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THE HONORABLE MARVIN MANDEL
GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND

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

It is with pleasure that I herewith submit the report of the Department of Juvenile
Services for the 1976 fiscal year,

It is extremely significant that, contrary to the trend which has been evidenced for the
] past several years, the number of cases coming to our attention during the past fiscal year
| increased by only 1.5 percent over the number of cases in fiscal year 1975, Comparatively,
our 1975 cases represented an increase of [9.3 percent over 1974; and for the period 1968
to 1976, the number of cases served increased by 193.4 percent, or an average yearly
increase of 15 percent for this period,

! When attempting to analyze the reasons why the workload for Juvenile Services
increased at a less than projected rate, one finds many possible factors, including greater
attention being paid to the problem of juvenile delinquency by local units of government;
improved methods instituted by the court system; and, possibly, the effects of a declining
birthrate, However, equally, if not more important, is the significance of many new
programs which have been developed in the past three to five years which are now
beginning to have some impact upon our juvenile population. These programs cover a
myriad of program areas in community-based settings, institutions, and court services.

Certainly, a reduction in the rate of increase of cases as experienced in fiscal year 1976
does not establish a trend. It can, however, become the beginning of a trend towards
decreasing juvenile delinquency. To reach that status, adequate funding and staffing must
be made available to increase the quantities of effective programs and to enhance the
quality of services being rendered. 1t is felt that we have the nucleus and the basic
ingredients of sound measures to effectively combat the juvenile crime problem in
Maryland; but without the required support and resources, the task will be much more
difficult.

We are well aware that whatever progress we have made would not have been possible
without the interest and support of the Executive Office, the Legislature, the Judiciary,
and many community groups and organizations. We are deeply appreciative to all of their
concern.

ROBERT C. HILSON
Director
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Definition of Terms

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

COUR'T means the circuit court of a county or Baltimore
City sitting as the juvenile court. In Montgomery
County, it means the District Court sitting as a
juvenile court.

DELINQUENCY CAS*S are those cases referred to the
Department for acts defined in the statutes of the
State of Maryland as the violation of a State law or
municipal ordinance by persons who have not
reached their [8th hirthday.

CHILDREN IN NEED OF SUPERVISION (CINS)are
those cases referred to the Juvenile Services Ad-
ministration involving children who are in need of
guidance, treatment, or rehabilitation because they
are habitually truant; habitually disobedient, un-
governable or beyond control; deport themselves so
as to injure or endanger themselves or others; or
commit an oflense applicable only to children.

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

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

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

MENTALLY HANDICAPPED CASES are those
cases in which a mentally retarded or mentally ill
child is brought into court for the determination of
proper care.

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

MANNER OF HANDLING CASES is classified as
FORMAL, INFORMAL, DiSAPPROVED OR
CLOSED AT INTAKE.

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

CLOSED AT INTAKE CASES are those referrals

~ which are resolved by an Intake Officer through
minimal involvement of staff when the facts and
circumstances of the offense and the child’s
background indicate that no supervision or further
counselling from Juvenile Services or intervention by
the court is necessary or desirable for effecting a
positive adjustment by the child.

INFORMAL ADJUSTMENT involves those
referrals which are resolved by an Intake Otficer by
giving voluntary informal supervision for up to 90
days and/or referral to another agency when it
appears that the child and his/her parent need
assistance in preventing further violations of the law,
but will not r-quire nor benefit from judicial
proceedings.

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

INSTITUTIONAL ADMISSIONS include both com-
mitments and detentions. Such an admission is
counted each time a child is either detained or
committed to a facility during the year.

COMMITMENT means the transfer of legal custody.

DETENTION means the temporary care of children
who, pending court disposition, require secure
custody for the protection of themselves and/or the
community, in physically restricting facilities.

SHELTER CARE means the temporary care of children
in physically unrestricting facilities, pending court
disposition.

MARYLAKD JUVENTLE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
FLOW CHART
FISCAL 1976 -
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FIGURE I
MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
FISCAL 1976 BUDGET

Juvenile Court Services
$7,095,563
26.2%

Juvenile Institutions
$11,568,711
42 ,8%

Community & Residential Services
$7,524,331
27.8%

Headquarters Administration
£870,789
3.2%

Total
$27,059,394
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TABLE 1: MARYLAND JUVEKILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
SUWMARY OF BUDGET EXPENDITURES BY MAJOR PROGRAM
FISCAL 1968 — 1976

Fiscal Year Iniz¥izi%§ns Couﬁzv§2ii§ces Resg32ﬁ22§§y52:31ces Agzigézg::iignz Total
1968 § 7,261,782 § 2,187,060 §  bs6,82k § 9,905,666
1969 § 7,344,951 § 2,130,139 § 380,242 § 158,217 $ 10,313,549
1970 % 8,539,963 § 2,686,603 § 651,649 % 541,877 § 12,420,092
1971 § 10,222,861 § 3,755,940 § 1,439,488 § 598,619 § 16,016,908
1972 § 11,364,651 § 4,793,753 § 2,315,750 § 805,298 § 19,279,452
1973 $ 11,330,290 § 4,916,722 $ 3,075,350 § 740,626 $ 20,062,988
1974 § 10,644,860 $ 5,112,801 § 4,260,249 $ 1,081,863 § 21,099,773
1975 § 10,512,767 $ 6,123,325 $ 6,147,085 § 1,097,982 § 23,881,159
1976 § 11,568,711 $ 7,095,563 B 7,524,331 § 870,789 § 27,059,39%

1Community and Residential Services were not separately budgeted for fiscal 1968

2The decrease in Administration Headquarters® budget from fiscal 1975 to fiscal 1976 was due to the assimilation of JSA within the Department
of Health and Mental Hygiene

S30IAYIES
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HIGHLIGHTS OF
JUVENILE COURT SERVICES

Source of Referral

Consistent with previous years experience, a majority
of the 58,044 cases that were handled by the Maryland
Juvenile Services Administration during fiscal 1976 were
“referred by the police” (76.3%). “Parents and other
relatives” referred 6.9%, followed by the “Department of
Education” with 5.3%, “citizens” with 4.8%, the “Depart-
ment of Social Services” with 3,00, “Special Police” with
2.8% and “other” referrals with 0.9%.

Manner of Handling Cases

Whenever a case is referred to the Maryland Juvenile
Services Administration, a preliminary inquiry is con-
ducted by the intake unit to determine whether the case
should be disapproved because of legal insufficiency,
closed at intake, handled informally by an Intake Officer
or referred for formal court action.

During fiscal 1976, 51.3% of the 58,044 cases that were
handled by the Juvenile Services Administration were
disapproved or closed at intake, 8.8% were handled
informally at intake and 39.99% received formal court
action. The number of cases that were disapproved or
closed at intake increased 3.9% over fiscal 1975. Similar-
ly, the number of formal court cases increased 9,99 while
the number of cases that were handled informally at
intake decreased 31.4%.

Disposition

Of the 23,164 cases that were handled formally during
fiscal 1976, 37.6% were “withdrawn”, “dismissed”, or
“warned, adjusted or counselled”; 30.7% were placed on
“probation”, “protective supervision”, or “probation
without verdict”; 7.0% had “custody awarded” or were
“committed to the Department of Social Services™ 6.39;
were “continued without finding” or “stet™; 6.2¢7 were
“committed to a training school or forestry camp”; 5.1¢;
were “committed to the Maryland Juvenile Services
Administration”, “purchase of care” or “group home™;
2.3% had “jurisdiction waived”; and 4.8 were disposed
of in other ways.

While the total number of cases that were handled
formally during fiscal 1976 increased 9.9¢% from fiscal
1975, the number of cases that were “withdrawn".
“dismissed” or “warned, adjusted or counselled” in-
creased 29.1%, the number that were placed on “proba-
tion”, “protective supervision” or “probation without
verdict” increased 9.9%, “commitments to a training
school or forestry camp” increased 6.1¢ and “com-
mitments to the Maryland Juvenile Services Administra-
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tion”, “purchase of care™ or “group home” increased
0.3%. The number of cases that had “jurisdiction waived™,
on the other hand, decreased 14.1¢¢, “commitments to the
Department of Social Services” and cases in which
“custody was awarded™ decreased 9.0, cases “continued
without finding” or “stet” decreased 7.0¢ and the number
of cases that were handled in other ways decreased 18.2¢;,

Juvenile Court Trends

Between 1968 and 1975, the number of cases handled
by the Juvenile Services Administration increased steadi-
ly from 19,782 in 1968 to 57,162 in 1975, at an annual
average increase of almost 216%; however, in a significant
departure from this trend, the increase from 1975 to 1976
was only 1.5%, considerably less than the average for the
previously mentioned period. The number of cases that
were handled formally by the courts, while increasing
44.4% since fiscal 1968, did not show any consistent trend
over the period from fiscal 1968 to fiscal 1973, Over the
past three years, however, formal court cases have
steadily increased from 18,735 during fiscal 1974 to
23,164 during fiscal 1976. The number of cases that were
handled informally increased between fiscal 1968 and
fiscal 1971, decreasing thereafter, with the exception of an
increase during fiscal 1975. The trend for disapproved or
closed at intake cases, 4 screening category which did not
exist priorto fiscal 1970, has been to rapidly increase since
that time.

Juvenile referrals in Maryland continue to be an
urban oriented problem, Five political subdivisions with
1974 populations of 250,000 or more each, reported
83.8% of the juvenile cases handled during fiscal 1976
with 48,628 of the 58,044 cases. Of the five largest political
subdivisions, Baltimore City was responsible for the
largest percentage of cases with 42.99%. This was followed
by Prince George’s County with 15.6¢%, Baltimore Coun-
ty with 9.09, 8.70 from Anne Arundel County and 7.6%
from Montgomery County.

Juvenile Case Rates

The total juvenile case rate for Maryland during [iscal
1976 was 57 cases per 1,000 juveniles, live through
seventeen years of age, an increase of only one case per
1,000 juveniles reported during fiscal 1975. This rate
ranged from a low of 24 cases per 1,000 juveniles in
Wicomico County to a high of 124 cases per 1,000
juveniles in Baltimore City. Although Worcester County
again revealed the highest case rate with 129 cases per
1,000 juveniles, this was due primarily to the summer
influx of youth to Ocean City,




Of those cases involving delinquet:i offenses, the case
rate was 49 cases per 1,000 juveniles, an increase of only
two cases per 1,000 juveniles reported during fiscal 1975,
This ranged from a low of 15 cases per 1,000 juveniles in
Allegany County to a high of 111 cases per 1,000 juveniles
in Baltimore City.

Major Reason for Reterral

A majority of the cases that were handled by the
Maryland Juvenile Services Administration during fiseal
1976 involved delinquent offenses (49,798 or 85.8¢7). Of
these cases, the largest single offense category was
“assault” with 7,011 cases or 12,197 of the cases. This was
followed by “burglary-breaking and entering”™ with 6.746
cases (11.697), “shoplifting” with 6,294 cases (10.9¢%) and
“larceny” with 5,850 cases (10.1¢7). Over half of the cases
that were referred for delinquent offenses were disap-
proved or closed at intake (25.495 or 51.2¢¢), 8.8% or
4,377 cases were handled informally at intake and 40.0¢%
ar 19,926 cases were handled formally by the courts.

The total number of delinquent cases handled during
fiscal 1976 tcreased 3.007 over fiscal 1975, Of this group,
the number of “robbery” cases showed the largest increase,
29.4%, followed by “vandalism” with a 19.00¢ increase.
“Purse Snatching™ revealed the largest decrease with
18.7%, followed by “alcobolic beverage violations” with a
12.4¢ decrease. The number of delinquent cases that were
handled formally increased 15.9¢¢, disapproved or closed
at intake cases increased 2.70¢, while, on the other hand,
the number of delinquent cases that were handled
intormally decreased 30.97¢.

Cases involving Children in Need of Supervision
(CINS) accounted for 6,133 cases or 10.6¢ of the total
number of cases handled during {iscal 1976. Of these
cases, 40.8C7  involved “ungovernable™ behavior,
“runaways™ accounted for 39.2¢; and 20.0¢; involved
“truants,” A majority of the CINS cases were disapproved
or closed at intake (4,141 or 67.5%), 11.5¢% of 707 cases
were handled informally and 21.09 or 1,285 cases
received formal court action. The total number of CINS
cases handled during fiscal 1976 decreased 4.6 from the
number handled during fiscal 1975. “Runaway™ cases
decreased 9,260 and “ungovernable” cases decreased 5.16¢
while “truancy™ cases increased 7.1¢%. Of the 6,133 CINS
cases handled during {iscal 1976, the number that were
handled formally decreased 24.49 from fiscal 19785,
informal handling decreased 33.6¢ while the number that
were disapproved or closed at intake increased 13.0%.

Only 2,051 or 3.5¢ of the cases handled by the
Maryland Juvenile Services Administration during fiscal
1976 involved Children in Need of Assistance. Referrals
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for “dependency” accounted for 54.4% of these cases,
“neglect” cases accounted for 19.0%, 24,19 involved
“mental handicaps:” A majority of these 2,051 cases were
handled formally (92.2%), while 1,207 were handled
informally and 6.66% were disapproved or ciosed at
intake. The total number of cases involving Children in
Need of Assistance that were handled during fi-cal 1976
decreased 10.89% from the 2,300 cases handled during
fiscal 1975. “Neglect” cases decreased 40.7% and “neglect
and dependency” cases decreased 1.46¢ while “dependen-
cy” cases increased 2,207 and cases involving “mental
handicaps” increased 4.19. Of the 2.051 cases handled
during fiscal 1976 that involved Children in Need of
Assistance, the number that were disapproved or closed
at intake decreased 4.3%., informal handlings decreased
43,20 and formal handlings decreased 10.6¢%.

Sex Ratio
The sex ratio of cases disposed of by the Maryland

Juvenile Services Administration during fiscal 1976 was
3.7 males to every female with 78.9¢¢ of the cases

involving males and 21.19 involving females. Of the "

23,164 cases that were handled formally, however, the sex
ratio was 5.2 males to every female with 83.8¢ of the
formal cases involving males and 16.20 involving
females. The ratio for the 5,109 informal cases was three
males to every female with 75.2% of the cases involving
males and 24,86 involving females. Similarly, males
accounted for 75.7¢; of the 29,771 cases that were
disapproved or closed at intake, while 24.3% involved
females for a rate of 3.1 males for every female.

Of the 45,794 cases handled during fiscal 1976 that
involved males, 49.29, were disapproved or closed at
intake; by comparison, 12,250 or 59.19; of the cases
involving females were similarly handled. Informal
handling of cases aceounted for 8.4% of the cases
involving males and 10.3%% of the cases involving females.
Formal court action handled 42.49% of the male cases
while only 30.6% of the female cases were handled in this
manner.

Race

A majority of the cases handled by the Maryland
Juvenile Services Administration during fiscal 1976
involved whites (30,893 or 53.29), while 46,5 or 26,976
involved blacks and 0.3% or 175 were classified as “other”
or race information was not recorded. Of the cases
involving whites, 53.50% or 16,518 were disapproved or
closed at intake, 11.2% or 3,458 were handled informally
and 35.3% or 10,917 received formal court action. Of the
26,976 cases involving blacks, 48.8% were disapproved or
closed at intake, 6.09% were handled informally and 45.2%
received formal court action.

Age of Juvenile

A ‘majority of the cases handled by the Maryland
:Iuvemle Services Administration during fiscal 1976
involved juveniles between fifteen and seventeen years of
age (34,986 or 60.3%). In general, the number of cases
Increased proportionately with an increase in age up to
the age of sixteen, decreasing thereafter. Sixteen yearolds
comprised the largest single age group with 20.76% of the
cases followed by fifteen year olds with 20.20% of the cases,
T'he average age of juveniles handled by Juvenile Services
however, was 14.60; years. This was approximately thc;
same regardless of the manner of handling. Thus, the
average age was 14.6 years for formal cases, 4.5 years for
1qf0rmal cases and 4.7 years for cases th-at were
disapproved or closed at intake.

Age By Type of Case

Of the 49,798 delinquency cases handled during fiscaf
197§, 63.0% involved juveniles who were between the age
of fifteen and seventeen years with juveniles sixteen years
of age accounting for the largest percentage of such cases
(2]_.7%). The average agr of juveniles referred for
delinquent offenses, however, was 14.9 years.

A majority of the 6,133 cases involving Children in
Need of Supervision consisted of juveniles who were
bgtweeu the ages of fourteen and sixteen years (67.0¢7)
with the largest group comprising the fifteen vear olds
§26.3%). The average age of juveniles referred as'(‘hildrcn
in Need of Supervision was 14.5 years,

By way of contrast, juveniles under the age of ten
acc,ounted for over half of the 2,051 cases involving
Children in Need of Assistance (55.1¢%) with an average
age of 8.3 years for such cases. )

Parental Status

Information concerning parental status was available
for 41,956 cases or 72.3¢; of the total number of cases
‘handled during fiscal 1976. For those cases providing this
information, 52.9¢ of the parents were living tugcthtn': in
6.5 of the cases either the father, the mother or both
parents were deceased; 25.9¢% of the parents were
separated: 11.89 of the parents were divoreed: 1.9¢ of
the parents were unmarried: and 1.0¢ of the cases listed
parental status as “other”,

Type of Guardian

) Of the 47,165 cases that provided information during
fiscal 1976 concerning type of guardian (81.3¢ of the total
cases hapdled), approximately half of the juveniles were
hwpg with both parents (46.5¢%). Juveniles living with
thgxr mother accounted for 38.6% of the cases, juveniles
%wmg' with their father accounted for 4.4¢¢, 3.40% of the
Juveniles were living with their mother and step-father

0.7% were living with their father and step-mother, 1‘2(’;‘:‘
were living in a foster home, 3.0¢ in another type of
family home, 0.6¢¢ were living in an institution (either in-
state or out-of-state), 0.6¢ with non-relatives, 0,16 alone
and 0.9% of the cases listed type of guardian as “other”.
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TaBLE 3
TOTAL CASES HANJLZD BY THE JUYEAILE SExVILES SOMIMISTRATION 3¥ COUNTY 48D HESIGN
FORMAL, TAFCRNAL, CHAKGE 1% DISPASITIGN & DISAFPROVED/CLGSED AT INTAKE CASES
1968 ~ 1576 FISCAL YEARS
Percent
1968 * 1969 1970 1571 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 Chanae
h % H % N % K % N % N % B A K % N % ) 1576
Region 1. Dorchester 8| .81 10} W ustosp el .8l 19} ) oss) L7i 37} 7l 0] ) 22) A -29.3
Somerset 81 5] 103 A 9% A 120y W4 118% W3} 148§ B 1231 31 bk S 152) W3} + 5.6
Wiconico 2091 1.0 311 13 242 K 233F W7} 238 8 238 .8 437 .9 413 J 3261 51 - 22.5
Worcester W71 LS| 307) 1.2) SI7 | 2.0f 818] 25| 69| Lg] S0} L&) 656) 14} 7501 L3] 816) LA| + 8.8
Region 2. Caroline 63 .30 18 5| 83} 3l azml oWl o) W3] sl o) 1ol L3p ws) LW 146) L2} - 29.)
Cecil 451 1.2 37y L5) 267 1.0 Lzg] 1.3 483 ) 1.3 5331 1.3 L8l 1.0 472 K:! 568% .91 + 1641
Kent 114 b il6 A 138 K 123} Wb 139 ok 151 N 21k Wk 210 Wb 14€) .2} ~30.5
Jueen Anne's 51 5 17 A 118 o 245 o7 163 o 153 A 181 ok 129 .2 154 3] + 13.h
Talbot 114 W6 63 2 115 oh 1811 5) 14k R 175 WA 195 W 25k o 2330 A ~ 8.3
*Region 3. Baltimore 1,939 1 9.8} 2,929 11.6] 3,530 | 11,7} 3,521} 1C.8] 3,709 | 16.8) 4,373 ) 184 5,550 11.6) 6,838) 12.G 5,229] 9.0 - 23.5
Har ford W3l 2,20 627) 2.5) Tess | el This| 2.f] Loss | 28] ook | z2) 95} gl Tssel 1w Loss| L+ 0.7
Region 4. Allegany 5531 2.80 361 14| s | w2l azel 13| o 1ol st ) nal sl 1] osse|l 1.d wss| .8f - 18.2
Garrett gl 5 83 WA 36 A 1] ol ue) 31 131 . W08y .2l 15| .4 161} W3] + 40,0
Washington 83| ho2f 4161 1.6 559 { 23| sif 1.6 71| 3] el L8| eer| el sl 1.5 &g L3 + L.
Region 5. Anne Arundel 9311 bl L2611 5.8 1,559 | 4.0 2,6080 3.0 2,k ) 65 23151 A7) 3,706 .l 5,296 G.3 5,048 & - 4.75
arroll 130} W7p 1631 W60 223 | gf E2f L) 23| WBp 3304 W83 skl Ll 6690 1.4 Elf LY - 7.2
oward 226 11 sh| 2.2f wss | oG] 3ol W9 M6 1 e L s nLsf sk2) LA 991 17+ 5.7
Region 6. Frederick 3671 1. B} LA ukl ] L7 %2} L) W50 L2} 5671 LAP gec) 1.6f  8o0) 1.4 832} 1.4+ if.i
Montgomery 2,091 | 10.6] 2,724 | 10.8) 7,590 | 5.5 2,550) 9.8) zem | a8} W) 7.2} 35%2) v 53 5 4,39 7. -16.3
Region 7, Calvert Y] 20 129 O 134 o5 1911 A1 213 H 245 b 284 X 433 o8 310 5 - 284
Charles | 15) .6l 162 W8 s | 12| | ne] sz | 16l snloasl o ogsfoag  sw| nd o gl Ly - 2
Prince Gearge'sy 3,268 18.5( 5,101 | 20,2} 5,550 | 21.2) 5,977} 18.3 4,823 | 18.3| 6,717 | 16.G| 8,552 17,9} 3,320) 16.3 9,074 15.4 - 2
St. Mary's st st oW Tike | el 12| sl st 2l sl ool wss] nol sl 4 sef . - 7
Region 8. Baltimore City | 7,281 36,81 2,509 33.7} 2,331 | 32,0f 11,384 34.8|14,076 | 37,8 17,703 | 42.2] 17,769 | 37.1] 20,590] 36.4 24,878} 42.4 + 20.3
STATE 19,782 § 1000} 25,270 |100.0} 26,236 }160.0) 32,703 }100.0 {37,752 }100,0f 41,949 1200} 47,905 }100.0) 57,162) 100.0 58,0441100,0 + 1.5

* Includes non-support cases and cases invslving acults contrituting to the delinuency of 2 minor




TASLE &

FORMAL JULVERILE CuixT GISPISITILNS BY COURTY AhJ REGLES
1965 - 1976 FISOaL YEAAS
1565 1969 1570 o 1572 1573 1974 1575 BIe e
% N3 N R I N P % LI RN
Region 1. Dorchester we) sl owe| oWl sl .6l | W6 86| 5] WO | W7 16| W9 k2 g1 106 | L5f - 5.k
. Somerset 63 R 55 o3 Lg 3 /A3 RS 57 o3 81 oA 73 N 59 3 91 4l +sk.2
Wicemico 3 8 223 L2 158 o0 1981 1.C 221 L1y A3 1.3 2561 14} 71k 1.0l 167 gl =220
Worcester 8l .61 | S| 10| .6 12| L 2] .77 108 .6 o Y T J 106 S5f - 254
venion 2. Caroline 58 " 361 5 L5 .3 61y oh 6 31 52 3 153 B4 B 2l 39 WY =220
T | w9l ow| 2 %] H | ] wa] B ds | Bl ws| B wm | s | e
Kent 196 o7 JRELY B 99 of 7S 63 31 37 ok ! 35 73 1 ! I e
Gueen Anne's Wl W8 UT| W7 115 J 0 178 Ll 106 W6) 113 Bl 1057 A T2 .3 ol .4 - 305
Taltot 9hf .6 521 .3 35 B 271 .6 731 A f 3 9 S 4 S B . - 2.8
. N 5 A ] ol 5 iy o} 1 £ L}‘
Recion 3. Baltimore 1,327 | 1L.8] 1,381 10.6] 1,564| 9.8 1,362} 8.8 LESLL 5.01 1,513 ¢ 791 15151 3.0f 1,751 | 8.3 L261| %M g0
i karford bl za| Tuss| 2l w9l 2o kol 2i2| s 1.9) az | nel ;i oo e | 19 “s{ 1.4 ;35
> | Region b. A1legany hag | Z.ob 30| Ll 39| 2.0 398 2.6 3ké) L9f 3331 LI 391 2 462 2 W02 L7 30
Garrett 521 .6 86{ .5 3l 91y .6 771 A4 7 A 2 B B : 3| M ;a0
<ashingtor 7| b6l 33 2. 48| 3 WY d2f tig) 2.3 s17 | el ekl 2.9 603 | 209 49 2. _1s9
Region 5. Anne Arundel 6311 3.9 9061 5.1 A651 4.4 1,164 7.5 8351 S.hf 1,849 5o 1,384 7.4 1,51k 7 1’L4} 5] - 4.8
C Carroll 123 .8 183 9 wz{ A ieep .8f 1Al . w7 | W8 1Y 4 23| 1 193) .4 —135
Howard 11 11}l 320] g 0 268 LA 18U L2} 2377 1.3t 205 | LY 2960 1.8 329 1 291 1.4 _12.2
Region 6. Frederick L3 o3 631 W4 135 .4 120} .8 15 S 131 NIV 4 166 2091 9 4 25.9
Fontgomery 1,262} 7.9 L4750 8.3 L,M70 8.9 1,218 7.9) 1,kes| 8.1 1,712 631 1,230] 6.8 2,076 9.8 1,653% 7.4 - 20,4
Region 7. Calvert k5 3 106 N 49 3 56 Wb 89 5 72 oA 93 A 168 q4 16 =3 - 31,0
Charles 115 i 145 o8 98 .4 109 7 173 S 119 R Vit .4 288 L. 3891 L + 3.1
Prince George's] 3,228 20,1} 3,5%0| 19.9 3,129} 1.7 2,800] 18,1} 30021 16,4 2,867 | 149 3,2590 17.4 3,473 16,9 3,673} 159 + 5.9
St. Haryls 69 .li 215 1" 96 .6 87 06 1C7 -6 11’8 08 199 lo] 219 100 139 .E - 3605
Region 8. Baltimore City| 5,812} 36.2) 6,715] 37.% 6,395 3.7 9,892 38.2) 8,213| Lb.g| 9,529 | H9.8 7,701} 41 8,377 1 39.71L,531) 9.4 + 37,7
STATE 16,043 | 100.0} 17,788} 100.q 15,901} 100.4 15,433{100.0] 18,340 | 100,0} 19,214 | 100.9 18,735} 100.q 21,079 | 100.4 23,164} 190.d + 9.9
* Includes non-support cases and cases invelving adults contributing to the delinguency of 8 minor
TABLE 5
TOTaL NEMBER OF £AScl HANDLED IFCR¥alLY
BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATICN 8Y COUNTY AND RESICH
1368 — 1976 FISCAL YEARS
1968* 1969 1970 1971 1972 1573 1974 1975 1976 ifrcent
¢f # . "
- N % n 3 N % N % i % b # N S h % N % 72?3-(‘796e
Region 1, Dorchester 1] 1.3 258 o3 20 o2 103 8 73 7 b
Somerset 351 1.1 Bl g XS 5 43 .k 3 ‘4 71 o8 31 *3 51 -8 31 Sl 45.6
viconico 23l g Lkl 83| wo| | 6l A o A 2 Bt
orcester 1871 5.5 21hy 3,2 378 1 LA 1 5.7 2811 2.7 i * 5 1 lg .% + Ii?g.ﬂ
Region 2. Caroline 315 1 2 - - -
Cecil | 3ol Ar| 57| | 21| ae| ool | il B2l &l 4 oz s al s
Kent 8] .2l 1 2l 3] a) w] o s) oo SE o1 B S ) Al s 12 1200
ﬁueen ABFE'S 1 .G * s '5 Zg 'g z% Og ;é 1’1_: ']_-'g 92 13 03 - 31.6
T lt t «: c' © o L¥s ) ° 25 - - 5 .
alto 11§ .2 14 o2 65 o5 b1y Lk 21 o Bl L3 165 ?.? % I.g - Zg.z
Reqgion 3, Baltimere 1 M 1,016] 154} 1,308 1 15,00 1.ce: 7
. ' otp e 2uT g iRl LIS 12,71 1,61 15,60 1,781) 21,30 1,152} 19.31 3.5 )=
Karford ) 2] 7| ] ] ] Uess| ods] isl Sl il Gl TR R s
~ kegion 4. A1leqany 51 2 6 6 . -.
.5 34n 2] o0 . z
Garrett 1 .\: 5 IZ o.;‘w 1Z ’.}: 3; °§ g; "E ~§ ol 216: o1 5 o1i=- 1'5.7
dastingten 831 2.8 51 g : . g ol 32 31 o8+ 7.2
33 o0 52 oH H o2 i3 ol 4f o5 z5 o 37 1.3 245 L3+ 152.6
Region 5, Anne Arundel 121 . 14 7 o7 1 = Y 3 IR r - ‘ -
Carroll 1 3.6 31 2.2 7;:[ uoé 1,1?»2 'Jag IQCES T8 2%3 2.6 ?E 1.3 555 1l.6 993 | 19.4)+ 14,8
Howerd wl 2 al e 2 2 A af A BLE 17y 13 2.2~ 137
i I IR RS 1 3 ool 12 2l 12y .2 Wt
Region &, Frederick 3241 10,1 231] 4.5 183 b
= . . . 2.1 57 oJ 11} 1.1 381 1.2 72 A 112 c o 5
Fontgomery L7 gk 5 sl - : 2t i lz} 21 15 G Bl- 158
gomery 781E G LeR 17,91 1,16 {135 1,273 ] 12| 1,361] 15.0 L2331 1550 1,858 30,7 775 10.3 52 li.a— ;1.9
Region 7. Calvert Z 2 LS 2t :
a Char les B2 gl sl o ual sl ol wl sl s ss] ] s s
Prince George's 1 8 1,513 ZZ°§ 7 ng Qz'j ? ?:g ogog v ;é? 2?.5 ggi 2£°g 4 6 & -3 2% J:S - §Q:éh
M ' . k Rt e RE ] "’-'.' Fol3 7% Stad £ /7 OG g \.-g’-.‘f ?:5 l{.n 55 73 e ¢ 3
St. Mary's ] I | | B  B B G CT I vt s B4 It I B ZIRE B R
N
Region 8, Baltimgre (it 1,320 41,4 £ v ze: e b o2 oge s o o
‘[_g ety L) WLE L) 7R 4% | 1) get3) 2n3) nzek] 4] 1) aes) s 13, 251 a7 032 e 0.0
ST:!TE 3 2 3 ; £ i s s o5 Tl o2 nrr o reon e e ¢ -
5201 GO0F E,016000.0] 2,832 11220 112,302 |105.] 15,383 iens | 2, ms fiocas 8,831150.0] T3 1150,5] 5,179 |125.0]- 31k

* Includes nor-surzort cases and cases irvolvias ady

Ite contributing fo the delinwency of 2 ninor
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TABLE 6

TETAL W¥3ER F JUVENLLE CA3ES DISAPPRUVED 7 CLOSED AT INTA¥E Y CCUNTY ARG REGION
FI5CAL YEARS 1570 - 1976
e - a7 " 1574 1375 1976 Percent
1370 1571 1572 1973 & Change
A % it % i 5 J % N % N % i » | 1875-1976
] . n 7 BN E 01| s 2| - B
: Region i. Dorfheszer 2 ok gg :g *gé oé 5 .g 8& .3 £ ,g - zz.k
: Somerse 161 .2 &1 .6 16 . 15 | W7 W | 5 - 253
| forcester 33 | 27 P R B D - B 20 B B B S B
o : ' . I N R 136 | 5 81 S5 - A2
f Region 2. faroline aopul 3 :% I 30 | 2.5 | e | 12 2 1 1) AL - 22
i Kont 3 | 2.6 71 .8 al .2 il 3 1% | .5 s | b N IR
: N * . .1 [D L 4
pedres L@ lwa | al 1 w| 3| = 6| m| a| a| 4 TS 198
5 } : 5 g 10.7 | + 1825
i ti S 4g2 11.2 ‘13" Sl 1,073 75 2,?57 12.:? 19?7: 55 5,1 7 ‘
Region 3. faltinore S | 52 o 5| | | | Tm| s | mo| s ws | o+ vb
* VRegion 4. Allegany A R s al 3 o1 2] - 2’{‘;2
SO arratt i . 2 3 [ b .0 15 .1 £ I ‘ : O T
Washington i 3 3 o5 191 | Lz 122 5 13 ] 11 . - L
Region 5. Anne Arundel 27 2.2 68 I},S 3;& ‘; o3 1,556 1{1}2 2, %‘% g.’g 2,2}3 Hl}% ,gié 213.3 - h}g.‘t
71 R [ e . e * 7 *
arrall U I B My % 1- s | 13| Beef a1l d1) 21| EB| 23| + 1
5 , 522 1.8 533 13 + 21
i i 1C.1 172 3.9 18 2.2 338 2.3 513 2.2 522
Region 6. tF gzczg;;g:fy 123 5 73 231 2.7 5261 3.7 bl 1.9 2,071 8.k 2,145 7.2 1 - 10.9
Lk
i 1Lf .Z 5 00 7 00 7 26 .1 - 271..
Fegton 1. Chaties S I /1 T I Bl I Bl 2 IVl ] I R
inc ! . 194 b4 1,661 19.2 1,607 11.2 351 1 5,296 .7 g . -
gg}ﬁifkgfgrge l gl %.g 3 o1 26 o3 5 M 235 1.0 321 L1 >261 1.2 12.5
Region 8. Baltimore City 607 | 50.8 2,740 | 6l.k L5791 53.6 6,796 1 47.3 9,123} 39.5{ 11,688} 40,7 | 12,315) 4L.b + 55
STATE 1,214 }100,0 k4591 1250.0 8,549 1 100,0 | 14,3771 100.0 | 23,125} 100.0 28,6601 100,0 § 29,771 | 100.0 + 3.9
TABLE 7
TCTAL OFFENSE CASE RATE AND TolnL DELINICEST CASE RATE
PER 1,000 JUVENILES 8Y COUNTY AND REGION — FISCAL 1976
Total Cases Total Delinquent
Population Estimate Handled by Cases Handled by Jelinguent Case Rate
5 through 17 years Juvenile Services Total Case Rate Juvenile Services Per 1,000
July 1, 1974* Administration Fer 1,000 Juveniles Administration Juveniles
Region 1. Dorchester 6,680 212 32 165 5
Somerset L, 4570 152 3k 116 26
Wicenico 13, 6 0 223 2k 262 19
vorcester** LG 16 173 527 39
Region 2. Caroline 5,255 14 22 itk 22
Cecil 1h,700 sta 7 523 3¢
Kent 2,895 148 35 1% 28
Jueen Anne's L, 760 124 574 LG y
Talnot 5,640 232 H 709 37
© Region 3. Baltimore 151,270 5,273 35 4,593 30
Harford 35,310 1,033 24 a2k 23
Region b, Allegany 1%,64C b5 75 235 15
Garrett 6,430 161 27 164 17
Wasrington 25,520 830 33 £18 74
Region 5. Anse arundel 87,67¢ 54048 53 h452 51
Carroll 13,456 £71 2 483 )
Howard 24,240 w1 i 520 38
Region 6. Frederick 23,520 32 35 727 36
Yontgomery 144, 240 4,239 z 3,226 22
Region 7. Calvert 6,996 216 A 225 32
Charles 18,415 565 52 692 38
Prince George's 173,235 %, 57k 52 7,651 b
St. Fary's 1k, 160 501 3% 30 25
Region 8. Baltimore City 201,410 24,878 124 22,221 111
g s s y
STATE 1,015,930 58,04k 57 43,738 b3

* Population data supplied by the Maryland Center for Heslth Statis*ics
** The high case rates for vorcester County are due to the summer influx of youth to Ocean City
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TABLE 8
DISPCSITIC!H BY COUNTY AND REGION
FISCAL 1976

1[4

5 s | % 852 8§ 2gls g £
ag o lg23 1 Bg|EFE] €8 (Ee<| B2 B . | BS 53 | 22 .
2| § (SRS 3188 §5 | E8g| =] £ | EE|gS | B | 55| 2
&5 2 |§28| 58(83c° | 32 | 388 SE| £ | #8185 | s | 22| 8
g b
Region 1. Dorchester 2 15 15 15 9 15 %6 .
Somerset 12 19 L 2 I 6
Wicomico 19 1 17 6 2h 20 11 51 :
worcester 23 1 23 6 1 3 2 32
i i 7 2 5 5 2 11 1
Region 2. gzggilne 1? iy g 1 10 15 ? 2 16
1 8 4 7 5 20 12
Kent 12 8 1 1 3
Queen Anne's 9 3 3 9 | ;
Talbot 1 20 2z 3 1 5 17
Region 3, Baltimore 3 23k 3 58 b b 117 96 490 Z 2 3 Z 32
Harford 1 91 ' ? 2 k7 17 146 1 1
Region 4, Allegany 8 3h 17 1 2 67 5 131 .8 20 ! 7 7;
Garrett 5 5 1 3 1 4 2 1k 31 1 ) 69 H
Washington 3 29 18 19 5 43 31 7 % 2 ’
i 10 207 91 155 3 311 1 190
Region 5. Anne Arundel 12 308 ) L 5 ;
Carroll 25 1 5 1 3 17 6 7 :
Howard 2 123 2 1 10 5 o 103
Region 6. Frederick 18 31 7 1 2 9 3 7 . gg
Montgomery 533 3 15 8 5 104 P 985 89 z
Region 7. Calvert 14 1 4 1 }E 10 11:2 2 2 g
Charles 22 11 6 1 2 " e 24 2 21
Prince George's 2 728 5 48 1 143 59| 168 979 1
Ste Mary's 16 3 3 6 L 77
Region 8, Baltimore City | 48 6,031 27 256 11 6 3h 836 3,085 6 161
i STATE 146 8,479 103 537 254 410 1,216 1,330 6,508 12 183 17 112 700
TABLE 8
{continued)
2 N 2 T2
s |82 L AR
e & | 2% c 22 ES 2 8 S |288 S0 =2
2 2| 8% Sgw |BE2ts S8 | Ep 3<% 3 || S5 s
¥55 | 52 | . |BEE |5E2f| 5. | BT | E% |EmE| a3 <P [Z% | B
| S£E | &2 5 | £5% |8335 £8 | 25 | 55 |=5%| B5 | &= 54 =
Region 1, Dorchester b 1 8 106 31 75 212
Somerset 3 7 1
Wicom 91 61 152
icomice 1 3 6 167 13 140 320
Worcester 6 3 106 5 705 816
Region 2, Caroline 1 39 27 80 146
(éecil 1 2 1 10 8 12 169 62 317 548
et 2 2 1 1 7 13 59 146
Tuflagnt nne's 1 1 2 50 28 76 154
albe 2 1 1 55 % 83 233
Region 3. Baltimore 6 28 1 62
7 1 1,261 781 3,187 5,22
H 9
arford } 28 2 2 12 418 18 | 'ses || 1,005
Region k. Allegany 1 -
Garrett 2 o % B . 4 3 Lo 5 51 58
Washington 3 83 20 93 43 5 161
27 494 25 111 850
Region 5. Anne Arundel
Carroll 1 2 - B 7 1 1,441 995 || 2,614 || 5,048
Howard P 5 12 2 193 113 315 621
v 5 289 12 690 991
Region 6. Frederick 1
7 17 10 ~ S
Montgomery 17 A 209 90 533 832
8 58 L3 33 1,653 601 2,145 4,399
Region 7. Calvert L
Charles 2 11; 10 2 2 1 116 168 26 310
Prince George's 12 977 > g’:’ 7 389 26 545 960
St Mary's 1 23 3 9 2 I]13,679 707 || 4,688 9,074
— 1 1 139 1 361 501
Region 8. Baltimore City 24
! 46 1 121 15 12 |h1,531 L,032 ||12,315 || 24,878
STATE 67 5 |L,205 176 | 1,102 66 423 109 13 ||23,164 5,09 |[29,771 || 58,044 B




TABLE 9
MANNER OF HANDLING CASES BY COUNTY, REGIGN AND TYPE OF OFFENSE
FISCAL 1976

L Formal Informal Disapproved/Closed at Intake
: Special . .
Delinquent CINS CIma Proceedings} Delinguent Cins CIHA ¢ Delinquent CINS CINA
Region l. Dorchester 73 g g 29 2 g% ié 1
fﬁ?ﬁ;ﬁﬁ 13 1 54 1 13 138 ?
Vorcester 93 8 b 1 4 1 530 172 3
Region 2. Caroline 22 1 16 21 6 3 9
i 2 59 3 302 14 1
ﬁg(r:él 12(2) ’ 2k 9 4 48 11
Queen Anne's 43 7 25 3 ?12 b
Talbot L7 7 1 91 4 Gt 12
™o
i Segion 3, Baltimore 1,036 83 142 651 126 4 2,906 24 37
arford 521 %6 61 18 i85 8
Region k4. Allegany zz; }g 7§ 563: 212; 13 'i% 1%
Garrett '
Washington 356 33 105 190 41 14 72 37 2
Region 5. Anne Arundel l,(llgg lg}é l‘%‘g . 33(2 ;g 2,;2’(]) 132 }
Carroll
Howard 254 19 16 11 1 655 3h 1
Region 6. Frederick 176 20 13 71 18 1 480 52 1
’ Montgomery 1,366 134 153 548 52 1 1,312 833
Region 7. gzlvgrt 322 4(6) %’; 1%853 52 3%Tll lé"; ;
arles
Prince George's 2,993 250 436 625 80 2 4,033 bl 11
St. Mary's 130 6 3 1 283 78
Region 8. Baltimore City 10,700 360 il 781 248 3 {10,840 1,407 68
STATE 19,926 1,285 1,891 62 4,377 707 25 25,495 4,141 . 1%
TABLE 10
MANNER GF HAKDLING CASES BY COUNTY, REGION A%D SEX
FISCAL 1976
Formal .
i Informal Disapproved/Closed at Intake
Mal s .
—— e Female Total kale Female Total ¥ale Female Total
egion 1. Dorchester 76 0 5 N
Somerset 69 2 i * K & 7 22 75
dicomico 115 52 157 12 . ) {z:z, 17 61
Worcester 32 2 166 ’ 3 g #ZZ 4 140
Region 2. Caroline 32 ; - = : 50 215 705
feor lis 2 1 53 ; i i ; .
ent 60 14 : 1 H ¥ 2 51 317
(ueen Anne's 43 7 50 23 5 a 50 19 59
Talbot 47 5 7 7 ZZ 28 68 8 %
f % 70 13 83
ot
Region 3. Baltimore 1,97¢ 1
Vv 91 1,251 o o
Harford 353 & "Lie 5{,{7} 21% 7%{ 2’2‘:(?) £95 5,157
S 3 133 569
kegion k, Allegany 205 1
- ~ 3 1102 =4 -
o cloEl 2 g | EH I 2
128 L5 b )
Region S. inne Arundel x o ” i " 40 L1
Se h unde 1,110 331 1,441 761 2
war 237 52 279 7 é 1 Fé ]8: 315
H 530 169 6390
Region 6, Frederick 16L i5
M o ‘ 209 67 2 o s}
iontgomery 1,406 2% ‘ ; 3 30 393 145 533
Region 7. Calvert 9% 20
116 2 rin
Charles 371 63 339 I?L %g 2 7 19 2%
Prince George's 3,011 £58 3 67 547 156 25 386 15 545
St. Fary's 113 2 139 1 ’ 797 3,498 1,190 4,688
1 274 87 361
Region 8, Baltimore City 9,985 1546 R
s L 11,531 736 235 1,032 9,k13 2,895 12,315
STATE 15,419 1
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TABLE 11

MANNER OF WANILL CASES BY COUATY, REGICN AND RACE

FISCiL 1576

Formal Informal Disapproved/Closed at Inteke
{th
ther Gther i
or _ . ot .
white 8lack h‘n!:nown Total white Black | Unknown Total white Black daknown | Total
8 21 52 23 5
Region 1. Dorchester 43 §3 19? 15 1 25 22 61
Somerset 92 ; 17 1 2 13 gk 5 1 14
wWicomico 92 73 z o : 5 627 77 1 705
dorcester 85 21 1 ?
] 3 5 1 77 58 ) 80
Region 2. Caroline 26 13 12; Ei % 5 2 301 1% 317
Cecil 162 6 1 % ’ z, 13 3 20 %
Gueen Anne's ‘ c c 95 ] 25 83
Talbot 37 18 55 57 8 9 >
. . 647 133 1 781 2,563 620 b 3,187
Region 3, Baltirore 1,016 2kt 1| 1,26 - e 0 563
P2 parford 552 % 118 14 ? 18 Bl 3
- 5 5 50 1 51
Region b4, Allegany 32} 1; l’g% t,% z,% 25 25
Garrett 7 o £ 7 111
Washington 456 38 EN 273 16 245 103
. [ c 59 2,198 4,3 7 2,614
Region 5. Anne Aruntel L175 %3 > s Y : it "308 7 315
Carroll 174 18 ! 2 5 7 12 511 13 6%
Howard 199 E 289 ?

i i 68 22 96 436 97 533
Region 6. Frederick 163 46 209 5 15 2,145
? Vontgomery 1,333 316 bl 1,653 511 8 > 601 LD o g '

| , 68 22 4 26
Region 7. Calvert ] b . eT g % o | 13 1|,
Charles v 6 2.021 32 88
Prince George's 1,969 1,699 11 3,679 397 301 9 70'{ 2123'5] ’ o ’361
St. Mary's 108 31 139 !
8 8,934 23 12,315
Region 8. Baltimore City 2,567 | 8,920 W {11,531 ) ™ s f Loz | 5% | &P ;
STATE 10,917 | 12,178 69 | 23,164 3,558 | 1,629 22 | 5009 | 16,518 | 13,169 A X
TABLE 12
TOTAL CASES HAGDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
BY CGUNTY, REGIGN AND SOURCE Of REFERRAL — FISCAL 1976
Source of Referral
Depar tment
Department of Other
] of Parent/ Social Social Court/ Special
Police Education Relative | Services Agency Frobation Gther Citizen Police TOTAL
Region 1. Dorchester 157 2 21 Zh 1 7 212
Somerset 135 2 13 27 1 b 152
Wicomico 250 1 21 3 3 5 4 320
vorcester 781 13 13 5 2 1 1 316
Reaion 2. Caroline 4 13 5 16 14 4 146
Cecil 478 4 7 1 z 1 2 21 548
Kent 61 5 16 25 fd 2% 2 146
Jueen Anne's 136 6 1 5 b 1 154
Talbot 175 21 & 1 1 12 4 233
Region 3. Baltimore 4,916 Lz 57 113 71 5,229
Harford 823 23 b 55 € 18 2 1,905
Region 4. Allegany 196 14 159 b 12 2 i1 17 458
Garrett 5 17 33 5 3 2 2 17 161
Washincton 505 17 77 95 1 11 4 £7 8k 856
Region 5. Anne Arundel 4,303 213 194 295 z 1 25 ? 11 5,048
Carroll 485 32 42 2k 3 1 5 2k b 621
Howard 801 2 43 8 3 LY/ 87 931
Region 6. Frederick 672 4 45 g 5 43 5 532
Fontgomery 3,575 2 £Gh 33 3 25 > 2 k393
Region 7. Calvert 257 20 1§ 12 2 310
Charles 874 35 2 b 1 ? 60
Prince George's 5,236 375 563 37; 24 86 59 £35 1,393 3,074
St. Mary's k47 14 29 7 2 2 501
Region 8. Baltimore City 18,901 2,119 1,754 445 23 5 3% 1,524 1z 24,878
STATE b4,313 3,063 3,986 | 1,761 65 179 252 2,731 1,651 58, 0k




TABLE 13
TOIAL CA3E5 RANGLED BY THE JUVERILE SERVICES ADMI KISTRATICH
8¢ ZCUNTY, REGIGH ANG AGE - FISCAL 1376
Lver 1%
‘ or
an:‘(er - - 5 1A ys R i 3
IB gears | 16 years | 11 years | 1Z years} 13 years 14 years | 15 years | 16 years | 17 years| 1% years| Unknown Total
~ . zf A 23 i 1 212
Region 1. Dorchester 31 5 % 7 iz g% P 37 23 k4 152
Somerset %{ % * ¥ A 5 brd £ 4, 7 1 20
Wiconico 3 : Z pa i £z 23], 24k 14 1 816
worcester 22 6 3 17 51 <0 157 ‘
_ a g 75 5 2 1 146
Region 2. Caroline 5 b Z 2% gl,z 7; 132 ’x’Zg 111 15 7 548
Cecil 13 6 1 : 4 21 ? 2k 23 2 146
At ! 1 ; : 7 p 1 % 31 5 5 154
Jueen Anne's 2 c £ 4 7 1 233
Talbot 5 5 3 14 25 5 % 56 5
0 1,160 1,096 122 7 | 5,229
o : . Baltic 117 € 114 7247 447 7% 1,GZP ’ ’
& | featon 3 3%2?8”" 61 21 3 62 106 144 155 172 179 k5] 2 1 1,005
1 £3 82 76 k 51 458
Region 4. Alleginy 73 g g ? g; ;é ;8 30 32 1 161
Garrett 5 6 850
Washi nigton 8k 17 27 32 67 147 135 165 >3 1
o - 3 8 2 (48
Region 5. Anne Arundel 50 11 12 2 -0 A " 7 11 bl e
2 * ¥ - Ar‘ -
;Ciz:;;%l 19 6 1k UTH 77 LY 187 218 245 36 ? 331
Region 6. Frederick 22 17 23 bz 74 129 155 173 128 7 lg , 833
& 310
Region 7. Calvert 23 6 9 21 » 132 2’;3 lgi 123 1; 2 960
Frinos George's 3 166 18 qgg " 1,2553 1,862 1,915 1,810 150 5| 9,00
rinc y
St. Hary'sg 15 8 21 28 24 75 109 g1 162 17 10 501
Region 8. Baltimore City 810 513 753 1,362 2,k7% § 3,887 4,979 4,548 L,564 421 167 | 24,878
STATE 2,223 1,032 1,515 2,914 5,280 | 8,679 | 1,720 | 12,021 11,245 1,07 344 | 58,044
TABLE 14
TCTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADNINISTRATIGH
BY CCLATY, REGICH A%D MAJTR REASCH REFERRED - FISCAL 1976
>2 | % - 2 2 58
57 [Soo o g s | 85| olges| = 2l 05| 28
2 |1EE|EEE 2 o (Bs | £ 2| 22| E|SBs & 2] Eg| &%
S| 3 leS.lo%z] 28| & |58 s | 35| <5555l 3 | g2 85] &3
o 7 5235 2¢ s 8 a8 > S 5.9 S22 (12338 2 58 =3 8.5
- T =L D DDl o g - [~ [=R ] (%2 = = - [ %] <L O3 (%] @. ¢ wu. > oz v
Region 1. Dorchester 1 23 10 15 21 2 3 15 14 2 21 1
Somerset 10 4 21 2 3 23 Z 2 g 1
wicomico 2 15 17 kg 5 3 16 15 3 51 5
Worcester 1 3k 18 L ] 1 7 1 37 192 40 59 gy - 18
Region 2. Caroline 2 13 5 2 8 2 1 2 7 6 1 5
Lecil 1 E; 24 70 53 23 2 27 %5 2 25 21 3 8
Kent 15 2? 13 7 1 = 11 2 7 5 1
Queen- Anne's 7 14 6 7 39 17 24 8 5 5
Talbot 1 24 3 5 7h ? 3 £ 32 2h 18 12
~ gegion 3. Baltimore 22 517 218 705 568 24 51 16 233 233 16 90 11,017 5 33 45
Harford 11 92 21 1€ 84 3 12 1 85 60 g 125 9 29
Region 4. Allegany 2 14 1 31 24 1 z 1 10 25 2 24 hg 3 2
Garrett 18 2 21 & 1 £ 3 b b
‘Washington 16 5 & 73 29 1C 2 50 3k 3 43 1722 2 3 4
Region 5. Anne Arundel 33 5ke i23 538 §z3 14 235 12 222 3 10 157 542 3 18 69
Carroll 5 3k 1k 2 10k 2 11 1 62 53 30 26 1 13
Howard 10 Bk 3 131 86 21 b ) 63 g4 2 19 132 13 17
Regic: 6. Frederick 10 57 Z1 2 30 1 21 2 63 31 5 125 5 10
Montgorery 25 241 243 Lag 531 7 g 1€ 155 275 1 122 113 3 5 37
Region 7. Calvert 3 21 6 Ly 33 11 1 35 23 7 14 5 7
Char les 7 67 51 15 39 35 3 Gh £9 15 5 b 6 b
Prince George's 7y M2} 33| 1,12 636) 232} 2%k 13 ] 36 579 b gk | 1,615 6 141 112
St. Mary's 7 37 5 55 62 1 11 38 58 9 55 16 3
Region 8, Baltimore City 121} 4,178 1,012 | 2,856 2,633 5051 1,833 g3 759 1,269 317 293 | 2,064 156 492 140
STATE 355) 7,001 ) 2,181 | 6,746 | 5,850  995) 3,086 % 172 } 2,h68 | 3,655 371 1,635 | 4,254 191} 830f 527
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TABLE 14

(centinved)
5 ; A T 1] 2 2 28
Region 1. Dorchester 5 1 ié ﬁg 2 L 14 21 6 7 2 15 * 152
Somerset % ) ) 7 262 5 1 z L3 6 5l % gg
Wicomico 181 1 2 4 7
Worcester 19 4 8 || 527 15k 15 1z
kg
6 1]l 16 5 g 5 16 1
Region 2, Caroline > 122 g; 15 3 5 22 1 2 3 548
Cecil 22 1 5 107 3 2 10 5 6 i1 7 24 146
A R Y8 70 A N N A Y B B B I | 3
Jueen Anne's = £ 1
Talbot 17 30 4} 209 2 &
183 5,229
) . 4,593 171 L ezl 43 51 153 22 3 :
Region 3. Baltimore 167 1 1 283 1% o 170 29 75 15 1 61 1,005
g Harford 14 113 82k 9 33 & “ T
- 1 22 55 - 2 52 18 72 56 458
Region &, Allegzgy g ) § g,i, igg 1(1) ﬁ 25 49 1 1 2 % 12? 3 %gé
Garre ox ; 1 10 76
washington 13 1 10 54 |} 618 »® 18 % H 7
ol 4o sgf | e 3f 1% 5,048
Region 5. Anne Aruncel 2?2 3 5 5;’; ’*,Zgg Z; 1;3 1?5 1 ; 15 3 1 2; 1 [ ggi
11 6 fl 1
Horord B 1) e |l %20 2 3t ) S 7 6 3
3 1 832
3 7 b 22 3 50 3 5 1 I
on 6. Frederick 14 7 31 107 727 3 , z 154 4,399
Region © mf,ﬁtéiéiry 124 2 13| 570 |} 3,226 777 31 239 |f 1,019 1 70 8 5 ;
sl 70 1| 1B Iy b 310
Region 7. Calvert }_? é{z}g gg .1]? 52 228 6 33 1 40 960
cerles N BL b ] gl || ] s | ws| oom )l wmel zi) 3z} Mp MY ]
Prince George's ’
St. Fary's § 16 1 35 41 kb 21 3l 32 84 3 ‘ —
c 7 2971 152 20} 542 21,8
Region 8, Baltimore City | 1,175| 9 1] 2,1% 122’321 4750 5401 1,000 4 2,015 3
o ? 50 6 494 a1yl 2,051 62 158 Olf‘f]i
STATE 32| 13| 50| s fhe,es |} 2ol 1,229 503 6,155 %01 1,1 ? ’
TABLE 15
TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVEKILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
BY MAJOR REASON AND AGE AT TIME OF REFERRAL — FISCAL 1976
Over 18
inder or
Ma jor Reason 10 years | 10 years | 11 years | 12 years | 13 years | 14 years | 15 years | 16 years | 17 years | 18 years | Unknown Total
Arson 23 12 20 30 50 62 52 5h 50 6 359
Assault 160 164 193 418 723 1,140 1,332 1,348 1,332 130 71 7,011
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 5 5 19 51 122 338 529 537 513 39 3 2,161
Burglary/8 & E 146 122 251 349 656 985 1,378 1,481 1,22 140 1k 6,746
Larceny 86 120 159 321 522 868 1,129 1,310 1,178 132 19 5,850
Robbery g 12 11 1) 71 164 222 238 186 37 8 999
Disorderly Conduct 25 17 26 87 221 29 592 756 852 72 9 3,086
Sex Offense 3 6 § 13 31 30 36 21 27 1 172
Vandalism 132 107 129 218 296 384 438 364 332 49 19 2,468
Narcotics Violation 1 3 6 32 86 312 701 1,052 1,320 127 15 3,655
Glue Sniffing 1 5 7 16 42 70 ¥ 65 66 8 2 b5%4
Alcoholic Beverage Viol. 1 2 1 6 20 69 174 305 24 28 5 1,035
Shoplifting 123 120 213 45 698 894 1,166 1,293 1,23 92 16 6,294
Purse Snatching 3 4 4 8 17 25 b LY: 37 3 1 191
Firearms Violation 1 b 3 20 62 103 171 214 232 15 5 830
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 5 1 6 14 22 75 123 124 141 15 1 527
Trespassing 37 31 52 110 51 389 557 501 381 27 6 2,342
False Fire Alarm 15 17 7 11 21 14 15 22 10 1 133
Violation of Supervisien 1 1 ? 3 18 12 8 b 1 50
Other 217 102 156 265 482 798 1,227 1,055 1,049 113 68 54532
Total Delinguent 993 854 1,268 2,462 4,395 7,152 9,976 10,800 10,596 1,039 263 49,798
Runaway 15 11 26 89 261 539 616 537 28% 14 9 2,401
Truancy 37 5 47 104 215 35h 31 66 % 2 3 1,229
Ungover nable 45 33 62 144 286 510 Gk kgg 7 10 b 2,503
Total CIKS 97 69 135 33 762 1,403 1,611 1,092 583 26 18 6,133
Neglect 239 22 13 19 20 20 28 21 b 2 390
Dependency 593 53 61 81 72 70 71 85 Lo 4 6 1,116
Dependency & Neglect 285 32 34 28 27 29 29 16 10 Z 2 k94
Mentally Hsndicapped 12 2 3 6 4 5 b 6 9 51
Total CIHA 1,129 109 111 114 123 124 132 128 65 6 10 2,061
Special Proceedings ] 1 1 1 1 1 53 62
GRAND TOTAL 2,223 1,032 1,515 2,914 54280 8,679 11,720 12,021 11,245 1,071 34 58,044
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TABLE 16

FORMAL CASES HAKDLED BY THE JUVEKILE SERVICES ADMIKISTRATION
BY MAJOR REASON AND DISPOSITION

FISCAL 1976

Warned, Continue Coms to |[Committed Referred Support
Adjusted Juris~ {ase Custedy | Dept. of to to Restitution Ordered
Petition or diction Without | Awarded Social | Training Other or or
Maor Reason withdrawn | Dismissed iCounselled | Waived Finding To Services | School | Probation| Agency Fine Revised
Arson 3 51 3 2 1 Z 7 T Z
Assault 7 1,619 9 89 26 11 11 173 936 6
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 2 568 3 k2 19 2 5 129 b6z 3
Burglary/B & E 19 1,364 13 164 78 30 11 345 1,811 1 29
Larceny 12 1,070 13 69 21 6 ] 176 837 16
Robbery 302 1 53 2 3 1 91 276 4
Disorderly Conduct 2 395 3 7 2 2 1 19 133 2
Sex Offense 1 41 3 2 2 11 22
Vandalism 6 381 /4 8 7 2 37 203 10
Narcotics Violation 9 261 11 19 7 2 b Z1 55 1 3
Glye Sniffing 106 1 1 %5 47
Alcoholic Beverage Viol. 1 28 k ] 5 2k 1
Shoplifting 9 504 11 21 11 4 6 102 534 19
Purse Smatching 56 8 1 1 13 47 1
Firearms Violation 1 218 3 g V4 4 25 130
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 1 93 6 9 1 1 9 68 1 3
Trespassing 1 200 2 3 9 1 Y2 94 2
False Fire Alarn 24 1 g
Violation of Supervision 1 1 1 2 1 8 11 1
Other 19 628 9 2 1 30 129 B 392 1 81
Total Delinquent 93 8,000 81 536 215 99 180 1,293 6,365 6 181
Runaway 7 4o 4 1 4 6 15 9 27 1 1
Tryancy 6 32 5 2 5 14 3 23 1
lingovernable 18 89 5 12 20 53 8 8h 3 1
Total CINS b3 161 14 1 18 31 82 20* 134 5 V4
Keglect 5 43 8 35 199 2 2
Depencency 10 161 1 8 197 527 13 4 12
Dependency & Heglect 5 %5 6 3 b4 221 1 2 1 2
Mentally Handicapped 2 10 1 7 2 1
Total CIMA 22 309 7 19 2n 954 16 g 1 16
Special Proceedings 1 4 3 1 1
GRAND TOTAL 146 8,470 103 537 54 410 1,216 1,330 6,508 12 183 17
* Includes Interstate Compact cases
TABLE 16
(continued)
Con, to
Referred Juvenile Referred
Conmitted to Services Protec~ | Committed 0
to Psychia~ Probation | Admin, tive to Mental
. Suspended Mental atric without | Purchase Group Super— Forestry dation
Hajor Reason Sentence Other Inst. Care Stet Verdict of Care Home vision Camp Adming Total
Arson 1 4 9 4 g 172
Assault 5 n ? 106 9 100 6 7 12 3,210
Auto Theft/Unauth, Use b 1 b 74 6 7h 5 1 16 1,469
Burglary/8 & E 19 88 2 240 26 183 11 7 2k b,565
Larceny 23 56 3 1 138 21 102 3 1 19 1 2,592
Robbery 7 14 Z 40 39 1 1 5 842
Disorderly Conduct 10 b 35 3 21 1 3 643
Sex Dffense 2 1 4 8 97
Vandalisam 9 2h 1 1 92 22 26 5 z 837
Harcotics Violation 6 23 118 12 5 1 4 8 790
6lue Sniffing 2 1 Z 1 9 195
Alcoholic Beverage Viol, 3 8 3 16 3 1 1 102
Shoplifting 11 ral 2 144 22 55 1 L 1 1,572
Purse Snatching 1 1 1 9 139
Firearms Violation 1 1 1 i5 1 9 1 2 3 L2k
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 1 8 27 7 3 1 1 240
Trespassing 10 2 33 6 12 1 1 399
False Fire Alarm 1 Y4 1 38
Violztion of Supervision 1 1 1 8 2 rd K1t
Other 14 89 ; 1 62 20 37 3 15 7 V4 1,659
Total Delinquent 111 478 b1 3 1,144 175 132 36 L 108 5 19,926
Runaway 20 2 10 99 2 57 1 306
Truancy 29 2 i 20 89 248
Ungovernable 52 9 1 13 201 2h 136 2 731
Total CINS 101 13 1 30 330 26 282 1 2 1,285
Meglect 22 8 8 16 348
Dependency 37 2 17 5 b 34 1,049
Dependency & Heglect 9 2 1 3 6 2 k7 1 451
Mentally Handicapped 1 1 9 2 1 1 5 43
Total CINA 1 69 13 1 30 Lo 4 97 6 1,861
Special Proceedings 52 1 1 62
- GRAND TOTAL 13 700 67 5 1,205 176 1,102 66 2% 109 13 23,164
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TABLE 17
COMPARISON (F THE HUMBER OF CASES HANDLED BY
THE MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMIHISTRATION
BY MAJOR REASON FOR REFERRAL — FISCAL 1975-FISCAL 1976

(98]
L8]

Formal Infornal Disapproved/Closed at Intake Total
fyY FY Percent FY FY Percent FY FY Percent FY FY Percent
Major Reason 1975 1976 Change 1975 1976 Change 1975 1976 Change 1975 1976 Change
Arson 175 17 | - L7 50 29 - 42,0 152 158 | + 3.9 377 259 - .8
Assault 2,693 3,210 | + 19.2 713 584 - 8.1} 3210 527 | - 01§ 6,627 7,011 + 5.8
duto Theft/Unauth, Use. | 1510 | 1469 | - 2.7 | 231 L |- 390 | 609 51 | - 95 | 2,30 | 216 4 - 8.0
Burglary/B & E 4,185 4,465 + 6.7 755 510 - 32,5 1,869 1,7 - 5.2 6,809 6,746 - 0.9
Larceny 2,038 2,592 | + 27.2 797 580 -~ 2.2 | 2,579 2,678 | + 3.8 § 5,1k 5,850 + 8.1
Robbery 631 gh2 | + 334 33 32 - 30 108 125 | + 157 772 999 + 29.4
Disorderly Conduct 523 643 + 2249 365 197 - 16,0 2,208 2,6 | + 1.7 3,096 3,086 - 0.3
Sex Offense 50 97 + 7.8 26 20 - 23,1 72 55 - 23.6 188 172 - 8.5
Vandalisn 676 837 | + 23.8 3% 259 - bt 1,003 1,372 | + 36.8 | 2,07% 2,468 + 19,0
Narcotics Violation 783 790 { + 0.9 619 306 ~ 50.6 | 2,664 2,559 | - 3.9 | 4,066 3,655 - 10,1
Glue Sniffing 130 195 | + 50,0 31 25 - 19k 2k 137 | - 439 405 357 - 1.9
Alcoholic Beverage Viol. 146 102 | - 30,1 213 115 - 6.0 822 818 | - 0.5 | 1,181 1,0% - 12
Shoplifting 1,087 1,572 | + k6 | 1,053 826 - 2l.6§ 3,32 3,806 | + 16,2 | 5,h92 6,294 + 1h.6
Purse Snatr:hing 184 139 - 2'1.5 8 8 N/C !13 L + 2.3 235 191 - 18,7
Firearms Violation 31 42k + 20.8 3 b7 - 356 310 %9 | - 30 7% 830 s
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods | 190 20 | + 26,3 g kg | - 553 288 25 | - 194 572 2 - 19
Trespassing 304 399 | + 3L3 244 163 - 33.2 1,676 1,780 | + 6.2 | 2,22 2,342 + 5.3
fFalse Fire Alarm b1 38 - 713 21 9 - 57.1 89 86 - 3.4 151 133 - 11.9
Violation of Supervision 37 Ly + 10.8 1 3 + 200,0 7 6 - 143 k5 50 + 11
Other 1,418 1,659 | + 17.0 612 481 - 2L | 3,458 3,392 | - 1.9 ] 5,488 5,532 + 0.8
Total Delinquent 17,002 | 19,92 | + 15.9 | 63% | 4377 | - 30.9) 2,8% | 25,005 | + 27 } 48,360 | k9,8 | + 3.0
Runaway 468 306 | - 346 402 214 - 6.8 1,773 1,881 | + 6. | 2,663 2,501 - 9.2
Truancy 237 248 + 4,6 207 165 - 20.3 704 316 + 1549 1,148 1,229 + 7.1
Ungovernable 994 731 - 265 456 328 - 28.1 1,188 1,454 + 715 2,638 2,503 - 5l
Total CINS 1,699 1,285 | - b4 | 1,065 707 ~ 33.6| 3,665 4151 |+ 13.0 | 6,429 6,133 - kb
Neglect 593 w8 | - 413 14 9 - 3.7 51 33| - B3 658 390 = 40,7
De;g)endency 1,027 1,049 | + 21 25 8 - 68,0 Lo 59 + 47,5 1,092 1,116 + - 2.2
Dependency g Neglect “19 1'51 + 0.1; 5 8 + 60.0 lf? 35 - 255 501 49‘: - loli
Mentally Handicgpped L6 L3 - 65 3 8 + 166.7 kg 51 + &kl
Total CIA 2,115 1,80 | - 10.6 4y 25 - 432 1hl 135 § - 43 ] 2,300 2,01 - 10.8
Special Proceedings 73 62 - 151 5 62 - 15.1
GRAND TOTAL 21,079 23,164 + 9.9 7,443 5,109 - 3l.4 | 28,640 29,771 + 3.9 | 57,162 58, 044 + LS
TABLE 18
TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMIKISTRATION
BY COUNTY AMD PARENTAL STATUS — FISCAL 1976
Pa_re.nts Both Information
Living Mother Father Parents Parents Parents Parents fot
Together Deceased Deceased Deceased | Separated Divorced | Unmarried Other Provided Total
Region 1. Dorchester 72 10 5 1 26 30 59 1 12 2:2
Somerset 60 /4 12 42 30 1 152
Wicomico 118 13 26 5 38 82 37 1 320
Worcester 469 20 kY 3 89 162 20 3 6 816
Region 2. Caroline 67 7 13 k4 14 1 146
Cecil 315 14 16 4 ko 104 8 9 38 548
Kent 58 2 9 3 13 45 20 146
Queen Anne's 86 5 19 29 5 10 154
Talbot 135 2 12 1 15 36 28 4 /4 233
Region 3. Baltimore 2,976 96 280 16 8k 301 16 4 1,458 5:229
Har ford 575 13 37 z b 305 26 2 1,005
i
Region 4. Allegany 21 6 2 i3 88 9 2 78 Is8
Garrett 123 7 8 1§ 7 14 1 161
Washington ko3 16 31 6 5 90 35 214 850
i
Region 5. Anne Arundel 1,255 3 10 2 12 33 4 4 3,729 5,048
Carroll 362 2 17 1 8 59 ; b 5 133 621
Howard k97 7 20 I 27 18 ; 5] 296 991
Region 6. Frederick 497 19 Ll 3, 57 17 39 2 29 832
Montgomery 2,282 28 7 a 185 | 1 16 2 1,163 b3
; z
Region 7. Calvert 203 W I 1t % W 1 7 310
Char les 555 2 58 1 85 77 ] 16 § 147 960
Prince George's &,59% 182 585 5t . L3 2,035 245 5 171 G, 074
St. Mary's 347 6 . 29 1 a 55 9 3 32 501
: ‘ + :
Region 8, Baltimore City 5,940 31 475 38 8,75k f 373 169 328 8,56 24,878
i :
{ :
STATE 22,205 ; ny o 1,8% 165 10,869 § 4,930 803 430 16,088 | 58,044
i




TABLE 20

MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

MULTIPLE (FFENSE COUNTS
FORMAL & TNFORMAL CASES
FISCAL 1976

Formal Cases

Informal Cases

TABLE 19

BY COUNTY AKD TYPE OF GUARDIAN - FISCAL 1976

TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE MARYLAND JUVEKILE SERVICES AOMINISTRATION
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Major Reason Addi tional Major R iti
0ffense for Referral Complaints fog Refggﬁgg égggigg:gi
Arson
172 206
ﬁ:igu%ﬁ ) 3,210 3,817 5523‘? %
ef t/Unauthorized Use 1,469 1,809 o
Eurglary/Breaking & Entering by 465 5:726 %Iié =
Robber o e 52 i
Disorderly Conduct 643 l'ggg o 0
Sex Offense 97 110 lgg o
x::ggtigm o 837 1,756 259 %
cs Violation 790 1,058 "
Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 195 "218 g %
é%co?g%tg Beverage Violation 102 194 15? lgg
oplifting
Purse Snatching l’ggg I’Z;g i “
Firearms/Deadly Weapons Violation k24 759 7 ;
?ec/?oss_of Stolen Goods 240 886 23 g;
respassing
Fglse Fire Alarm 323 51?7 163 gt
giglation of Supervision b1 4% g L
er 1,659 2,966 481 75%
Total Delinquent 19,926 29,051 hy377 5,366
)
R
rg::::; 306 333 214
Ungovernable 2 4 165 i
731 802 328 %gg
T
otal CINS 1,285 1,397 707 791
Neglect
348
g:pendency 1,049 1 ggg ; ;
pendency & Heglect 451 '4 ; :
Mentally Handicapped 43 ’?; ’ =
Total CIKA 1,891 1,923 25 30
Special Proceedings 62 62
GRAND
| TOTAL 23,164 32,433 5,109 6,187
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TABLE 21
MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
BALTIMORE CITY AND PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY
ADOPTION AND CUSTODY CASES
FISCAL 1976

Type of Case Baltimore City Prince George's County

Adoptions

Pending at Beginning of Year 80 40

Assigned During Year 350 186

Completed During Year n 181

Pending at End of Year 59 45
Custodies

Pending 3t Beginning of Year 106 6

Assigned During Year ' 236 65

Completed During Year 248 7

Pending at End of Year 94 0
Guardianship

Pending at Beginning of Year 26

Assigned During Year 38

Completed During Year 51

Pending at End of Year 13
Qut—of<Town Inquiries (Requests from other Courts)

Pending at Beginning of Year 1

Assigned During Year 33

Completed During Year 32

Pending at End of Year [4
Guardianships with Right to Consent to Adoption

Pending at Beginning of Year 0

Assigned During Year 113

Completed During Year 113

Pending at End of Year 0

Prior to July 1, 1967, responsibilities for certain adoption, custody and guardianship services were the
responsibility of several local juvenile probation agencies. The Courts of Baltimore City and Prince George's
County certified several positions performing said services pursuant to Article 52A, Section 16, "In any event,
a3 court, . o « shall not have fewer personnel as a result of the operation of the Department of Juvenile Services
than it had.authorized as of 7/1/66, as certified by the Chief Judge of each judicial circuit."

It was felt that these valuable services, thus provided, should be reflected in this and future Annual

Reports.
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COMMUNITY BASED SERVICES

The number of admissions to community based
programs has steadily increased from a mere 116 com-
munity residential placements during fiscal 1968 to the
4,304 placements during fiscal 1976, exemplifying the
rapid expansion = of this service program. These
placements include admissions, both emergency and
regular, to the Maryland Youth Residence Center, Good
Shepherd Center, three group homes operated by the
Maryland Juvenile Services Administration and care
purchased from foster and shelter care homes and various
group homes and residences operated by private agencies.
In addition to these residential placements, there were 224
referrals to the Youth Service Center and 5,285 referrals
to Maryland’s Youth Services Bureaus, both of which are

day programs.

Of the total number of community residential
placements during fiscal 1976, 95.8% or 4,121 were
purchase of care placements, 2.3% or 98 were admissions
to Good Shepherd Center, 1.4% or 61 were State-owned
group home admissions and 0.5% or 24 involved ad-
missions to Maryland Youth Residence Center,

Purchase of Care

Placements in Purchase of Care facilities, which
include private residential placements made up of private
group homes, specialized institutions and foster homes,
and emergency shelter care provided by private families in
their own homes, increased 6.7% from fiscal 1976.
Emergency shelter care placements accounted for 73.19%
of these placements during fiscal 1976, while private
residential placements accounted for 26.9%.

A majority of the 1,109 private residential placements
involved males (72.1%), while females accounted for
27.9%, Of these placements, 74.09% involved whites,
25.4% involved blacks and in 0.6% of the cases, race was
classified as “other”. Baltimore City was responsible for
the greatest number of placements with 25.29 of the total,
followed by Prince George's County with 21.3% and
Montgomery County with 13,3%.

Of the 3,012 emergency shelter care placements,
52.3% involved males, while females accounted for
47.7%. A majority of these admissions involved whites
(68.8%), blacks accounted for 30.8% and in 0.4% of the
cases, race was classified as “other”, Prince George’s
County accounted for the largest number of placements
with 39.2% of the total. This was followed by Baltimore
City with 29.9% of the placements and Montgomery
County with 11.09.
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Good Shepherd Center

Good Shepherd Center, which is a therapeutic
residential facility for girls, reported 98 admissions during

fiscal 1976, an increase of 7.7% from fiscal 1975, These

admissions involved 82,79 whites, while blacks ac-
counted for 17.3%: Baltimore City was responsible for the
largest number of admissions with 25,59, followed by
Prince George’s County with 17.3% and Baltimore
County with 12,2,

State-Owned Group Homes

Admissions to the three state-owned group homes
during fiscal 1976 increased 35.6% from the 45 admissions
reported during fiscal 1975 to 61. Most of the admissions
reported during fiscal 1976 involved males (68.9%), while
females accounted for 31.19%. Of the 42 admissions to the
two boys’ group homes, 97.69% involved blacks while one
admission was classified as “other”. Of the 19 admissions
to the girls’ group home, 94,7¢; were black while one
admission was white. The three group homes involved
admissions of juveniles from Baltimore City (95.1%) and
three admissions  were males from Prince George's

County.

Maryland Youth Residence Center

Maryland Youth Residence Center, which is a
residential treatment facility for boys twelve years of age
and younger, reported 24 admissions during fiscal 1976.
This represents an increase of 9.1% from fiscal 1976. A
majority involved blacks (91.7%), while whites accounted
for 8.3%. Most of the admissions involved juveniles from
Baltimore City (95.8%), while one admission involved a
juvenile from Prince George’s County.

Youth Service Center

The Youth Service Center, which is a day program
offering spesialized services to delinquent youth, reported
224 referrals during fiscal 1976. This represents an
increase 0f9.89% from fiscal 1975. These referrals involved
85.7% males and 14.3% females, all of whom were black.
While these referrals involved juveniles fourteen to
nineteen years of age, a majority involved juveniles who
were sixteen to seventeen years of age (74.1%).

Youth Services Bureaus

\fouth Services Bureaus in Maryland are local com-
munity agencies which provide services to youth on a
voluntary basis. The primary purpose of these
conlqlunity-operated programs is youth development
and juvenile delinquency prevention. Seventy-five per-
cent‘of the funds required to operate Bureaus are
provided by the State of Maryland through grants from
the Juvenile Services Administration. The remaining
twenty-five percent of the funds are provided to Bureaus
by their local units of goveinment.

During fiscal 1976, Youth Services Bureaus serviced
5,285 formal cases, Formal cases in this context are not
“court-related” case, but are cases which receive regularly
scheduled counselling, have a complete case file
dev.eloped and have a specific counselor assigned. A
majority of these cases involved males (58.39). while
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females accounted for 41.7%. Whites accounted for
‘63.8% of the cases, 35.49 involved blacks and 0.8% were
classified as “other”.

Ip addition to formal counselling, however, Youth
Serwces Bureaus provide a broad range of services
mcluding. the following: Informal Counselling, Crisis
lnt-erventlon, Information and Referral, Tutoring,
Leisure  Time Activities, Mobilizing  Community
I}esources, Job Placement Assistance, Community
Education, Consultation and/or Training, and Drug
Education. The above figures do not reflect the number of
cases served in these other areas,

Seventeen Youth Services Bureaus are funded
through the Maryland Juvenile Services Administration,
Two are located in Anne Arundel County, five in Prince
Geo.rge’s County, three in Baltimore County, three in
}Baltxmore City, twoin Montgomery County and one each
in Carroll County and Charles County.



TABLE 22
COMMUNITY AND RESIDENTIAL EXPENDITURES

126
12

14

17
153
2

19
330
1,180
16
901
3,012

12
14
79
39
18
10
172
23
Sk

Loo

1,437

7h

14

24
158
26
636
12
501
1,575

100
ko
21
18
86
15
1%

147
23

236
16

280

1,109

77

309

13
13
10%
17
165
14
203

800

FISCAL 1968 ~ 1976
Good purchase | State-Owned| Md. Youth Youth Youth i‘: - a LEteYs
Shepherd of Group Residence Program Service Service
Fiscal Year| Center Care Homes Center Direction Bureaus Center Total
1968 § 292,872 § 292,872* e
1969 § 288,091 | § 92,151 § 380,242 L e o
1970 8 398,156 | 3 182,959 $ 70,534 § 651,649 y §
1971 § 475,629 | § 7h0,271 | B 225,588 § 1,439,488 S
1972 § 666,710 | § 1,389,001| 208,979 | § 50,160 $ 2,315,750 &
1973 § 742,802 | § 1,819,199 % 201,154 § 254,169 | 8 58,026 § 3,075,350
1974 § 758,149 | § 2,825,064 § 236,514 § 364,168 | § 76,354 8 4,260,249 @ | — iy N
1975 $ 809,205 | § 4,238,650{ $§ 238,570 § 346,831 | § 77,240 | 436,589 $ 6,147,085 £
1976 § 868,106 | § 4,826,722| § 254,846 § 396,300 | §81,83 | 8790,493 | § 306,030 | § 7,524,331 =
=
(&)
2
* Yot included in Operating Budget for 1968 = R
Ewo =
TABLE 23 ﬁé? 3 B e |~
COMMUNLTY RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS b el B
NUMBER OF ADMISSIONS & Sl -
FISCAL 1968 - 1976 = a
R oz
= =
= 2
Purchase of Care = &
Good State~Owned Maryland Youth = ® -
Shepherd Group Residence 4 s Fnee ]
[iscal Year Center Residential Emergency Homes Center Total o
1968 116 116
1969 105 16 121
1970 88 130 22 240 -
1971 131 216 46 453 S..5 | o &
1972 87 601 539 60 3 1,323 £74% | 54,58
1973 8 850 1,068 82 3% 2,120 55825 | BB28¢
1974 86 1,184 1,987 76 35 3,368 - o
1975 91 1,067 2,794 45 2 4,019 2 g
1976 98 1,109 3,012 61 2 b, 304 = &

Prince George's

Harford
Garrett
Washington
Carroll
Howard
Montgomery
Charles
St. Mary's
STATE

Region 3, Baltimore
Region 4. Allegany
Region 5. Anne Arundel
Region 6. Frederick
Region 8. Baltimere City

Region 7, Calvert
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10
5

Total

Black
12
17

Good Shepherd Center

Vhite
12

5

2

1

11

13

81

Total
126
12

14

17
153
k2

19
330
901
3,012

1
11

Other

28
273
583
928

Emergency Placements
Black

12
1h
15
53
42
18
298
1
!
903
12

White
112
142
317

2,073

TABLE 26
COMMUNITY RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS BY RACE
FISCAL 1976

FISCAL 1976

TABLE 75
RESIDENTIAL AND EMERGENCY PLACEMENTS BY RACE AND COUNTY

L
23
236

L BN (o]
N\OU\

Total
1060
40
21
18
86
22
15
14
147
16
280

1,109

1

Other

Black
180
282

Private Residential Placements

White
90
39
21
17
79
22
12

b
19
193
12
98
821

Prince George's

Queen Anne's
St, Mary's

Somerset
Wicomico
Worcester
Cecil

Kent
Talbot
Harford
Garratt
Washington
Carroll
Howard
Montgomery
Charles
STATE

White Black Other Total
Placement Number | Percent | Number Percent { Number Percent| Number | Percent
Good Shepherd Center 81 82.7 17 17.3 98 100,0
Purchase of Care
Residential Placements 821 7440 282 .k 6 0,6 | 1,109 | 100.0
Purchase of Care
Emergency Placements 2,073 68.8 928 30,8 11 0.4 3,012 100.0
State~Owned Group Homes
Males by 97.6 1 2.4 k2 1000
Females 1 543 18 9447 19 100.0
Maryland Youth Residence Center 2 843 2 91.7 2 100,0
TABLE 27
YOUTH SERVICE CENTER ADMISSIONS BY AGE AND SEX *
FISCAL 1976
Male Female Total
Age fiumbey Percent Number Percent Nusber Percent
14 2 l.1 2 0.9
15 3z 1647 10 31.3 b2 18.8
16 69 359 15 h649 84 305
17 7 40,1 5 15.6 82 3646
18 11 547 2 6a2 13 5¢8
19 1 0.5 1 0.4
Total 192 100,0 32 100.0 22h 100,0

Region 1. Dorchester
Region 2. Caroline
Region 3, Baltimors
Region 4. Allegany
Region 5. Anne Arundel
Region 6, Frederick
Region 7, Calvert
Region 8. Baltimore City

E-S
=Y

* The Youth Service Center is a day program offering specialized services to delinquent youth,
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MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES AOMINISTRATION

TABLE 25

TOTAL FORMALLY COUNSELLED CASES SERVED BY YOUTH SERVICES BUREAUS
BY LOCATION, SEX AND RACE

FISCAL 1976

Male female
Bureau Locatien Black White Other Black White Other Total
Annapolis Anng Arundel County 167 57 168 26 kig
Bowie Prince George's Co, b3 103 23 117 286
Carroll County Carroll County 6 222 b 119 31
College Park Prince George's Co. 8 91 3 6 58 2 168
Dundalk Baltimore County 7 2h6 b 15 167 439
East Baltimore Baltimore City 142 7 182 33
Glenarden Prince George's Co, n 28 105
Greenbelt Prince George's Co. 6 128 3 5 140 3 285
Harundale Anne Arundel County 1 119 4 88 222
Laurel Prince Georga's Co, 6 67 6 b5 124
Lighthouse Baltimore County 14 88 7 45 154
Listening Post Montgomery County 5 25 13 7 14 8 72
North Central Baltimore City 53 31 19 7 110
Northwest Baltimore | Baltimore City 376 7 191 574
PCA Baltimore County 63 2 46 1
Rockville Montgomery County 11 147 2 15 179 3 357
Tri-County Charles County 157 568 98 355 1,178
Totals 1,089 | 1,969 25 780 | 1,406 16 5,285
46

DIVISION OF
INSTITUTIONAL
SERVICES
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ADMISSIONS TO
MARYLAND'S JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS

Maryland Training School

Maryland Training School, which is a training school
for boys with a rated capacity of 301, reported 2,997
admissions during fiscal 1976, which includes 2,327
commitments and 670 detentions., This represents a
decrease of 19.2%, from the number of admissions
reported during fiscal 1975, The number of detentions,
which accounted for 77.604 of the total number of
admissions during fiscal 1976, decreased 23.7¢%. The
number of commitments, on the other hand, which
accounted for 22.4¢% of the total number of admissions,
increased 1.74¢.

Although juveniles were admitted to the training
school from all of Maryland’s counties, from Baltimore
City and from out-of-state, it is significant to note that
Baltimore City accounted for 64.367 of the commitments
and 78.0% of the detentions.

A majority of the admissions involved blacks (67.8¢¢),
32.0C¢ involved whites and 0.2¢7 were classified as “other”.

Of the total number of admissions to the training
school, a majority involved juveniles between fifteen and
seventeen years of age (79.0¢7). In general, the number of
admissions increased proportionately with an increase in
age up to the age of sixteen, decreasing thereafter,
Juveniles under fifteen years of age accounted for 17.8¢¢
of the admissions, 22,7% involved juveniles fifteen years
of age, 29.9% involved sixteen year olds, 26.4¢; were
seventeen vears of age and 3.2% invoelved juveniles
eighteen years of age.

The largest single age group for blacks involved
sixteen year olds with 29.60; of the admissions. Of those
admissions involving whites, on the other hand, seventzen
year olds comprised the largest single group with 30.5¢%.

Cases involving “burglary-breaking and entering”
accounted for 23.3¢% of the 670 commitments. This was
the largest single offense category. Following this,
“agsault” accounted for 14.9¢% of the commitments, “auto
theft-unauthorized use” accounted for 13.19% and 8.2¢;
involved “larceny”. Of the detentions, “burglary-breaking
and entering” accounted for 22.3%, followed by “assault™
with 21.7¢%, “auto theft-unauthorized use” with 10.2¢;
and “larceny™ with 9.8¢%,

Of the 610 juveniles released from commitments to
Maryland Training Schocl during fiscal 1976, the average
length of stay was 6.0 months. This represents 4n increase
of 1.2 months from fiscal 1975. Of the 2,324 juveniles
released from detentions, the average length of stay was
15 days. This represents a decrease of two days from fiscal
1975.

S
)

Montrose School

Montrose School, which is a co-educational training
school with a rated capacity of 255, reported 981
admissions during fiscal 1976, of which 668 were com-
mitments and 313 were detentions. Thisiepresents a 5.86¢
increase from the number reported during fiscal 1975,
This increase was due to the 28,7¢% increase in the number
of commitments, which accounted for 68.1¢ of the total
number of admissions, The number of detentions, on the
other hand, which accounted for 31.9¢ of the total
number of admissions, decreased 23,39,

Although juveniles were admitted to Montrose from
twenty of Maryland’s counties, from Baltimore City and
from out-of-state, it is significant to note that 64.7¢ of the
admissions involved juveniles from Baltimore City. Of
the commitments, 68.6% involved juveniles from
Baltimore City and of the detentions, 56.5¢ were from
Baltimore City.

A majority of the 981 admissions to Montrose
involved blacks (62.4%), while whites accounted for
37.1¢% and 0.5% were classified as “other™.

Of the total number of admissions, a majority
involved juveniles between fourteen and fifteen years of
age (62,2C¢). Juveniles fifteen years oi' age comprised the
largest single group with 32.6¢¢ of the admissions,
Juveniles under fourteen years accounted tor 19.8% of the
admissions, while juveniles over fifteen accou:ted for
18.0¢%. Of those admissions involving whites, however,
the largest single age group involved fourteen year olds
with 31.0¢; of the admissions, while juveniles fifteen years
of age comprised the largest single age group for
admissions involving blacks with 34.0%,

Cases involving “burglary-breaking and entering”
accounted for 20.8% of the total number of 668 com-
mitments to Montrose. This was the largest single offense
category. Cases involving “assault” accounted for 16.5¢%
of the commitments, followed by “violations of supervi-
sion, probation or aftercare” with 12,165 and “auto theft-
unauthorized use” with 9.19%. Of the 313 detentions,
“assault” was the largest single offense category with
16.9%. This was followed by *“violations of supervision,
probation or aftercare” with 13.7%, “shoplifting” with
13.4% and “runaway” with 9.9%. It should be pointed
out, however, that a majority of the “runaway” cases
involve Interstate Compact casss.

Of the 620 juveniles released from commitments
during fiscal 1976, the average length of stay was 6.1
months. This represents a decrease of 0.1 month from
fiscal 1975. Of the 307 juveniles released from detentions
during fiscal 1976, the average length of stay was 13 days.
This is the same figure as was reported for fiscal 1975.

Boys® Village

Boys® Village, which is now a detention center for boys
with a rated capacity of 56, reported 1,225 detentions
during fiscal 1976. This represents an increase of 5.2¢;
from the number of admissions during fiscal 1975 and an
increase of 12.6% from the number of detentions. It
should be pointed out, however, that Boyy' Village was
phased out as a training school with a rated capacity of
275 during fiseal 1975.

Although juveniles were admitted to Boys® Village
from six of Maryland's counties, from Baltimore City and
from out-of-state, a vast majority of the admissions
involved juveniles from Prince George's County (88.8¢¢).

Of the total number admitted during fiscal 1976,
51.3% involved blacks, whites accounted for 48.6%; and
0.1% were classified as “other™.

A majority involved juveniles between the ages of
fifteen and seventeen years of age (73.207). Juveniles
under fifteen years of age accounted for 23.0¢ of the
admissions, juveniles fifteen years of age accounted for
22.9¢¢, 29.0¢¢ involved sixteen year olds, 21.3¢ involved
seventeen year olds, eighteen vear olds accounted for
3.3¢¢ and in 0.5¢% of the cases, age was unknown.

Cases involving “burglary-breaking and entering”
accounted for 21.1¢ of the total number of detentions.
This was the largest single offense category. Cases
involving “shoplifting” accounted for 15.3¢, followed by
“larceny” with 11.3¢7 and “auto theft-unauthorized uge™
with 8.8¢¢.

Of the 1,169 juveniles released from detentions to
Boys' Village during fiscal 1976, the average length of stay
was 22 days. This represents a decrease of 10 days from
fiscal 1975,
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Boys® Forestry Camps

The Boys’ Forestry Camps, which have a rated
capacity of 140, reported 283 commitments during fiscal
1976. This represents a decrease of 18.26; from fiscal
1975. Of the total number of admissions reported during
fiscal 1976, 187 or 66.1; were direct commitments to the
Forestry Camps and 96 or 33.99% were transfers from
other institutions.

Juveniles were admitted to the Forestry Camps from
twenty-two counties of Maryland, {rom Baltimore City
and from out-of-state. Over hall of the admissions,
however, involved juveniles from Prince George's County
(23.0%). Montgomery County (19.1%) and Baltimore
City (17.06z).

A majority of the admissions involved whites (68.6¢%)
while blacks accounted for 31.4¢;.

‘ Of the 283 admissions, a majority involved juveniles
sixteen to seventeen years of age (76.7¢¢). Only 17.7¢% of
the admissions involved juveniles under sixteen vears of
age, while 43.1¢ involved sixteen year olds, seventeen
year olds accounted for 33.6% and eighteen year olds
accounted for 5,3z,

Cases involving “burglary-breaking and entering”
accounted for 26.96; of the admissions to the Forestry
Camps. This was followed by “violations of supervision,
probation oraftercare” with 14,167, “larceny” with 10,20},
and “assault” and “auto theft-unauthorized use™ each
with 9.5¢7,

The average length of stay was 6.9 months for the 281
juveniles released from commitments to the Forestry
Camps during fiscal 1976, This represents an increase of
0.7 months from fiscal 1975.




Maryland Children’s Center

Maryland Children’s Center, which is a diagnostic
and evaluation center with a rated capacity of 112,
reported 1,296 admissions during fiscal 1976. This
represents a decrease of 1.7% from fiscal 1975. Whereas
the evaluation process previously required a 30 day stay,
it has now been reduced to 21 days with the same service
provided.

While juveniles were admitted to Maryland Children’s
Center from all but one of Maryland's counties, {from
Baltimore City and from out-of-state, almost half of the
admissions during fiscal 1976 were from Baltimore City
(46.19%). This was followed by Prince George’s County
with 16.2¢% and Montgomery County with 10.2%.

Of the 1,296 admissions during fiscal 1976, a majority
involved males (71.5%), while females accounted for
28.5%. Over half of these admissions involved whites
(52.49%), while blacks accounted for 47.3%and 0.3% were
classified as “other™.

A majority of the admissions involved juveniles
between the ages of fourteen and sixteen (66.2%).
Juveniles under fourteen years of age accounted for
21.0% of the admissions, while juveniles over sixteen
accounted for 12.39%. The largest single age group,
however, involved fifteen year olds with 25.8%. This was
approximately the same, regardless of race.

Cases involving “ungovernable” behavior accounted
for 24.80% of the total number of admissions. This
represents the largest single offense category. Cases
involving “burglary-breaking and entering” accounted
for 13.7% of the adn..ssions, “assault” accounted for
13.3% and 6.9% involved “violations of supervision,
probation and aftercare”.

The average length of stay was 21 days for the 1,269
juveniles released during fiscal 1976. This represents a
decrease of nine days from fiscal 1975.
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Waxter Children’s Center

Waxter Children’s Center, which is a detention
facility with a rated capacity of 40, reported 1,276
admissions during fiscal 1976. This represents an increase
of 10.19% from fiscal 1975.

Juveniles were admitted to the center from fourteen of
Maryland’s counties, from Baltimore City and from out-
of-state. Montgomery County, however, was responsible
for the largest percentage of admissions with 31.2%. This
was followed by Anne Arundel County with 22.0%, out-
of-state admissions with 19.39% and Prince George’s
County with 10.3%.

Of the 1,276 admissions during fiscal 1976, a
majority involved males (70.1%), with females accounting
for 29.9%. Nearly three-quarters of these admissions
involved whites, while blacks accounted for 26.0% and
0.7% were classified as “other”.

A majority of the admissions to Waxter Children’s
Center involved juveniles between the ages of fifteen and
seventeen (75.5%). Juveniles under fifteen years of age
accounted for 20.6%, while eighteen year olds accounted
for 3.0%. In general, the number of admissions increased
proportionately with an increase in age up to the age of
seventeen, with the seventeen year olds comprising the
largest single age group with 26.1%. Of those admissions
involving blacks, however, the number of admissions
increased porportionately with an increase in age up to
the age of fifteen, decreasing thereafter. Fifteen year olds
comprised the largest single age group with 25.6%.

The largest single offense category for Waxter
Children’s Center was “burglary-breaking and entering”
with 16.0% of the admissions. This was followed by
“runaway” (14.8%) which includes Interstate Compact
cases, “shoplifting” with 11.4% and “assault” with 9.6%.

Of the 1,248 juveniles released from detentions during
fiscal 1976, the average length of stay was twelve days.
This represents a decrease of one day from the average
length of stay during fiscal 1975.

TABLE 29

MARYLAND JUVENTLE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

SUMMARY OF INSTITUTION EXPENDITURES

FISCAL 1968 - 1976

fiscal Year Training Schools Detention Centers Forestry Camps Total
1968 $ 5,632,139 8 1,039,728 § 589,915 § 7,261,782
1969 $ 5,633,399 § 1,138,951 § 572,601 7,344,951
1970 § 6,513,389 § 1,342,038 § 684,536 § 8,539,963
1971 $ 7,916,373 § 1,537,667 § 768,821 § 10,222,861
1972 $ 8,700,095 $ 1,782,315 § 882,241 § 11,364,651
1973 § 8,741,551 § 1,752,665 § 836,074 § 11,330,290
1974 $ 7,981,170 § 1,832,283 §  831,k07 § 10,644,860
1975 § 7,426,182 § 2,095,326 5 991,259 $ 10,512,767
1976 § 6,277,419 $ 4,190,101 § 1,101,191 § 11,568,711

TABLE 30
SUMMARY OF INSTITUTION ADMISSIONS

FISCAL 1968 - 1976

Training School Admissions Detention Forestry

Fiscal Year Conmitments Detentions Total Adggggg;ns Admgzzgons
1968 1,648 949 2,597 3,303 266
1969 1,833 923 2,756 3,868 9
1970 1,822 912 2,734 b, 441 318
1971 1,790 1,190 2,980 h,652 348
1972 1,801 1,843 3,644 4,131 288
1973 1,439 2,807 hy246 3,323 276
1974 1,131 h,118 5,249 2,440 278
1975 1,255 b,5hk4 5,799 2,477 346
[ 1976 1,338 2,640 3,978 3,797 283
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TABLE 32
ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND'S JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS
8Y COUNTY OF RESIDENCE — FISCAL 1976
Maryland Total for
Training School Montrose School Training Schools
Forestry Boys"* Maryland Waxter
Camp Village Children's | Children's
Committed | Detained Committed | Detained Committed | Detained Admissionsy Admissions Center Center
Region 1, Dorchester 5 6 9 14 6 1 2
Somerset ] 4 5 9 L 1
Wicomico 9 22 8 4 17 26 2 8
Worcester 4 b 8
Region 2. Caroline 1 4 1 b 1 3
Cecil 7 38 2 4 9 k2 10 13 1
Kent 2 10 4 1 b 11 1 1 3 1
Queen Anne's 9 5 9 5 2
Talbot 8 13 1 9 13 2 4 1
Region 3. Baltimore 40 144 27 13 67 157 b kg 10
Harford 13 48 10 2 23 50 13 21 2
Region 4. Allegany 8 6 7 15 6 6 12 2.
Garrett 11 1 12 3 8
Washington 17 34 13 4 30 38 2 15
Region 5. Anne Arundel 10 13 b 2 1h 15 27 2 104 281
Carroll 6 35 2 6 8 41 3 13
Howard 2 6 5 7 6 3 16 78
Region 6. Frederick 4 3 4 7 b 1 16 24
Montgomery 13 21 25 6 38 27 Sh 132 398
Region 7. Calvert 8 2 5 14 2 3 24 5 2
Charles 1 1 7 5 8 6 7 70 3 6
Prince George's 52 b 63 67 115 108 65 1,088 210 131
St. Mary's 2 4 1 6 1 6 37 16 6
Region 8. Baltimore City 431 1,815 458 177 889 1,992 43 1 598 87
Qut-of-State 7 55 b 17 11 72 6 2 1 246
TOTAL 670 2,327 668 313 1,338 2,640 283 1,225 1,296 1,276
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TABLE 33

ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND TRAINING SCHOOL, MONTROSE SCHOOL,

BOYS' VILLAGE AND VICTOR CULLEN BY TYPE (F AOMISSION

FISCAL 1968 - 1976

TABLE 34
FISCAL 1976

BY COUNTY Of RESIDENCE AND COUNTY OF ADMITTING COURT

ADMISSIONS TG MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS, FORESTRY CAMPS AHD BOYS' VILLAGE

Year and Maryland ‘
Type of Tralning Montrose §oys' Vlctor*
Admission School School Village Cullen Total
1968
Commitments 782 291 381 194 1,648
Detentions 530 211 208 949
Total 1,312 502 589 194 2,597
1969
Commitments 818 308 Lb6 Zh1 1,833
Detentions 493 211 219 923
Jotal 1,311 519 685 241 2,756
1870
Commi tments 761 336 406 319 1,822
Detentions h29 302 181 912
Total 1,190 638 587 319 2,73k
1971
Comnitments 872 308 311 299 1,790
Detentions 655 362 173 1,190
Intal 1,527 870 Lgh 299 2,980
1972
Comnitments 498 402 k20 481 1,801
Detentions 759 437 535 112 1,843
Total 1,257 839 955 593 3,644
1973
Commi tments 336 326 38z 395 1,439
Detentions 1,019 h66 1,158 164 2,807
Total 1,355 792 1,540 559 4,246
1974
Commi tments 403 347 350 31 1,131
Detentions 2,k72 599 960 87 k,118
Total 2,875 946 1,310 118 5,249
1975
Commi tments 659 519 77 1,255
Detentions 3,048 408 1,088 b, Shb
Total 3,707 927 1,165 5,799
1976
Comni tments 670 668 1,338
Detentions 2,327 313 1,225 3,865
Total 2,997 981 1,225 5,203

* Victor Cullen School was closed as a training school at the end of fiscal 1974 and converted to use
by the Mental Retardation Administration,

54

® ol et et O O Vo W AN TN o
=% ot — o~ N -+ '33
& - o~
] et O
(%) E©
o -z
I
D o
1%
5
|
c @
e S o
- =
[’d o~ r— O el O N [ndoa lad) ot o] m
> -~ o -~ o~ —~ - o)
o = ot o~
oo =D on
o o
2 ac
2 -t o~ — V= [ e
e )
oP NEZW S
ug - ”
@ u-lu Lo ] 4
&t B8
(31 w
r—t
=
M
)
-
2] 88
=) = et o~ -0 O - w0
(== D NS @ N &
=] o~
£ seet [ -
T —~4 —
o @
o
g’ N L -t -~ 0N (Yol o Fo¥ U o=t 4
s =5 AET 8B g
- 5
sl €S
3l 8
3| =
@
3
L QY
] S o
= =4
o Fa k)
= = o W oo~y O 0 N ~ O in — r—t
[ =] < - red d oG (oo
S5 0 r—t O o
S o
3 oc
~—
=) (=)}
Q =
5 ol D oy O 4t OO o OO ot o S oo o e~
-
(753 =2 N O [= NN e TV a Y B — =) ve) o
ot 13 ~ o
[~} o« O - 'S
< =] o~ o2
el <t
=
ol
[
fow
[ iy
o
S s 3 LN U O o e o~ 2t | MmO (=W o o o~
~—t [~ et - 0N [-o RV o] ~— N &N -y o - O o
F o D ~ o~ an
5| €2 o~ :
.
£ =29 ™
o @
[=y--3
)
- >
@ £
(12} i on -t Q
- @ Py [ ]
e @ < o FS S ©
] (" c [ o < e D - @ frad
s O W -] [ [ o I o o Q0 D > s
N WO < << o w St TR} Lot o5 N [ Vl’
Emuﬂw oprd Rt £ = {0 o -l % T . @ Q@ = L
g.gm ot gef [ -] et O N Q) sed O b O Cn m-—-«gg v tad
[4 3°T) (5] Q oepd e DD b el @ . L Ohg T >t -+ ? e
5505 58535 | 55| 258|552 |85 | 3852 55| =
. o
Q»dﬂ) LD €D a CY b [- - ~~1 <LD§ <8=: o & LoV - - 5 [7¢]
° L] L L] Ld Al [ ] L
— o~ N - V% (V- o~ <]
o= = o= = = = L~ [
=] =3 =} =} =} =} =] =)
‘& = 5 & =3 = B ks
8 8 g b ] a3 I g
[~ oc o as [~"3 o o [~

5t AR 5 i g e e e s

b et A A S



9¢

LS

TABLE 35

ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAKD'S JUVENILE IKSTITUTIONS
BY FACILITY AND OFFENSE

FISCAL 1576
Maryland Waxter Boys!*
Children's | Children's Boys' Forestry
Center Center Village Maryland Training School Montrose School Camps
Offense Evalustions] Detentions | Detentions {Commitments § Detentions Total Commitments | Detentions Total Commi tments
Arson 18 5 6 3 11 14 7 7 14 1
Assault 173 122 91 100 505 605 110 53 163 27
Auto Theft/Unauthorized Use 5h 103 108 88 237 325 61 12 73 27
Burglary/Breaking & Entering 177 204 258 156 520 676 139 23 162 76
Larceny 67 114 139 5 229 284 52 14 66 29
Robbery 62 27 66 6 79 125 Ly 9 53 ]
Disorderly Conduct 29 k1 22 7 62 £9 8 21 29 g
Sex Offense 21 4 8 20 20 7 5 12
Vandalism 29 37 21 21 50 n 15 11 26 15
Narcotics Violation 21 63 55 12 38 50 5 13 18 15
Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 13 6 1 36 Lh 16 16 |
Alcoholic Beverage Violation 3 11 9 4 6 2 i 2
Shoplifting 43 146 187 34 114 148 48 k2o 90
Purse Snatching 6 4 10 k7 57 13 1 14
Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 18 8 21 18 43 61 9 2 ! 11 i 8
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 5 11 22 13 t 27 10 ? 12 ! 5
Trespassing 11 15 33 2 31 8 1 9 % 3
False Fire Alarm 3 1 1 2 i
Runaway * 63 189 50 3% 39 9 31 40 2
Truancy * 16 :
Ungovernable * 32 4 2 2 :
Other * 51 102 P 32 167 199 26 ! 2 47 7
Dependency & Neglect 1 g
Special Proceedings 1 ;
Violation of Supervision* 90 63 86 53 89 142 81 | 43 124 4o
Total 1,296 1,276 1,225 670 2,327 2,997 668 § 313 981 283
* Includes Interstate Compact cases
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TABLE 36

ADMISSIORS TO MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS,

FORESTRY CAMPS AND BOYS' VILLAGE BY AGE AND RACE

FISCAL 1976

TABLE 37

: COMMITMENTS TO MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS
AND FORESTRY CAMPS BY LENGTH OF STAY (BASED ON RELEASES)

FISCAL 1976

Len%th of Stay Maryland Montrose Boys' Forestry

Months) Training School School " Camps Total

01 7 61 10 150

2 33 39 6 78

3 33 31 13 n

4 5] (Al 31 180

5 90 92 h2 224

6 74 87 36 197

? 61 79 39 179

8 47 39 33 119

9 23 25 16 64

10 20 26 22 68

n 19 14 11 bk

12 7 8 8 23

13 16 9 3 28

14 13 8 2 23

15 6 9 3 18

16 4 4 2 10

17 6 3 2 1l

18 2 1 3

Over 18 b 10 1 15

Total 610 620 281 1,511
Average 6.0 6.1 6.9 643

TABLE 38

AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY FOR DETENTIONS
LK MARYLAND'S JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS

FISCAL 1976

Institution

Total Releases

Average Length
of Stay (Days)

Age of Juvenile Total
Race by Under
Institution 101 10 1 12 13 U 15 16 17 18 {Unknown{Number |Percent
Maryland Training School
White 1 6 8 281 87 212 1291 292 33 %8l 320
Black 31 11 37 5k 94 | 204 67 | 602 499 59 3 2,0331 67.8
Other 1 4 1 6 0.2
Total b 11 43 62 122 | 292 679 |897 792 92 3 2,997 1 100,0
Montrose School
White 1 1 5 14 by | 113 109 | 3 37 7 1 364 371
Black 2 3 16 hs 611 177 208 1 50 Lg b 612 62.4
Other 1 1 3 5 0.5
Total 4 b 21 59 106 | 290 320 | 87 78 1 1 981 | 100.0
Total Training Schools
White 2 1 11 22 721 200 321 328 324 ko 1 1,322} 33.2
Black 51 14 53 99 155 | 381 675 652 5k 63 3 2,645 | 6645
Other 1 1 1 3 4 1 1 0.3
Total 8t 15 b4 121 228 | 582 999 {984 870 103 4 3,978 | 100,0
Boys' Village
White 7 4 12 6 57 146 1185 131 5 3 596 | 4846
Black 10 6 7 30 W6 17 133|170 130 15 4 628 | 51.3
Other 1 1 0.1
Total 17 6 11 42 72| 134 280 1355 261 4o 7 1,225 1 10040
Boys' Forestry Camps
White 1 1 2 185 63 12 194 | 6846
Black 1 15 | 3 32 311 89 | 3.4
Other
Total 1 2 b7 [122 95 15 1 283 | 10040
58

Maryland Training School
Montrose School

Boys! Village

Maryland Children's Center
Waxter Children's Center

Total

2,324

307
1,169
1,269
1,248

6,317

15
13
22
21
12

17
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63
20
12
15
Ly
121
50
616
394
21

683

59
23
14
15
385
13
9l
40
530
685
247
2,51

12
346
105

33
hgh

87

1,276

261"
78
2h

398
87

246

1,276

51
20
12
15
103
16
17
132
39
212
16
596
1,296

4g
21
12
15
104
16
16
132
39
210
16
598
1,296

Prince George's

Harford
Garratt
Washington
Carroll
Howard
Montgomery
Charles
St. Mary's
Region 8, Baltimore City
Qut—of-State
STATE

Region 3, Baltimore
Region 4. Allegany
Region 5. Anne Arundel
Region 6. Frederick
Region 7. Calvert

TABLE 39
ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND'S CHILDREN CENTERS g
BY CENTER AND SEX “
FISCAL 1968 ~ 1976 22| N oo {mgareon
S
_g
Maryland T. J. S. Waxter - =
Children's Children's k]
Year and Sex Center Center Total
Fiscal 1968 C8l e weo v i
Male Adaissions 71 1,493 2,23h g2
Female Admissions 266 803 1,069 Se
Jotal 1,007 2,296 3,303
Fiscal 1969
Male Admissions 868 1,748 2,616 ye
Fenale Adnissions 3 941 1,252 58 I
Total 1,179 | 2,689 3,868 gl £ 5’
Fiscal 1970 S| 8¢
Male Admissions 861 2,112 2,973 = = <
Fenale Adwissions 332 1,136 1,468 &,2 =
Total 1,193 3,248 b, bk & 51 3
Fiscal 1971 =& ¥ £3 o
Male Admissions 933 2,154 3,087 S R
Fenale Adnissions 330 1,23 1,565 SZe
Total 1,263 3,389 b, 652 FE8S
Fiscal 1972 §§§g o
Male Aduissions 1,021 1,884 2,905 Zye -
Female Admissions 334 892 1,226 E‘é‘ g ze N
Total 1,35 2,776 4,131 £ Sto3%
Fiscal 1973 é: % é
Male Admissions 973 1,189 2,162 =3 =
Female Adnissions 325 836 1,161 ; f
Total 1,298 2,025 3,323 g “ig o ool o
Fiscal 1974 sl =3
Male Adeissions 938 818 1,756 S
Female Admissions 295 389 684
Total 1,233 1,207 2,440
Fiscal 1975
Male Admissions 980 976 1,886 :,,
Female Adnissions 338 253 591 5,05 g
U QD O 1 =4 -
Total 1,318 1,159 2,477 %’ é% § %%"é 5§
Fiscal 1976 S8o8| S888
Male Admissions 927 894 1,821 ~ N
Fenale Aduissions 39 382 751 g g
Total 1,29 1,276 2,572 & o
60
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TABLE &1
ADMISSIONS 70 MARYLAKD'S CHILDREN CEKTERS
BY AGE ARD RACE
FISCAL 1976

<9

£9

Maryland Children's Center waxter Children's Center Total

Age 8lack white Other Total Black White Other Total Black vWhite Other Total
Under 10 years 3 3 6 2 2 3 5 8
10 years 9 5 15 2 1 3 11 6 17
11 years 14 12 26 1 2 3 15 14 29
12 years 45 3h 79 11 14 5 56 48 104
13 years 71 i 148 16 b6 62 87 123 210
14 years 122 156 i 279 41 126 | 167 163 282 1 ik
15 years 158 176 1 b35) 85 27 1 303 243 393 4 638
16 years 116 128 1 245 81 243 4 328 197 371 5 573
17 years 68 77 1 146 s 255 3 333 143 332 4 479
18 years 5 9 14 14 3 1 38 19 32 1 52
Unknown 2 2 4 6 6 12 8 8 16
Total 613 679 4 1,296 332 935 9 1,276 945 1,614 13 2,572
Percent 47.3 52.4 0.3 100.0 26,0 733 0.7 100.0 3647 62.8 0.5 100.0
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Federal Grants in Operation
During Fiscal 1976

By Program Area

With the assistance of the Governor's Commission on Law Enforcement and the Administration of Justice,
Federal funds were provided under the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1973 for the following on-

going programs during fiscal 1976,

Juvenile Court Services

Community Treatment Intensive Probation Project (Baltimore City)
Diagnostic and Treatment Services {(Prince George’s County)
Diagnostic and Treatment Services (Baltimore County)

Diagnostic and Treatment Services (Eastern Shore)

Diagnostic and Treatment Services (Western Maryland)

Diagnostic and Treatment Services (Anne Arundel County)
Diagnostic and Treatment Services (Baltimore City)

Community Services

Shelter Care Facilities Via Family Type Residential Care Capabilities
Diversion of Impact Offenders
Residential Facilities Project
Differential Group Home and Treatment Project
House Detention
A Study and Evaluation of Prevention Programs
Regional Delinquency Prevention Specialists
Community Treatment of Impact Offenders and Families
(Anne Arundel County)
Community Arbitration Program (Anne Arundel County)
Shelter and Foster Parents Training Program
Community Volunteer Program
Non-Residential Care Supplemental Project (Prince George’s County)
Community Diversion Youthful Offenders (Prince George’s County)
Urban County House Detention (Prince George's County)

Institutional Rehabilitation

Automated Drug Program (Maryland Training School for Boys)
Health and Family Development (Montrose School)

64

LEAA  STATE*
$ 474894  $ 52766
69.000 7.666
30,584 3.398
17,000 1,888
11,000 1,222
55.894 6.210
15,000 1,666

$ 673372 S 74316
LEAA  STATE*
$ 39012 § 4332
405,195 45,021
30,000 3,330
106,936 11,882
107,000 11.888
9,700 1,077
46,500 5.160
44316 4,920
73,982 8,220
11,415 1,268
43,460 4,828
75,000 8,333
50,735 5,635
34,648 3.848
$1,077.899  $119,742
LEAA  STATE*
$ 1572 S 174
11,000 1,222

$ 12572 § 1.3%

Multi-Functional

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

Public Information Program

Management Information Needs Study

Training of Trainers and Management Level Training Project

Parent Effectiveness Training for Selected Personnel Who Serve
Juvenile Services Clients

Training Seminars for Juvenile Court Judges, Masters, and
Certain Juvenile Services Staff

LEAA STATE*

$ 63,496 $ 6,752

4,000 444

29,176 3,234

25,008 2,772

19,998 2,220

12,978 1,456

$ 154,656 $ 16,878

TOTAL $1.918,499 $212,832

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









