in fictober, 1575,

In July, 1975, the mean amount per rent

It sheuld also

An examination of the wmean cost per rent

voucher for the prior fiscal year (July, 1974~ June, 1975) indicates ihat there was not a corresponding in-

crease.

A second item which increased significantly during fiscal year 75/76 was the mean amount per voucher for

utitities. In Ju?;§§1975, the mean amount per voucher for utilities was $1€.72 but in June, 1976, ihis figure

was $26.84.

Even higher Tevels had bszen reached in February. March and May of 1976,

The average amount per

voucher for utilities during the prior fiscal year (74/75} aiso increased, particularly during the winter

months.
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Ygwever, in the sorirg and early sumner months of 1975, the averuge amounts dropped o Jower ltevels.
b =V it n ax Eadadd B.% L1 A

T year 197E/76 as there wes rot 2 similar sezsonal decrease in the average cost for

glance it would also appear that the mean amcunt per voucher for food increased by a substantial

3 iFferen e ; 75 i 76 i iy rs per
amount duving fiscal year 1975/76. The difierence between July, 1975 and June, 197¢ is nearly five dollars p

2 4 7 Ay S ey m e - P S 0 Yk ~ 5 AR P o v N 5.
voucher. Houwever, this s really not thet sigmificant an increase when ccwpared with fiscal wear 1974/7

During that period of time there were eighi months in which the wean amount per voucher Tor food exceeded $29.79
g 4 & W <42 [P R B ) Lo v AL a

which was the highest Tigure for fiscal year 1975/76.

A listing of the number of active cases for cach month of Tiscal year 1975/76 is given in Tabie 13. The

nighest active caselead was in January while the Towest was in May. A sigaificant column in this table is the

Table 13. Cases and Persons by Menth {July, 1975-dune, 1976}

Sirgle total Total Mean Amount Hean Amours
Hsld. Cases Individuals ”"£a§és Persons Cases Per Case Pey Person
1y=1975 2 2,167 672 2,845 1,310 $62.04 $28.56
gﬁ&ﬁ;%jyd ggé gzézé 655 2,678 1,240 60.06 27.61
%eptembE? 631 2,159 850 2,833 13283 62.37 2?.?%
October 577 1,965 | 669 2,634 1,246 65.86 31.15
November 551 1,906 679 2,585 1,230 GZ°49 §2.57
December 660 2,342 688 3,030 1,348 7;,20 3.
Jenuary-1976 781 2,770 7€3 3,533 1,544 73.89 3§.42
February 673 2,325 769 3,094 1,442 71.71 3.
March 604 1,988 765 2,753 1,369 70.06 33.8
Apri} 525 1,706 675 2,381 1,200 70.77 32.22
Hay 503 1,689 673 2,357 1,1%1 68.70 3..55
dune 638 2,168 712 2,880 1,350 71.58 33.
TOTAL 7,359 25,208 8,332 33,590 15,741 $68.32 $32.02
70 .
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erema most noticeable in (ctioher.

the majority oi

&

iiris increcse in the aversce amount of grant per case wes centered in the rent and utility

ttems.

The Financtal Assistence Departravt has three kinds of appiications for assistance: New Cases in which

the clients have recaived no provious 2ssistence 3 22d Ceses in which the clients have received some

previcus assistance bui not during fne curcent Fiscel end Reowwient Cases in which the clients have

received assistance previc:cly during the fiscal vear. number and type of cases onened by month s shown
& b K

in Table 14.

Table 34. Cagses Opened by ¥onth {July, 1%75-Jume, 3%75) by Tyse of Case

increased by nearly ten dollars per case from

A3 was discussed above,

NEW T 0L E — T TECTRRERT TUTET

vousehold | Single | Seb 1. ! Household | Sirgia Sub [, [ HouseheTd | Single Sub T tousehold |  Single T in .1 ]

Cases 1 Zases . he. &% Cases Cases | Bp, % Lases Cases No. % Cases Cases ¢ Hu, 7]

July-1375 235 176 405 52,8 193 128 371 41.9 21 20 41 5.3 443 315 767 0.9
August 213 145 359 Iz.Z 165 114 279 40.6 25 2z 50 7.3 £05 252 £53  106.1
September 246 169 396 854.2 187 3C5 272 37.% 27 i 28 5 7.6 440 7R3 7:3 100.9
Octuober 234 172 406 3.8 134 E2 2372 33,8 35 1 55 7.7 403 288 691 1£0.1
Hovember 188 138 326 51.4 149 108 248 39.1 33 7 50 9.5 361 273 634 1098.0
Decesbar 235 137 72 s81.2 204 76 £80 38.%5 37 38 75 10.3 £76 251 727 100,74
January-1976 302 136 488 52.7 216 121 347 37.5 61 30 81 9.8 £79 347 $26 10C.¢
February 224 152 386 50.3 181 1086 87 37.4 g 41 94 12.3 458 30¢ 787 160.0
March 267 1589 396 55.1 131 77 208 28.9 79 15 116 158.¢ 408 313 719 100.0
April 163 132 370 49,5 120 64 i8¢ 30.4 58 54 122 26.1 386 250 506 100.%
May 162 135 297 2.5 80 57 147 26.0 62 54 22 21.6 320 246 566 100.1
Jure 208 138 347 49.7 141 59 200 28.7 82 69 151 21.6 431 267 698 100.0
i 4
TOTAL 2,622 1,856 14,473 52.6 1,882 1,123 3,005 35.3 £33 446 11,929 12,1 5,087 3,425 8,512 100.0

*Percentages are flgured across.
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particularly the numbar of recurrent cases. From Tiscal year 1974/75 to fiscal year 1975/76, there was a

16 per cent diep in new cases, a 12 per cent decline 1in old cases, but a 47 per cent increase in recurrent
cases. The difference was particularly noticeable over the last four monthe of Fiscal year 1975/76. In March
April, May and June of 1976, the pumber of recurrent cases opened was 117 per cent above the number of recur-

rent cases opened during the same period of 1975. (Qverall, slightly more than half of the cases opened during

Tiscal year 1975/76 were new cases.

The total number of cases opened each month continued to Tollow the patiern of previous years. This is

demonstrated in Figure 3. Each year the month with the greatest number of cases opened was dJanuary.
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SECTION 2.0: LOUISVILLE AND JEFFERSCN COUNTY NUTRITIONAL PROCRAM FOR THE AGING

a & EY -]

d s ~ H C n eg L

L ” £} n e n {: n ‘

g g Q@ N ﬂ

O)S

i ithi i to sites
i al pick-up points within designated areas to
inori i rtation from central pick-up p
ity populations. Transpo
poor and minori

in i ided.
and back again is provide
i to t ~am* rtici : OQutreach, Escort
The following supportive social services are provided to the program's participants: 0 s »
e follov i

£

Si"ip!,‘i“’ A{SSIS[,&}“(E !ﬂe ‘}l(lei f:[i:ize;‘s i,‘ie“lsc\_lueg 2 2 I ‘0{%{ d i‘i i.h\, pio ect t ¥Dugh Empioyme!itg ‘JOIU“t»
h e n\ e 3 h Et

i icipation 1 1 pt site activities.
activity and daily participation in mezl programs and

sites and their jocation are:
- West Side Baptist Church
2013 St. Xavier
Louisville, KY 40212

23rd & Broadway Baptist Church
2315 West Broadway
Louisville, XY 40211

Jefferson Street Baptist Church
733 East Jefferson Street
Louisville, KY 40203
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Firsﬁ Christian Church
850 South Fourth Street
Louisvilie, Ky 40203

Fairdale South-Paxk
9001 National Turnpike
Fairdale, XY 401138

Miles Community Center*
1468 Bland
Louisville, KY 40217

Fourth Avenue Methodist Church
318 West St. Catherine
Louisville: KY 40203

Highland Day Care
2006 Douglas Boulevard
Louisville, XY 40205

Louisville General Hospital¥
Outpatient Clinic

323 East Chestnut Street
Louisviiie, KY 40202

In 1975, the Nutrition Program served over 181,000 meals.

St. Paults Catholic Church
1022 South Jackson Strest
Louisville, XY 40203

Highland Park Recreation Center

4505 Crittenden Brive
Lovisville, XY 40200

Jewish Community Center®
3600 Dutchman's Lane
Louisville, XY 40205

Senior Citizens East

Jd. B, Tinsley Building
Floydsburg Road

Peze Wee Valley, KY 40056
DuMeyer Recreation Center*
Squires Drive

Louisville, XY 40215

Quinn Chapel A.M.E. Church
912 West Chestnut Street
Louisville, KY 40203

to individuals in their own homes by the Visiting Nurses Association.

St. Matthews Nutrition Center
311 Browns Lane
Louvisville, KY 40207

Senicr House West*
2308 Portlapd Avenue
Louisville, xy 40212

Park Hili Recreation Center
1703 South 13th Etreet
Louisville, XY 40210

Jeffersontown Center
10409 Taylorsville Road
Louisville, XY 40299

Southwick Recreation Center®
3621 Southern Aveme
Louisville, K¥ 40211

Nearly 25 per cent of these meals were served

Of the sites serving meals in a congre-

gate setting, 23rd & Broadway Baptist Chyrch served almost ten per cent of these meals or an average of 71

meals per day.

*Site epened during 1976.
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The preevam's goal in 1975 was an averege of 500 naals
the year was 763 meals or 95 per cent of tha goal.

of 1975, this goal had been surpa

sned
o L

served per day. The average number served during

fowaver, it should be stressed that in the last quarter

~ BE =
Table 15. Number of Meals Sorved by Site
1375 ] Total Mean Number of
SITES Jan.-tar. | Apr.-dune | July-sept. | dck.-Dec. ve. % Meals per Day
Jdefferson Street Bantist Church 3,188 3,447 3,510 3,288 13,433 7.0 53.5
West Side Baptist Church 3,212 3,561 3,339 3,448 13,568 7.1 54.0
23rd & Broadway Baptist Church 6,706 3,699 3,341 4,003 17,748 9.3 70.7
Quinn Chapel A.M.E. Church 2,959 2,988 2,255 2,880 11,082 5.8 44,2
Park-Hi11 Recreation Center 1,576 2,081 Z,224 2.833 8,714 4.5 34.7
St. Matthews Nutrition Center 2.204 2,342 2,526 2,464 9.536 5.0 38.0
Fourth Avenue Methodist Church 3,073 3,538 4,063 4,401 15,075 7.9 60.1
First Christian Church 3,221 3,571 3,262 3,110 13,164 6.9 52,4
St. Paul's Cathoiic Church 1,747 1,942 1,806 1,827 7,321 3.8 29.2
Fairdale South-Park Center 2,343 2,422 2,413 1,979 9,157 4.8 36.5
Highland Park Recreation Center 1,975 2,158 2,202 2,479 8,314 4.5 351
Senior Citizens East (Pee Wee Valley)l 2,776 2,799 2,691 3,078 11,344 5.9 5.7
Jeffarsontown Senior Citizen Center 1,001 871 803 i,014 3,789 2.0 15,1
Highland Day Care* - - 115 380 435 0.3 8.9
Spacial Groups - - 1,327 - 1,327 0.7 -
Visiting Nurses Association 10,768 11,438 11.474 13,289 45,910 24.5 i26.9
TOTAL 46,750 45,85 47,390 50,473 191,470 100.1
Number of days project provided 62 Gh 64 61 251
meals per guarier
Mean number of meals per day 754.0 732.1 740.5 827 .4 762.8

*Highland Day Care opened on September 2, 1975.

- 86 -




? ‘ i
JUVENILE COURY  ~== == =—— = — —-d oyecyTIVE LIRECTOR b~ — - — — -— — — -1 ABVISORY BCARD
SUPPORTIVE SERVICES TEAR |
M.3.S. D PERSOHNEL
Organizational Cheit 17376 FIMANCE AY AN RESEABCEH
- % > <
ADMIN. PUANNING
SERYICES T AV ‘
i 1
| : , TRAINING i
ADMINISTRATOR f i S - i
DIVISION OF JUVENILE L . b e B
JUSTICE SERVICES - H -
I e ADMINISTRATOR i
e P e e DIVISIGN OF IMERGERCY
f ASST. MOHIN. A enn e | ASSISTAHCE A SOCIAL
sERYICES ) L SrTHIFfES SERVICES
i T A i » - -
VOLUNTEER -1 PROBATICH TTORMSBY VILLAGE i CLSEWORY SERVICTS L
- 1y d b : © bt - LESLh L ERVICT TO
< i [ - bt y
SERVILES L - SEF FIES ELGUELY
SEC.DETERTIONL. - " e TP ap
SERVICES ASSESSHENT GROUP HOMES
NON-SEC.DETENT. | | ~{ PROCESS SERVICE ~  SOUTHFIELDS ADC LNIT VALLEY
SERVICES COURT SECURITY VILLAGE
PSYCHOLOGICAL |_| | PROTECYIVE Ll HEALTH
SERVICES SERVICES SERVICES
YQUTH = | | CHILDREN'S
SERVICES SERVICE INTAKE
- 87 -

H
¥
Hi
f
+
I

i

i






