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Preface

This Is a brief statistical profile of Chesterfield County drawn
from available local and State sources. It provides Information
about population changes, housing, health, education, crime, and
recreation. These all play a role In the lives of children in the
county. It is the first product of the Chesterfield youth needs
assessment being conducted by the County Office on Youth, with the
assistance of the Children and Their Neighbors Project.

Where appropriate, this report compares conditions in Chesterfield
with those in surrounding localities. Where possible, the report also
compares areas within Chesterfield County with one another. However,
most of the information about trends available in Chesterfield County
addresses the county as a whole. Only some information is collected by
census tracts, traffic zones, or other small units. This is a
problem for needs assessing, because it makes it difficult to pinpoint
geographic problem areas. Do we have problems in Chester or in Bon
Air? Should we do things differently in Ettrick and Midlothian? Because
the county covers over 446 square miles and because there are variations
in the population across those many miles, countywide figures tend to
obscure or 'average out' the diversity within the county, and the
problems of specific areas within the county.

Another information difficulty also must be taken into account.
Different groups, state and county, collect information in a number
of areas, particularly housing, welfare, health, and crime. Quite
often, local figures are compiled for use by the State, and in these
cases, the two should be the same. However, differences in reporting
categories, in reporting by fiscal or calendar years, and other
differences make these figures vary. It is difficult to know, for
example, what the exact number of welfare ADC cases or juveniles in
court were for any given time. However, generally these figures are
in the same range, and reflect the same trends, so they are not so
far off as to be useless. Where possible, where there have been
differences in figures, we have used those supplied by the County.

Because these figures do not let us compare different areas of
the county very often, and because they are subject to reporting
differences and are not necessarily exact or comparable with other
figures, we must exercise care in looking at the data we have. More
importantly, we must augment these data with information from those
who live and work in Chesterfield County, because these people can
tell us what Is actually happening behind the figures, and can fill
In where the figures are Incomplete or confusing. This statistical
survey will be followed, therefore, by a '"field" study of the county.
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Executive Summary

Many things happening in Chesterfield County affect children and
youth in the county. This Is a summary of official statistics about
those things. What these figures measure: population, housing conditions,
social problems, and the like, together form the stage on which Chester-
field County parents and their children carry out their lives.

Chesterfield is a growing county.
two percent since 1970. It is a county of contrasts, with very urban
areas and farms, and new suburban villages and historic towns. There
are wealthy areas, and there are areas of transients -- some beautiful,
and some along busy Industrial arteries.

It has grown in population eighty-

While it would be worthwhile to compare these areas statistically,
most information available abcut the county groups the areas together,
making comparison difficult. Where possible, we have included infor-
mation about differences in the text, but here and elsewhere in the
text we refer to the county as a whole.

Chesterfield has one of the highest median family incomes in the
state ($22,523 in 1978), and one of the lowest welfare case rates
(about three Aid to Dependent Children cases per one thousand people).
It has more single family than multi-family homes (77% versus 17%),
and 3.08 people per household. On the average, there are two cars for
every household in the county. Chesterfield's unemployment rate
has hovered about the three percent mark for the last few years, a
rate economists say is the lowest a healthy economy can expect.

There are few traditional problems in the county; at least, few appear
in the statistics. lllegitimate births, venereal disease, and other
health problems exist in lower numbers than elsewhere in the Richmond
area. Crime rates are low by comparison as well, about half what they
are in Richmond, and somewhat lower than Henrico County's.

In short, taking these figures at face value, Chesterfield in
many ways comes close to an ideal community to grow up in. Its
residents are well paid, well housed, and have few of the standard
problems. However, when we look beyond what the figures tell us
directly, to what they may spell out indirectly, there are some indi-
cations that Chesterfield Is beginning to experience certain pressures
and problems. These are pressures and problems common to urban
areas, which Chesterfield is fast becoming as It grows in population
and commercial establishments.

The tremendous Influx of people to the county is producing neigh-
borhoods of strangers, and citizens who are putting a greater strain
on public resources from mental health facilities to roads and sewers.
The newness of a community produces its own stresses on residents and
their children. People take time to adapt to new surroundings, new
neighbors, and new schools. Once they are settled they may be influenced
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by the changes taking place around them. In Chesterfield, children
find themselves In a changing world. They must face changes in their
surroundings, as well as the pressures and contradictions that growing
up anywhere today entails.

Despite the lowness of crime and other problem statistics, these
figures are rising, and do show that increasing numbers of youths are
getting caught wp iIn crime, getting pregnant, requiring services or
‘assistance, and the like. They are joining their urban peers in

feeling far away from their parents and the mainstream of adult society,
Why this Is the case Is undoubtedly wrapped up in many things that are
happening in Chesterfield County today. What these things are, how
they work together to produce problem breeding or supporting situations,
and how services can address them can only be answered with more in-
depth work In the neighborhoods of the county itself. We must move from
the statistics to the citizens themselves.
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Population
Growth

Chesterfield County Is a growing county. The first eight years
of the seventies saw a tremendous population increase of 64% in the
county (according to U.S. Census figures from the "Dress Rehearsal"
Census of 1978. According to Tayloe Murphy figures, the county's
population rose 66% in those elght years). This Increase far surpassed
an Increase of i2% In Henrico County over the same period. 1976-1977
was a parflcu'arly blg year; the population of the county jumped 12%

In that year.

Not all of the county is growing, or growing at the same rate,
however. Certain areas are growing at a rate of nearly 50% a year,
but others are losing population. The growing areas include, unsurpris-
ingly, the Robious-Midlothian area, Brandermill, the Chalkley area, and
the Courthouse area. Those losing population lnc&ude areas bordering
on Richmond, downtown Chester, and the Enon area.

Migration

Most population growth in Chesterfield County seems to be due to
in-migration. Chesterfield has a positive migration rate surpassed in
the state only by Spotsylvania and Powhatan counties (55.6% of the
change in population In the county between 1970 and 1978 was due to
migration). However, more people mean more births In the county. There
were 25% more births in the county in 1978 than there were in 1975, More
births mean the county will be providing for more young children in the
future.

An Urbanizing County

Chesterfield County's population is now higher than It was before
annexation In 1970. |t houses 126,134 people according to the 1978 U.S.
Dress Rehearsal Census, or 127,900, according to Tayloe Murphy figures.

The most recent estimate of Chesterfield's population(1980) is 140,000.
Population density (number of people per square mile) is now 3|3 peopie

per square mile, compared with 172 people In 1970 (using U.S. Census figures)
Even this figure Is low, however. Recent Chesterfield planning data indicate
that only B3.8 square miles of the 446.4 in the county are occupled. Popula-
tion density_in that case would be a very high 1,505 people per occupied
square mile.” More of the rural areas of the county are becoming suburban

to house this growing population, and more formerly suburban areas are
becoming "“urban" commerclia! centers. In short, Chesterfield Is coming to
have Its own urban quallties, and Is beginning to create Its own suburbs.

Population Differences

Chesterfield Is beginning to see different Income groups, and 2
significant number of owners and renters. Owners and renters frequently
have different Interests, as do different Income groups. While the
percentage of the population of Chesterfleld which Is black Is low
and has heen declining In the last twenty years (from 13 In 1960 to
1% In 1978), there sre still communities In Chesterfield that have




T L T B b i b+ e

e e T

R L TN

e ety g e e -
DRI e R 1 Y- EIVE ST NPETE S SURAS PP ER IR

large black populations, particularly in the Matoaca-Ettrick area (43%).6
There are also areas of the county whose residents are poor. These
groups, which differ significantly from the white, wealthier and more
politically active groups of the community, and which have problems
these do not, present another pull on county services.

There are other differences in the county's population, based on
occupation differences, length of residence in the community,
location of residence In an urban, suburban or rural area, or in a new
community like Brandermill or an old one like Chester. Some of these
will be touched on in other sections. All of them point to important
facts for county service providers to take Into account, for they spell
different needs, and different attitudes.

Children and Youth

Most of Chesterfield's population is young. The median age of
the county's population was 27.8 in 1978. About 7% of the county's
population was sixty or older in 1978, while those sixty and older
comprised 17% of the Richmond and 12.5% of the Henrico population in
the same year. Those 0 to 17 represented 37% of the population in
1978, while In Richmond and Henrico they were closer to 25% of the
population. Of that group, 48% were eight or younger, 30% were under
five./.Given a young adult population and a significant proportion of
young children, children are going to be a fairly large part of Chester-
field's population for some time to come.

Children are evenly distributed throughout the county, with two
primary exceptions. Ettrick has a relatively low percentage of
children in comparison to the rest of the county, while Bon Air has
a relatively high concentration. F igures by census tract can be found
on the following page.

Service Implications

A growing population means growing service demands, particularly
as the population comes to have urban characteristics. Urban areas
demand more services, for many reasons, than do non-urban areas.
Differences in population groups are also going to mean differences
In requests and needs for services. What works In one area may well not
work In another. The youthfulness of the Chesterfield population means
also that youth-oriented services, including schools, recreation, and
other activities, will be heavily used in the next years.
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POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS OF CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, 1978

Kids
6-17

1723

1264
1279
610
737
206

5817

1220
407
236

1135

1608
782
975
370
242

992
534
1051
393
430

257"

242
78!
466
5146

1052
533
862

2447

46

a Total Population Housing Units Persons Vacancy Family House- % w/ Spouse # Kids Kids
cﬁ:::sNT?:c: No. P Total per Household Rate holder % present Total 0-5
3.08=avqg. % Tot/Pop
Midlothian-Robious
1009.04 5894 1,842 3.4 5.9 9% 91% 43% 2522 465
Bon Air
1009.08 5492 1,876 3.09 5.3 85% 76% 39X 2137 705
1009.02 4725 1463 3.35 3.5 92% 84X 42% 1970 287
1009.07 2480 753 3.14 5.3 87% 80% 36X 903 176
1001.06 2979 954 3.20 2.4 9% 83% 39% 1162 197
1001.07 1591 848 2.03 7.7 47% 36% 21% 342 89
Totals & Averages 23161 7736 3.08 5.02 773 75% 36% 9046 8% 1919
South of Midlothian . .
1009.11 4620 1460 3.50 9.7 941 ) 87% 427 1944 439
1009.12(Brandermill) 1672 572 .21 8.9 94% 90% 8% 643 199
1009.13 1016 330 3.20 3.9 88% 81% 38% 388 69
1010 4424 1367 N 5.1 89% 80% ax 1822 77
South of 8on Afr{to Hull St.)
1009.09 5909 1916 3.25 5.1 88% 79% 41X 2449 580
1009.10 3325 1010 3.40 3.3 95% 90% 40% 1343 366
1002.07 4033 1346 3.13 4.3 88% 80% 39% 1565 355
1002.08 1552 482 3.35 3.9 94% 91% 401 623 175
1002.04 1252 485 2.73 5.6 80% 82% 3% 415 87
Totals & Averages 27,803 8968 3.2 5.5 90% 84% 402 11,192 $X 2647 6975
8ellwood Area
1008.04 4166 1429 2.98 2.2 89% 77% 37% 1536 252
1008.05 2399 814 3.08 4.3 88% 76% 38% 918 255
1008.06 4391 1555 2.56 4.7 82% 66% 39% 1716 515
1008.07 1575 496 3.27 3.0 89% 82% 40X 634 150
1004, 05 2158 833 2.75 5.9 75% 65% 33 727 187
1004.06 1441 648 2.61 14.8 70% 51% 34X 529 202
1004.04 1822 1012 2.04 11.9 49% 38% 23X 433 133
1004.07 3210 mz 3.05 5.6 83x 72% 381 1221 238
1003.02 (1003) 2461 976 2.67 5.6 77% 63% 33x 809 221
Totals & Averages 23623 8880 2.82 6.4 78% 65% 35% 8523 9% 2183
S. Eastern Clover Hill
1002.05 5185 1988 2.8 7.3 79% 66% 34% 1784 - 479
1002.06 2537 862 3.1 6.0 91y 84z 375 941 225
1008.08 3584 1148 3.2 3.3 93% 89% 38% 1370 206
Totals & Averages 11306 3998 3.0 5.5 87.6% 79.6% 36% 4095 910
Pocahontas
1008.09 21S 583 3.3 5.5 90% 81x 3% 770 174
" Horrowgate
1005.04 3104 1051 3.1 6.1 86% 78% 38x 1182 228

ns

184

Over

k113

168
404
nz
228

47

1310

285
37
a3

30

261
195
235
78
86

1570

292
129
150
91
110
40
58
202
122
1934

253
183
302

738

150

235

IRlack

2%
6%

£}
81
28%
102
12%

9.6%

5%
(1]
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15%

7%
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; ? Area Name & . Total Population  Housing Units Persons Vacancy  Family House- % w/ Spouse # Kids Kids  Kids 188  tBlack
it Census Tract No. Total per Household Rate holder % present Total 0-5 6-17 Over
A 3.08=avg. % Tot/Pop
: ; Courthouse/Chester .
1 1008.10 5133 1696 k) 8.6 88% 81y 362 1869 598 1074 197 7%
i 1004.08 3631 1244 3.0 5.1 86% 75% 38% 1368 289 842 237 4%
) 1008.11 mns 529 3.4 5.7 92% 79% 2% 722 124 427 m 27%
Ly 1005.03 830 333 2.7 8.1 77% 62% 34% 284 66 175 43 4
! 1005.02 6017 2099 3.0 4.9 82% n% 37% 2256 408 1433 15 7%
L Totals & Averages 17326 5901 3.0 6.5 85% 74% 37% 6499 1485 3951 1063 10%
o Matoaca/Etteick "' i
i3 1007.02 1444 416 3.4 4.1 87% 70% 41 599 81 m 147 55%
L 1007.03 4144 1301 3.4 7. 92% 81% 40% 1667 453 942 272 26%
g? 1007.0% 2879 1061 2.8 3.5 81% 65% 32% 934 169 508 257 36%
;; 1006 3894 804 2.6 7.8 70% 54% 16% 632 95 335, 202 54%
i; Totals & Averages 12361 3582 3.1 5.6 83% 68% 32% 3832 798 2156 878 43%
Ui ENOM Area '
v 1004.03 2474 957 2.84 9.1 81% 7% "38% 838 181 493 164 8%
g} 1005.01 2858 952 3.20 6.2 90% 83% 39% 1105 230 669 206 8%
iy
0. Totals & Averages 5332 1909 2.0 1.7 85.5% 77% 36% 1943 4N 162 370 8%
i
1
i
} b
11
§~ Source: 1978 Special Census Richmond Metropolitan Area
%} U.S. Bureau of the Census
E‘ ;
[
2 “
1!
I
K
I
;
i
i
;
- . = - ”~
- | } ‘
2 ; ) ~ ’

u
.
«
¢
i
[
#
1
4
ok
i
3
i
i
K
i
B
i
g
]
il
i
H
t
|
i
;
i
3
:
» i
t i
§ i
1
H
§
i
i
5
H
H
{
i
. i
£
sy
[
H
8
o
1
)
X
e
L8]
1
!
H
B
)
e



T e
S a1 RS 2 L ERIE AL YN

ot e an

L AR L iy ey P

Ak nans e

Land Use

Housing

g L

s

The predominant form of land use In Chesterfield County in 1977
was residential with 177.7 acres/|,000 population devoted to dwelling
units. Very little of the county's land is used for industrial(29.27 acres/|,000)
or commerical(9.53 acres/|,000) purposes. In fact only 19% of the total
acreage or 83.8 square miles of the county land was used by 1977.' Chesterfield
is from all appearances & bedroom community.

From 1970 to 1978, the number of housing units in Chesterfield County
Increased by 89% according to Census figures. Signs of growth for
surrounding areas were not as dramatic. Between 1970 and 1978 housing
units in Henrico Increased by 34% whlle the population increased by only
I2f. Richmond had almost the opposite experience. The city's population
actually declined during ThIE period,and there was a small increase in
the number of housing units.

Types of Dwellings

In 1977, 77.2% of the dwelling units in the county were single fagily
units, 16.9% were multi-family units, and 5.9% were mobile home units.
Of the family householder units in Chesterfield in 1978, 25% were single
parent households.4

Housing Unit Construction

Residential construction from 1970 to 1978 was predominant!y of
single family units(18,654). A look at the placement of these units by
magisterial district over the first eight years of the seventies shows
that most of the development occurred in Clover Hili(41%), followed by
Midlothian(25%), Dale(21%), Bermuda(10.5%), and Matoaca(10.3%). The
construction of multi-family units was much less(4677)during this same
period. However, the placement of new multi-family ufhits was identical
to that of the single famlly construction.5

Measured by these figures on single and multi-family housing
construction, It appears that Clover Hill, Midlothian, and Dale are bearing
the brunt of the county's population growth. This places most of the
population in the crescent shaped upper portion of the county.

In contrast to the single and muiti-family housing distribution,
three quarters of the moblile home parks are In the Bermuda district.6
This reflects the lower Income level of the Bermuda srea, and the unique
conditions offered by Route | where many of the mobile homes are located.

Persons Per Househo!d
In 198 the number of persons per household_was higher for Chesterfield

(3.08) than for Richmond(2.33) or Henrlco(2.73).7 These rates varled
somewhat depending on the type of unit. Occupancy was highest in the
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1978
pop. _

pop.

, Increase

4

, Increase

ij
! 1970 and 1978

Population by Bistrict
! 1970
; v Pop.
P Bermuda 17,359
i Clover Hill 16,561
i Midlothian Dale 16,113
i \‘: SN - Matoaca 1,731
I , Midlothian 15,282
i ~ ~ WNoo ! ’
it Total 77
lé N _ \ ,045
: N -
i Clover HIII

Matoaca

S [ 1- T

P

22,285
36,433
25,487
16,092
25,837

126,134

4,976
19,872
9,374
4,361
10,555

49,088

28
120
58
37
69

64%

source: 1978 Dress Rehearsal Census Results, Department of Community Development, Chesterfield County, Yirginia
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:lngleafamlly dwellings, next in the mobile homes, and then In multi-family
unlits.

‘Service implications

Growing In conjunction with Chesterfields population were new housing
developments and apartment complexes. Although these offer residents shelter
and many amenities,the new "neighborhoods" also have special problems and
needs. They tend to be Isolated nelghborhoods accessible to recreation
sreas, shopping centers, and indeed friends, only by car. This leaves
the family to elther provide transportation to members, develop alternative
famlly activities, or let each femily member fend for himself.

To clrcumvent the transportation problem end to facilitate the growth
of nelghborhood sentiment and cooperation many sreas are finding that
) programs placed In Individual housing developments and apartment complexes
§ work well. In this way programs can make use of a major Chesterfield
resource, Its people. Use of nelghborhood manpower for programs(in their
development and operation) helps to minimize the boredom isolation can
bring, ensures the development of popular activities, and allows programs
to belong to residents . '

In addition to nelghborhood based programs, other areas have also
found that neighbor networks work well. Nelghborhoods where parents know
: each cther and work together In the care of children Increase the
, ‘ : opportunities for early identification of children's problems. They

k ' : make concerted parental action more likely as well. Strong parenting
. ) ' networks can also offer supervision foir children on a regular and consistent
| basis.

Single parent households present another potential set of problems
and needs. In many Instances single parents work away from home; their
chlldren may need special supports during this period. Even when both parents
are present, If It Is & dual income family, they may exhibit needs similar
: S . 2 : - e 1o the single parent household. But single parents operate under another
) . ' oL : . ’ s disadvantage. They do not have a mate with whom they can share or split
E IO ' ’ . v ' E duties. These parents may then have special needs for some "time out"
’ . ) S .- : from thelr family duties. A strong nelighborhood network of parents manned
' [T T ' ‘ . principally by residents would make "time outs" feasible for parents while
- ’ offering the in loco parentis needed by the children.

o, W g

»
e e A R U DI B £ e AT M atT a0
. M A R . .

’ o
~




R S AN

Income and Employment '
Income . Employment

Chesterfleld median adjusted gross Income (reported on joint tax returns) aE H :" March, 1978, the last date for which such figures are available
was $21,041 In 1977, the most recent year for which figures are available. : the ? villan labor force residing in Chesterfield County was 55,412
For the state 8s a whole, this flgure was$16,989.! The majority of ‘ . peop e% Of these, 53,633 were employed, giving us an unemployment
Chesterfleld County taxpayers make over $10,000 per year, and most rate o 3-23-. 1,779 people were unemployed at that time. In that
cluster around the §0,000 - 30,000 range.?2 This Is different fram the same year, 34,595 people were actually working in Chesterfield County.?

Some of these undoubtedly lived in the county, but some did not
and.so we cannot compare our figures for the number of people wﬁo
resided In the county and were employed (in the county or elsewhere)
with the number of people who actually worked in the county.,

plcture In the staié &8s a whole, as the graph shows.
no. ()
al T e

Sereentage of Joint Tex Betara
Bi2tasent tacoms Covegoriss, 1577 0f those who worked in the county, the majority (25,241) worked

in “nonmanufacturing” occupations, such as construction ?2 578)
wholesale and retail trade (7,585), and government 410,762’-- '
this includes Federal, State, and County employees)® These are
broken out in the following table (next page).

-

Service Implications

3
There is little indication that emplo ment servi i
/ demanq in the county. Its citizens arepwe{l paid, ange:h:rSa;: great
majority are employed. However, from the youths' perspective, the
affluence of the county can spell difficulties. They may havé
trouble getting experience in the working world, and they may not
be able to see their parents as much as they woutd like or need.
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J.L. Knapp, Distribution of Virginis Stats Aversge o
Md{usted Gross Income by Income Class, Csturtisls N

2977. Tayloe Nurphy lastituts, .
Charlettasvilla.

The differences In income in the county between those who earn a ;
great deal and those who do not Is not as great as it Is In nearly all f
other counties (only five counties have a more equal distribution of :
income), or in the state as a whole. Thls means that there are not :
8s many very rich and very poor people In the county, and that more S A
people in Chesterfield have about the same Income than is the case ;
elsevhers in the state.

Another Income fligure often used In Income studies Is Medlian
Femlly Income (MFI). Because this Includes Income sources not
included in tax returns, and because It refers to family income, By
it Is usually higher than the adjusted gross income figure. In C
Chesterfield, MFI in 1978 was $22,523, for 34,439 families. It ) 5
ranked elghth among the state's counties and citles in Income,

directly behind Northern Virginia, Chesterfield Incomes between RIS
1969 and 1978 rose by over 1008 In current dolilars. However, In I
constart dollars, Chesterfield's MFl rose less than In the state as 2 s
whole (13.3% compared with 15%), and ranked 79th In the state In ' B

change In Income over the last nine years.* E
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Population and Labor Force

ata, March, 1978 ?? Welfare

Deta by Place of Residence Chesterfield Henrico Ri chmond General Figures
Population 127,900 173,900 219,600 - On the average, Chesterfield handies 450 child welfare (Aid to
’ Sl Dependent Children, ADC) cases each month. According to State Welfare

officials, the figures do not vary & great deal within reporting areas

i, .

e s e, M
g "

UGS B At

e

Civilian Labor Force 55,412 2 k5o
T 92,45 1h,337 from month to month, and the same families are carried from month to
otal Employment 53,633 89,622 108,167 month, |
Nonagricultural wage While 450 cases Is more cases than all but six counties in the
and salary 51,087 82,241 97,065 state, and more cases than twenty-one of Virginia's thirty-six cities
Total U ’ ' handle monthly, it Is still a very low figure, given the county's
al Unemployment 1,779 2,828 6,170 f population. In fact, Chesterfield county's population has nearly the
. ’ § lowest percentage of ADC cases in the state. There are only about
Percent of Civilian % three ADC cases (not people -- cases have more than one person) per
Labor Force 3.2% 3.1% 5.4% i every 1,000 people in Chesterfield. Only the counties of Bath, Craig,
| Lee, and Southhampton have fewer cases per |,000 people.?
Data by Place of Work gi An average of twelve people a month were on general relief in Chester-
Nonagr fcul tural Wage field County in 1978-1979.3
and Salary Food stamp use has risen significantly in the last few months in
Emp loyment 34,595 59,218 192,569 Chesterfield, due to & change in requirements for obtaining foodstamps,
Manufactur i ’ a tighter economic situation, and increased publicity about foodstamps.
cturt=, 9,354 8,392 32,001 On the average for fiscal years 78-79 and 79-80 (thus far), 902
Durabl . families a month received food stamps, but this average hides the fact
rable Goods 2,067 5,789 7,597 that 528 families were receiving stamps in July, 1978, and following
Nond o a steady Increase, 1,513 were receiving foodstamps in March, 1980. This
ondurable Goods 7,287 2,603 24 Lol means that while for every 1,000 people in the county only four families
Nonmanufactur ing 25 201 ’ received food stamps in July, 1978, by March, 1980, twelve families did.4
’ 0,82
o 50,826 160,568 In the area of services (rather than financial assistance), both
Mining 106 child abuse/neglect and cases receiving social services rose signi-
ficently in the last two fiscal years (78-79 and 79-80). We cannot tell
Contract Construction 2,578 4,571 7.879 whether the trend Is still upward, however, because a reporting change
- . * _ In 1979 makes I+ difficult to compare figures since that time with figures
iransportation and - before that time. The reporting change involved a switch from the
Public Utilities 1,350 3,889 12,546 i counting of individuals to the counting of families or households. By +this
’ : method, individuals from the same family (two children abused in the
Wholesale and Retail y same family, for example) would now be counted as one "abuse" or other
Trade 7,585 18,883 38,703 : case. - This grouping of cases that before were counted separately may
F inance. | ' 4 ’ : account for the apparent drop In cases as of September, 1979.
» Insurance, an :
Real Estate 475 5,179 18,287 ,5 casesF:::e;oﬁ:;e gs helding steady In the county at an average of 134
:::::::e . 2,432 10,405 35,221 § Distribution of Cases
n 10,762 i 3
7,h26 47,599 Service providers note that welfare cases are not evenly divided
All Other Nonmanufacturing 59 367 333 across the county. Most cases are located in the Route |-Bermuda Run
area. Etitrick, and scatterad sites such as traller parks off Jahnke

v 1o w nt Conulssion Se t. 1979.
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Road and Winterpock also have a significant number of welfare cases.




Service Imp!lications

It seems that certain services are recelving more clients th
an
In the recent past, aithough Chesterfield still remains low In the
number of welfare cases when compared to the state as a whole. |t
appears that child abuse services and general social services will be

n dema
alsoengS: and that food stamp use, barring changes in the law, will
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Health

Health Is more than a personal matter of how one feels. In the
- oggregate health related characteristics of a population have social
consequences. They may determine how |imited financial resources are
allocated or who raises a child. In this regard, we will look at the
vital statistics of Chesterfield's residents.

Birth Information

Table |
Births, Chesterfield and Henrico

Chesterfield Year ' 'Number Rate % Mothers 19 or vounger % Illegit.
78 1777 14.1 9% 5.45%
77 1643 14.6 9% 6.3%
76 1529 14.7 10% 5.3%
75 1422 14.4 10.8% 5.2%

Henrico 78 Not Available
77 2221 12.8 9% 7.7%
76 2073 12.0 g 7.5%
75 214| 2.6 11.6% 5.6%

source: Statistical Annual Report, 1975,1976, and 1977, Virginia Department
of Health, Richmond, Virginia.
Chesterfield Department of Health, 1980.

During the four year period covered by Table | the number of births
in Chesterfield County increased by 25%. During that period, the proportion
of mothers 19 or younger and illegitimate births in Chesterfield remained
essentially constant. |llegitimate births in Henrico County were higher
during this period and on the rise.

Abortions
Table |1
Abortions, Chesterfield and
Henr ico
Chesterfield Henrico
Year
7 746 : 1404
76 639 1166
75 555 957

source: Statistical Annual Report, 1975-1977, Virginia Department of
Health, Richmond, Virginia.

Table i1 shows a progressive increase of 34% in the number of
abortions in Chesterfield County. This Is perhaps to be expected as
sbortions come to be accepted, as the county population grows, and as
the opportunities for use of abortion as an aiternative to motherhood

13
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Increase. However, the number of Chesterfield sbortions was & littie over
half the number of cases in Henrico In any year.

Yenereal Disease
Table 11}
Venereal Disease, Chesterfield
and Henrico

Year Syphilis fionorrhea Iotal

Chesterfield 78 I 166 207 . 162
77 11 |68 179 . 15%
76 22 124 146 . 13%
Henrico 18 not available
77 24 204 228 . 132
76 23 199 222 . 138

source: Statistical Annual Report, 1976,1977. Virginia Department of
Health , Richmond, Virginia
Chesterfield Department of Health, 1980.

. Although the actual number of treated cases of venereal disease
is higher in-Henrico then Chesterfield, those cases constitute a smallier
portion of Henrico's population. Note also that the proportion of
Chesterfield's popuiation with venereal disease appears to be on the
rise, while Henrico cases have remained constant.

Marriages and Divorces

Table 1V
Marriage and Divorce
Chesterfield
Year Number of Marriages Number of Divorces #/1000%
78 673 633 4,9/1000
77 652 648 5.3/1000
76 589 572 5.3/1000

Note: these figures are calculated on the basis of the total population. Rates
would be siightly higher If those 0 to |7 were excluded from the calculations.

source: Chesterfield Department of Health, 1980.

Table ¥V iIndicates that marriages and divorces are generally
increasing in the county. In 1977, divorce cases were 38.1% of the
Circult Court's total caseload, and by 1978 that figure was 45.6%,
equivalent to 1,211 cases. The large number of divorces and the likely
existence of unhappy marriages, which are not captured in data form
by County agencies, Is indicative of home or family problems in a fair
number of county households. Although hardship Is certainly felt by the

A eyen i . . LRSI TR

!
.

A NP e 3 O M e

separating adults, children of divorce face difficult adjustment problems
during an already turbulent period of life. These figures Indicate that
special consideration should perhaps be given to the probiems of
.famllies of divorce In program development.

Service Implications

Targeting programs Is one way of providing services where they
are needed while aiso being cost effective. But targeting services
requires specific Information on the population at risk. Since Health
Department data was only available In county wide units, it is impossible
to determine if hsalth figures, although seemingly low in the
aggregate, in fact refiect variations In cases by geographic aree,
age, sex, Or race,

If we look at the data closely there are serious issues for the
county to consider, although Chesterfield's probiems may look minor
tn relation to other areas. Abortions and venereal disease are increasing
In Chesterfield, sbout 5% of county births are Illegitimate, and
approximately 9% of county mothers are 19 or younger. Divorce rates
point to a problem in the home |ife of many county households, and
children may be expected to be affected by these problems.

As more of the county's children reach their teen years experiencing
family problems, the instabilities of growth, and the pressure of
fads, these problems which are aimost invisible now shouid not be
expected to remaln so.
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TH Of the 2,483 Jjuvenile cases reported to the Virginla Juvenile
i 1t Justice Information System (VAJJIS) for P '78(this does not include
: bR custody cases), 535 were committed by people between the ages of |5
i end 19. These included offenses egainst persons and property,
slcoho! and drug offenses, traffic and status offenses, and offenses
against "morality"(including maliclous mischief, false alarms,
disorderiy conduct, discharging firearms, and the iike, see the l!st
in Appendix L1), and against"justice"” (including aiding and abetting,
escape, gambling, contempt of court, etc., again see Appendix 11).
By far the greater number of cases were crimes against property
(36%), followed by status offenses (17%). Drug and alcohol abuse
cases counted for 10% of the total, and personal crimes fgr 5%.
About the sams breakdown of cases was reported for FY'77.

P R

Crime

Overall Crime Rates

The crime rate in Chesterfield County appears to be fluctuating,
in part because the rapid growth of the population makes the population
estimates upon which crime rates are based somewhat variable. Using
Tayloe Murphy population figures for the years for which they are
availab!e (1977 and 1978), and a conservative estimate of the 1979
rom 367625 offences ose holices the crine rate jeens Lo have moved i Yet another set of figures from VAJJIS, for fiscal year 1977-78

. enses per n to 3604, in = et another ’ "
3694.65 in 1979. State Police populat?gg’estiiates3for l;?;sén301978 | shows that the Chesterfield Juvenile courts hendied 2,381 chses 1o thet
were considerably lower than Tayloe Murphy figures, making their crime ‘ fiscal year, 1,616 of which were males, and 1,878 of wh'ch bed hee
rates for those years higher Qniform Crime Reports, 1977 and 1978) than prior contacts with the court. D e ot 105 of ne
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the ones listed here. If we take the County's latest i i- L 39¢ of the total, and drug and alcohd crimes about 108 of the Tofal.
mate of 140,000, and compute the 1979 cr;mZ ratetw;thpiﬁ?la§§§3,§5t' . These figures also indicate that the majority of court dispositions were
we obtain 3457.14 offenses reported per 100,000, which is lower than . "dismissed" or "continued". Only 2.8% were given a jail sentence.

the previous years. The actual 1979 crime rate probably lies somewhere Prior to trial, 85% of the cases were released to parents or guardians,
between the 3694.65 and the 3457.14 figures. If nothing else, this : and 1% were placed in dentention.

section should poi i
uld point up the roughness of crime rate data. Thus far we have not talked about custody/we!fare cases, which

include protective, temporary, and permanent custody, and cases of

) Juvenile Crime : neglect. These figures are highest for the five years and under
. v S - age group.(37% and 43% of ali the age groups in 1978 and 1979 respec-
' According to police statistics, 1,588 juveniles were arreéted o tively). Young children, that is, are most frequently involved in

in calendar year 1979. Of these, 48% were arrested for burgliary, > custody/welfare cases.

larceny-fheff, motor vehicie theft, "other" assaults, arson, and
vandalism. “These are the crimes of outsiders, and of frustrated,
ongry people who strike out to grab or destroy what is not theirs.

Service Impl]caflons

They are also the crimes of juveniles from time immemorial. 3 While we cannot use these figures as accurate Indicators of i!legal
o activities In Chesterfield County, we can use them to give us ideas
Twenty-two percent of those arrested were arrested as runaways. i of what the police arrest for. The police are concerned with property
All of these were probably not from Chesterfield, but there were ; end person offenses, and do arrest a number of youths committing
undoubtedly other children who ran away to other sreas from Chester- ; those offenses. When these are coupled with runaway arrests to
~field , and on whom we do not have figures. Only 12% of the arrests ¥ total nearly 1,000 peopie 2 year, we are talking about a large
made in the county were drug or alcohol relafed.x ! group of youths who are disaffected and angry, and only the visible

1i 'f tip of that iceberg. The numbers seem to be holding fairly steady,

o It must be remembered that these are arrest figures. Many i but this could be a function of police activity rather than a real
1 crimes (st least 50%, national figures show) are never reported to 7 trend. We are asking the police and courts to play a very big role
; the police, and others do not result in arrests. Self-reporting B In watching youth, and they heve their hands full. They cannot
: studies completed recently in Illinois show that many more children ; catch all lawbreakers, and they cannot prevent crimes. These

o and youths have committed crimes than have been arrested, and that N statistics show that they are handiing & significant load of
blacks, whites, males and females tend to commit crimes (albeit o B Juvenlles now. We must not expect the police to arrest or even

different crimes) in sbout the seme proportions. locate all who commit offenses. Moreover, we must look beyond the
offenses to the conditions that lead to anger, frustration, and the

deciine of respect for property and people.

s A

We have Information ebout types of offenses committed by
ditfferent age groups, s these were processed by the juvenile Justice
system. These figures are slightly different from those for
orrests for the same year, partly because people can be arrested for ‘
wmore than one of fense, and partiy because of reporting differences S E
In police and judiclal reporting.
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Schools
Enrol Iment

As with most everything else In Chesterfield County, schools have
not escaped growth pains. Over the flive year period beginning in the
fall of 1975 and ending In the spring of 1980, the student population
ot Chesterfield increased by 4,000. This has required more or expanded
facilities, whose operation consumes over half the county's budget. |

Today there are forty public schools, including the technical
center, and at least five private schools located in the county, Even so,
the expanslon and building of more schools has rscenfly been proposed.
Student enroliment was 32,539 as of March, 1980.€ Almost half of the
student population was enrolled in one of the twenty three elementary
schools(15,794). The rest of the students were distributed befwgen
the middle and high schoois, with 7,680 and 9,065 respectively.

Two thousand eight hundred twenty one of the students in Chesterfield
are in speclal. education programs. This Is almost 9% of the entire
student population. Students In the special education programs are
distributed throughout the schools of the county.4

The schools with the highest enrolIments by grade level are:
Salem and Watkins Elementary; Robious, Providence, and Swift Creek
Middle; and Meadowbrook, Monacan, and Thomas Dale High Schools.>
These schools, as might be expected, coincide with the crescent shaped
section of the county where the population Is most concentrated.

Dropouts

The high school dropout rate In 1978-79 ranged between 3 and 9%,
with Meadowbrook at the top of the range. It was followed by Manchester
and Matoaca with 6% dropping out. Of the Intermediate schools, Providence
and Falling Creek had the hlghgs? dropout figures(6%f). The average for
Chesterfiald schools was 4.5%.° Since 1975 the overall schoo! dropout
rate has risen, starting with 3.6% in 1975 to 3.9% in 1976,

3.8% in 1977, and 4.4%in 1978.7 As these figures Indicate, leaving
school before graduation is & problem In Chesterfieid and Is becoming
more prevalent year by year.

Graduates

A comparison In the greater Richmond area of 1977-78 graduates
as a percent of 1974 ninth grade membership shows Chesterfield with
the highest percentage of graduates, 87%.8 For all surrounding counties
and cities the percentages were much {ower: Henrico(79.2%), Powhatan(72.7%)
Charies City(64.6%), and Richmond(54.4%). It was also ropo;ied that of ’
the Chesterfield graduates In 1977-78,53.4% planned to go on to col lege.?

12
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in 1970,50.8% of Chesterfield's population 25 and over were high school
graduates. Th!s compared favorably to the State's 47.8% high school

-graduates Bmcag ‘those 25 and older in 1970.10

Service Implicetions

All signs point to continual, although perhaps more moderate
population Increases In the county's future, and so continual demands
on and use of county schools. This will cause problems for the schools
on & number of fronts. The instability caused by new housing developments
end the in-migration of new people to the county may make development
of a partnership between neighborhoods (perhaps in name only) end sthools
difficult, Parental Involvement may be hard to develop &8s newcomers
feel their way In the county.

As the student population grows and diversifies Increased flexibillty
in the curriculum will help to accommodate the many needs of different
students. However, broad curriculum changes are difficult to agree on and
to implement, especially when those changes are needed today. As the
county population grows more heterogeneous and exhiblts more of the
problems of people, county schools are also likely to be blamed formore of
the problems of children. It will be argued that schools have them all

. day and so should be able to do something about their problems. Usually

this Is followed by demands that schools offer a broader range of
children's services to handle thelr diverse needs. A trend in this
direction Is evident In Chesterfield County schools' provision of
Iinformation on substance abuse to parents and students. The burden on
schools to address all dimensions of the growing child leaves schools
with little time to work on thelr original mandate of educating students.

Certainly schools need to address many of these Issues. Children
bringing their problems to school will force them to do so. However,
they can not be expected to do so alone and without support. They will
need the help and Involvement of families to be successful.

19
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Parks and Recreation

In answer to the need to provide dliverse recreational opportunities,
the county offers numerous programs In such things as tennis, karate, and
baseball. From May, 1979, to April, 1980, an average of 87 recreation
programs were offered monthly with an average of 85,787 participants.

The County Parks and Recreation Department also sponsors special events
such as a Spring Fling, Spring Sock Hop, and Golden Olympics. The Depart-
ment has set up a Leisure Fund Committee to consider recreation program
offerings for county employees.

The Department maintains the athletic facilities In the schools of
‘the county and uses these locations for various events. In addition, as of
October, 1978, there were elght open park areas, translating into a park for
every 10.47 occupied square miles or 15,767 people (assuming parks and
peopie are e§enly distributed throughout the 83.8 occupied square miles of
the county.) :

There are a number of other non-county sponsored recreation alternatives
such as oountry clubs, tennis clubs, scouting groups, volunteer organizations,
and neighborhood centers. A few of the latter have Teen Centers or specific
programs for youth such as the Brandermill community. For some youth there
Is also the possibility of participating in school related activities and
team sports. Shopping malls are used by youth in the county as places to
go, meet people, and spend some time. While there are theatres and some
restaurants where youth can meet, there are limited alternatives for youth
who want to be with thelr peers.

Service Implications

The county's size presents the first obstacle to the development of
programs which draw participants from the whole or even portions of the
county. This Is particularly a problem for those who do not drive or who
do not have access to cars. This argues for more neighborhood-based
programs, particularly for children who are limited in their flexibility.

Many of the county's current offerings focus either on athletics or
organized activities. Portions of the population may prefer other forms
of recreation that are Informal or spontaneous. These wiil be difficult
for the county to plan and offer so that they retain their informal
qual ity.
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REFERENCES

‘ Each section Is referenced individuslly., The sources mentioned are
' available for further examination at the Children and Their Nelghbors
' office.

: Population
|. Overall population figures were drawn from the followira scurces:
Department of Community Development, Chesterfield County, Virzinic

1978 Dress Rehearsal Census Results: Summary. Decawbar, 197G,

Martin, J.A. and M.A, Spar

Estimates of the Population of Virqinia Countier ang Cities:
July 1, 1971 to July |, 1978. Charlottesville, Virginia:
Tayloe Murphy Institute. May, 1979.

2, Figures on population change are available Ly trafiic zone from:
Virginia Department of Highways and Transportation

Richmond Study Area: Chesterfield County (Portion) Flanning
Data. March, 1980,

| I, Migration Figures were token from:

tstimates of the Population of Virginia Counties and Cities: Juiv
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1, 1971 to July I, 1978 (Revised): unpub! ished.

4. See #1.

5. Information about the size of the county @nd occupied land comes from:

Chesterfield County Department of Community Development, Division
of Comprehensive Planning

General Plan 2,000 (with map). Chesterfield County, virginia.
June, 1977.

T 6. Information on racial characteristics by census tract are included

Bureau of the Census

Special Census of the Richmond, Virginia Area: April 4, 1978.

of the Census. August, 1979,

7. See #6.
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Additional data are available by traffic zone from the Department of
Community Development, Chesterfield County. 1978 figures were available
at the time this work was done, and 1979 population estimates by traffic
zone should.-be forthcoming.

Chesfe;field County Department of Community Planning
V{rginla Department of Highways and Transportation. Transnor-

tation Coordination Division, Planning Data Input Form: : Richmond
Regional Area Transportation Study, 1978.
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Housing

Iinformation on housing in Chesterfield can be found in the following
documents.

|. General housing information can be found in:
General Plan 2000 County of Chesterfield, Virginia. Department of

Community Development, Chesterfield County, Virginia, June, 1977,
P. ‘ !_g

2. Information on general population characteristics can be found in:

1978 Dress Rehearsal Census Results: Summary. December, {979.
Department of Community Development, Chesterfield County, Virginia.

St. Joseph's Villa Service Area Survey Report. Roberta Culbertson
and Laura Wohlford. Richmond, Virginia: June, 1979. Unpublished.

3., see #l,p.11-6.
4. Information on county residents can be found in:
Special Census of the Richmond, Virainia Area: April 4, 1978.

Current Population Reports, U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau
of the Census. August, 1979,

5. Specific information on land use in Chesterfield can be found in:

The Land Use and Residential Development Report 1979. Planning Division,

Department of Community Development. Chesterfield County, Virginia, p. 13.

6. see #5,p.16
7. see #2.

8. see #l,p.11-6
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Income and Employment

!. Income figures were listed In
- Knapp,*J.L.

Distribution of Virginia Adjusted Gross |ncome by [ncome
Class, 1977. Charlottesville, Virginia: Tayloe Murphy

Institute.
2. See #1.
3, See #I.

4. Median Family Income Figures appear in:
Knapp, J.L. and L.O. Scott
Estimated 1978 Median Family Income in Virginia's Counties,

Cities, SMSA's, and Planning Districts. Charlottesville,
Virginia: Tayloe Murphy Institute.

© 5. These employment figures were listed in:

Manpower Research, Virginia Employment Commission

Pepulation and Labor Force Data: March, 1978. September, 1979,

6. See #5.
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Wel fare

|. Welfare figures were taken from:

Chesterfield Depariment of Social Services r
- Performance Indicators: Current Fisca! Year by Month:
1978-1979, and 1979-1980.
Virginia Department of Welfare: Bureau of Research and Reporting
Public Welfare Statistics: March, June, September, December,
}978: March, June, September, 1979,
(These figures in these two sources tended to vary somewhat, but they
generally were in the same "balipark". Where there were differences,
we relied on the Chesterfield figures)
2. These figures came from the Virginia Department of Welfare
Publications cited above.
3. See #2
4, These fligures were computed from the Chesterfield Department of
Social Services figures cited above (see #1). v
5. See #4.
6. See #4. ‘
!
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Health
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Much of the health Information contained in this report was found in
the Statistical Annual Reports published by the Virginia Department of

‘Health,

I. Information on divorce cases can be found In:

197§ Commonwealth of Virginia State of the Judiciary Report.
Office of the Executive Secrefary. Supreme Court of Virginia.

1977 Comimonweatth of Virginia State of the Judiciary Report.
Office of the Executive Secretary. Supreme Court of Virginia.
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Crime

6.
7.
8.

This set of figures was computed from the following:
Uniform Crime Reporting Section,Department of State Police
Crime In Virginia, 1977 . 1978. 1979.

Martin, J.H. and M.A. Spar

Estimates of the Population of Virginia Counties and Cities:
July I, 1971 to July |, 1978.May, 1979.

See #I
These figures can be found in:
Chesterfield County Police Department

Juvenile Arrest:1979.

See #3.

These figures vary, depending on whether we use working figures supplied
by the Courty, or figures compiled in final form: by the State. Because
discrepancies here were somewhat noticeable, we went with the formal
state report, rather than the working papers. However, these figures,
because they have been "sanitized", should be used with caution, and
only as "ballpark" figures.

Virginia Juvenile Justice Information System

Fiscal Year Report: 1978-1978.

Fiscal Year Report: 1977-1978.

in the Virginia Juvenile Justice Information System year end reports
for those years.

See #5
See #5

See Chesterfield County VAJJ IS working papers.
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Schools

knformation on schools can be found in:

9.

i0.

Chesterfield County Administrators Office, 1980.

see #1.

see #I.

see #1.

see #1.

see #l.

A general description of Chesterfield can be found in:

St+. Joseph's Villa Service Area Survey Report. Roberta Culbertson
and Laura Wohlford., Richmond, Virginia: June, 1979. Unpublished.

General information on youths in Virginia can be found in:

Facing Up-13. December, 1978. Division of Management Informaticn
Services, Virginia Department of Education.

see #8.
A description of Chesterfield County can be found in:

General Plan 2000 County of Chesterfield, Virginia. Department of
Community Development, Chesterfield County, Virginia. June, 1977.

28
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Recreation

Chesterfield County Monthly Performance Report.

Office, April 1, 1980.

Street Map, Chesterfieid County, Virginia, 1979
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APPENDIX T

OFFLISC AGALNST PUMLEC MUSTICE
LIRS P COY (Cunl

€00  OCusE prscuievion

24 Accessary oftor fact (aldiag
[ aleul'?)

756 Mserican Fleg (mutilation)

oo AL/ daserted arned ferces

sh) Sriscry

20 Censpiricy to comit orimp

£ ] Ceatompt of court

e Cacape/ationgt escape

«ul 1cape ~ atdi

3 Fall %0 appor,

2e Gabling/bntting
M bpcrionating eflicer
(VY I:::ﬂur;q with officer (fat)

sbey
243 lasestinetion « suipicien
(3]} Hot stical 48 wilaess
£y ] Obstruction Justice
$22 Pecjury - false nairiag
2 Resisting arvest
Slaer offonse agaiast Mdlic
duitice, Pelicy, and Preperyy

ALODHQL AFD DBUG OFFASE
- S L R T

ne AGC vielatten

[ ] Scivin) uader the (aflesnca of
alcenel

6 Orivia) uader faflusacs of
sarcatics

0”4 Sruq laws sther taan marceties

0 Ocunk § diserderiy/drusk ta
public

L 1) incbriste

458 Liger lows « arinking 1a publtc

ne Liquer lows o Sllegal menulecilure

0 Liquer 10s = fliogs) pessession

oFr purchisd
141) Lieer Lows = Bllegal sale.
 [* L:q: lous = S)loga) Sremsparts-

gz 23 E

ALCOHOL A URUS OFTENSES (€T, )
€OOf  OIfFuSE PESCAIPTION
122 Karcetics - pessession

. with fateat te sell
73 Marcetics = pessession

{Felony)

24 Rorcotics - possession
(iU slcmeanor)

28 Paraphcrnal la/pessession

b2 Porapiernal la/pbsscosion
ard sale

726 Paraphermalia/sale

120 $ale and/or distridutien of
druqs/marcotics

m Sattfing qlus

7, ] Other offense sgainst
Alcohe) aal Drug Lo

NEAIAL $TATUS GFFEUSTS AND CUSIODY

€OOf  QIFENSE OESCRIPTION

Sesond control of Miglfare
Depertuent

Mabits and bebavier
lacoreiginility/Layond
pareats)/guardian control

Runivay = tn state

Suadwsy « out of state

Sewbacy

L

SFEEESE DCsen(PTion

Mdjudication of custed

Cuttody = permanent (with
right to place for adepiion)

Custaly « pratective

Custely = touperary (Relfef
of custudy

Beqlect « depcadent/aSandonsd/
withuut prapur care
Vistiation rights

E

B E83 655

TRAEIC AMD VENICYT WA QFTSNSES

C00f  OFFLusg Discaterion

650 Alloning 2aether persen o use
peruit

(LY Aueing vis of sute by persen
without permit

4 Aute laspection vielatien

654 Aute license Yo

[} h:o.n«nmlu vislatton/Vicense
plites

[ ] Defacing serial aumber

Oriving uader faflucnce of aare’
cotics - ses Alcohol snd Drug
Of fenses

(1] Fallure to glve proper sigmald

646 Fatlure te report accident

23 Fatlure to silep for red Jight o
stop sign *

652 l’cllm"c to swrrender eperater’s
pensit

22 Fatlure to ylald right of way

(74 ] Habitual offonler .

(1] Hit end rua - leoving scene of
accident « fallure Lo stop 08
accideat

(Y. ] Mitchhihing .

4 Icgroper equipnent

648 Ko 1abidity fcsursace foe .

7] e operator's Vicesse, oo Chanfe
feur's Jicease

620 fcchless driving = speading

(3] Revokod Vicease .

(44} Using anatacr person’s pemmig

8 Violation moter vehicle 1o

R T L T A Ty

{Unspectfied)
Otacr of fense agatost Treffis and
Vehicle Lawe

R

SPLCIAL PYeTEsS/EETiNTIY
$O0L  OFFEISC DCSCAIPTION
353, Hald for coirt appel .
234 Held far Federal 3utheritios
358 Held fcr Crond Jury
356 fleld far Hertal tiespitald
93 Meld fer military suthorittes -
2% ""53?.‘.“"7' clvil
an nsfnsdeas
308 Material wiltagss corpe
e State Ward
. MgnLmeos offexsey
$0X ° QFENL oiscalNYioN
946 Fitive/escape
800 Local erdinanca visletton »
curfew
5 New hearing
793 Saie of fireworss
195 Seoilng tn public wehicle
b7 Usc of false samg = trwe .
W Wiiition of prebatien)
clation @
¢ parolc/panies
i
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CITEMCS ACATNST IOEALIYY, PTCENCY A PEACE OFFENSE ACALIST PN EFFOM POV T T PERSSA .
i CO0E  OIFLNSE n:smrg-_)_q €O OrTERTE MOSCRIPTINY i
g orremt esouetizy S o L 1) 190 Arsen S Maortien D
Aotmmbile « txsering ulithy oo Assavit - felonfows (melf- , v
02)  Abeuction of female b Rist 1 sc'&lnj T " ' 2inus woundinm) ¢ v
420 Aol tery Lidd Shardne ll‘}"!: ot ™ Asta:mbile - theft ef/larceny 920 Assault « simnle .
3] a.smbly * enlowful #9  Soduy (woastural act o " Mtuwhile - yrasthorized wie 54 (..mul ume.,m of ching Cob
e Srgiing 'cﬂn agaimt mature) m B4 checks 030 fiahtd N
i a0 Bigmy 4 Zelicitrig and pandering = 105 DBreak and enter 00 o mumumumln C
g 452 Creach of peace, lmmlug redce procuring 126 Break ard eater  attewted caz M iw/rayhew '
; 412 Couduct brady Muse &% Trlephene o Hisuse of (Pro- 10 feeglavy c:1 Fanslaughter C
b ang Contrikuiing to d2)inguency of § child finity or aluse over 102 turglary = attepted . ()] Irder . e
i W Crcity te cnitdren teleplone) 153 Destroyim property - GM Lerder - ottwted P
434 Cursing, stuzing, obscens longuage 429 Vielatien of Irriage Taw 0% ;:::::::;'"“‘“ property « 8?.' :.:: . P
: :23 gls.udwq:ng '::'::m. asplosives ‘32.0 ::‘umo;l‘“.:':fmt rerslt ventath c2? Fape = atteznted o
: ! 1sorderly comluct her offente ag - property - Rape « atdl ¢ 3 :
451 Disorderly nouse 7. Deconcy, and Peace " 0:::;:{ :;’, peblic g’.?, .:,:.q.. .mr'mm g
; (L] Disturding scicels 4o Trberrient on ! bery « bank '
L 1) False fire alan: § tpering 030 Lxtortisn (blscinetl) 02 am « otherfunspecifiod 0
P (cther fire of foases) 4 Fire menice (Mirning lows) 093 vloery  sttovted Sk
i 44 Felse alarm = Bank threst 100 forgery (crechs) 044 Shooliny Into eccwpled oy
'J 53 Femtcactonruie . 131 Forgery lotior cocenents) G5 Seoties'inte ecevsled 4
) ‘R ;nfunt House of. IV} Mone " ';::':,,',,::'"“ by false umcﬁr e
i q ncest ] - atlepted -7 Theeatening Ladily horm « L
425 Inecent expeiera He  tarcew - At Srandish {ireare i
n Interfere with firenen 115 Lorceny » Petty "2 Throuing missiles or ohjecte ¥
412 [nterfering w/ sarital ralations MY Lerceny of Certata form satmels at avtos o
i 4%‘ I.uch:ovl cohabitation ns Pickpaceeting "o Cther of fense agafnst the ’ v
; :;z t'::‘-‘""') 103 Possession of burnlory teels Person TR
& 856 Kolicieus eischief 124 Posscssion of stelem car | AR
P a2 o Stim e Paisession of stolen qoeds o
o esting (applies only te aduits) {Peccizing stelen property) i
i 443 hon-supnort ' M8 Purse :-ueMn !
z pil a'"m ttor 16 Stoplifiing ° S
o cene ol i
L 15¢ "rntcﬂlnq use of explosives S
L al gm veipon or firesrng lows 052 ;vrou'u)'nhl"ﬂ or ebjects ot sute R
b @ Muulu c' fire bad L Wi i
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DISIUSITION COMLS

[
b LEAA DI P T e BISPUS T1OA ) MARING, AVPEAL, (HAN)
: JLEY Gy b AT IO
; 0l keiolwd . ‘
| [ Fecition Filed 30 Dircdsaed
i 0l Enofticial Counsuling 3 Lol Psonse
1 (at lugaky) 2 zuin under sdvisccant
b Os  Returacd te Probation ’ 33 Conttnucd pescrslly
b fapesvision ) Frobat lon supscvisioussepocting
I 05 Reiereed o Mivorsion Umie walved
i 0v e glatat Unfusiied 35 detu,iind (e parentel/gusrdian ’ . ..
i ('Y hotuised wat of Siate scpervieion * ,
i? o9 Oluce 3% Beprtriand . '
» heterved (0 anothur apency
i 38 Suzperit/ecveka dirves’s License
i PLATNTION/ INITIAL uEANING 39 Fioe = suspemded
40 Restitution = suspeaded
(%) Detentlon Ocdercd = case 41 Jail sentance » susponded
cont'd for hearlng (3] Flie .
o6 Child velcased Lion Dotention = 44 Resticution
case coat'd for hearing 435 Fiua and vestitution
&7 Fostar Nome Placyisat ordered and 46 Jatl sentamce
cont’d fer haartsy 48 Scutenccd go State Road Fecce
68 Cuncisued for Lransfer hearing 49 ° thwilicia) probatlon/sepervision
10 Petlitive withdrawn 30 Probation supervizien
1l Peciclon disutosed 51 Probation contlnued
12 Mol Prosse 32 Prebaciun cqterded
13 Coazinucd for od Judicatery hearing > ] Nold for zeturm te ancther agemcy
7 Othar Y Neturn to parents (i epsthar state
‘ fo lleu of comalimag
. 5 Comal{ment to DIV
36 Cozutiment to vocational Ctraiming
hd tinter
1%  Traasfurred co Crand Jusy 37  Comslincut to scate mental hsepitel
1 1 Jurlsdiction rutatned 38 Conalincat te anothar hespltal
i 1 Pcticion disnissed £ Cuwwel tmcnt ce Stace Board of
i;: Corrections » guspanded
i ADNMICATORY_JIFARING 60  Connitucnt te State Meard of
i i Curvections
¢ 20 Petition(s) disaissed 6]  Cercified te Crand Jury
| 2] ol Prosse * 62 Custody rreated/visiiatien request
i i 32 retition(s) met true-nat guiltye grasted
i imnocent 63  Other
l 23 Petitisu(s) trua = sot Lamecent o
! gutley
2% Countinucd generally
. 25 Found gullly « trocted as ea adult
26 Cortluued tor disporiLion
3] Curtifiod Su Croand Jury
28 Othar
a9 Transferred to Crand Jury
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