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PREFACE

The data in this report reflect the characteristics of children committed to
the State Board of Corrections and received into direct care during fiscal
year 1983 (July 1, 1982 — June 30, 1983). All of the children committed
are received and tested ‘at the Reception and Dlagnostic Center. While a
Jjuvenile who is committed by a court on fune 30, 1983 is considered a
commitment in fiscal year 1983, it is probable that the juvenile will not be
received or admitted until fiscal year 1984. Therefore, he or she will not be
included in the fiscal year 1983 report, but will be included 1n the fiscal year
1984 report.

This report presents the data recorded on the Direct Care System’s intake,
History, Clinical Assessment, and Educational Assessment forms submitted by
the Court Service Units, the Reception and Diagnostic Center, the Behavioral

~ Services Unit, and the Rehabilitative School Authority for fiscal year 1983

This annual statistical report is a product of the Research and Reportlng
Unit, Division of Program Development and Evaluation. The report was
prepared by Marilyn P. Davis, Statistician. Typesetting and graphs were done
by Sharon S. O’Keefe, Graphic Artist, Coordination.and rew‘ew were prov/ded
by Helen S. Hlnshaw, Reporting Supervisor. A

Data from similar annual statistical reporis on the characteristics of
children committed are available back to 1974. Coples of more recent annual
reports/on children committed are available for fiscal years 1978 through

1982, Aii’questlons, remarks: or requests relatmg to the report should be .
directed to: .0

Virginia Department of Corrections
Research and Reporting Unit
Reporting Section
= P. O. Box 26963
Richmond, Virginia 23261 -69€3

Telephone: (804) 257-1974
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~ REPORT OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILDREN
' COMMITTED TO STATE CARE IN FISCAL YEAR 1983

IS ) : .‘< " .A
General Characteristics

COMMITMENT RATE

There were 1,179 juveniles committed to the State Board of Corrections in fiscal year
1983 and 1,186 admitted into direct care in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1983, The
statistics presented in this report are for those juveniles who were actually received in

fiscal year 1/983 (admitted between July 1, 1982 and June 30, 1983). Of the 1,653,549* <

projecte‘g;/p/Eopulation" under 20 years of age, u7.2 per 10,000 were supervised in the
7 learning centers and/or Reception and Diagnostic Ceiiter. ,

The number‘of juveniles received was 66 or 5.3% less than last fiscal year. Fewer
juveniles were admitted to State care in fiscal year 1983 than have been admitted
in any of the past ten.years. ~

Number Committed Population Projection Commitment Rate
Fiscal Year and Received into Car¢ Under 20 Yrs. of Age per 10,0000
1979 : 1,306 1,655,563 “ 7.9
1980 1,261 1,635,326 7.7
1981 1,272 1638795 7.8
1982 1,252 1,635,450 1.7
1983 1,186 1,653,549 7.2

Figyré 1: Commitment Rare
9

*Population proiejc{ion grovided by the Virginia Department of Planning and Budget.

Y , e CEEIER R S ok il et i




SR = A o L RN OO

i,

AR SRR

COMMITTING OFFENSE :
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Of the 1,186 juveniles received, 777 or 65.5% were committed for Offenses Against
Property and 221 or 18.:6% were committed for Offenses Against Persons. (See Figure 2.)
Assault and Battery was, again, the most common Offense Against Persons, accounting
for 99 or 44.8% of such offenses. In fiscal“year 1982, Assault and Battery charges.
comprised 103 or 49.8% .of the 207 commitments for Offenses Against Persons. In

-fiscal 1983, Petty Larceny was the most frequent Offense Against Property (179 or

23.0%), while Breaking and- Entering ranked second (169 or 21.8%). These same offenses
ranked in reverse order, with Breaking and Entering first (204 or 26.5%) and Petty
Larceny second (150 or 19.5%), were the most often committed Property Offenses
for youths committed in fiscal 1982. The number of juveniles committed for Alcohol
and Drug Offenses nearly doubled from 16 or 1.3% of all fiscal year 1982 commitments .
to 30 or 2.5% of all commitments in fiscal year 1983. The most frequent drug-related
offense was Narcotics Possession—Misdemeanor, accounting for 14 or 46.7% of all fiscal
1983 Alcohol and Drug Offenses. Notably, the number of juveniles committed to the
State Board of Corrections and received in fiscal year 1983, decreased by 66 or 5.3%
from the previous fiscal year, while the number of commitments in 4 of the 7 offense
groups increased. Commitments for Offenses Against Property increased by 6; commit-
ments for Offenses Against Persons increased by 14; commitments for Offenses Against
Morality, Decency, and Peace increased by 10, and commitments for Alcohol and Drug
Offenses increased by 14. The most significant decrease in the number of juveniles
committed was in Miscellaneous Offenses, primarily, Violation of %’robationf, Parole or
Pardon—Original Offense Delinquent, which decreassd from 182 or 14.5% of all fiscal
year 1982 commitments to 77 or 6.5% of all fiscal year 1983 commitments. ©

1)
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§207 (16.5%)7 PERSONS

56 {4.7%) LITY, DECENCY, AND PEACE
46 (a% MORALITY, NCY, AND PEAC

. 22{1.9%)
B 23 (1.ax PUBLICJUSTICE AND POLICY B - ooe:

30 (2.5%) . o ;
16 (1.3%) ALCQHOL AND DRUG ‘ )

oaw AFFIC © co
| 706% THA \\

; \
! MISCE ! '
] 182 145%) LLANEOUS\\ : | | ‘
| ‘¢ N Ry S “y { i
0 100 200 300 400 500 '\\\ 600 700 800

... Figure 2: Commitments by Ofyense
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) than juveniles committed in fiscal year 1982,

' age at commitment in Jboth fiscal yearscwas 16.
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RACE AND SEX

In fiscal year 1983, 205 or 17.3% of all juvenl itted into direc
‘ al y 83, -5/ ol all juveniles admitted into direct caré :
it:nfl'iaslc’e a??/‘: 38 119%3 837% weégfmale.t;;&lthough the total number of commitmgnt‘garr:c:ivgg
i y ecreasec. from the previou sfiscal year, the number of black th
Increased to 550 or 46.4% compared to 544 or 43 5% of all yo ved in fiscal yens
‘ d : mp r43. youths received in fi
t1)982. que the nufnber of black females admitted decreased (from 86 oi 61:;9;5:?17}:::
..4%) the Increase in black youths admitted was due to an increase in '
sions. In fiscal year 1982, 458 or 36.6% of all admissions were black
year 1983, 474 or 40.0% were black males. Th whi

708 or 56.5% in fiscal year 1982 to 636 or 53.6% i

96.5% in- " 198 -6% in fiscal year 1983, with decrs i

ztlythl white female ‘and whxte male admissions. However, white males still zzr;?:iielg
e largest number of youth admissions, with 507 or 42.7% of the total,

Black Females
/ 76.(8.4%)- -

B Black Males RO
R 474 (40.0%) |

White lea\{‘
—129{10.9%) |

v

. Figure 3: Commitments bﬁfRac.;e and Sex

AGE AT COMMITMENT

Juveniles committed in fiscal year1983 were, on the average, olxe month younger ?

: n fisca The average age at commitment in
- year 1983 was 15.5 years, while in fiscal year 1982 it was 15.6 years. Th; mggt f;r;qt?x?:tl “

AGE AT FIRST COMMUNITY CONTACT AND TYPE.OF CONTACT
 The first community contact for'juveniles received into State care in "
°}‘l’°“"°d most frequently at age 13. This was the case with 134 juveniles or 17.9% of
;g:sfijr h\l:h;lt?i'tge firlslt lcommunity contact was reported. Age 14 ranked second
[« ranked third, with 123 or 10.4% and 100 or 8.4%, respectively. The mot v
e oy o b S S S et
N Mty acts reported. The School Psychologist/School Social V i
distant second inltype of first community contact. with o1 1o oo a Worker was a-
 Riraan wee shaor LE ! ¥ contact, with 91 or 12.2%. The Social Servi
BW?@P was third, accounting for 64 or 8.6%.of tl;e reported first ‘cgmm:nit}c'“::loiet:‘gf:

.
"y )
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Mﬁtlr‘lagf\?fgormal intelligence was the mode for‘juveniles. gdmitted in fisca.l year
1983, accounting for 309 or 40.2% of thosc tested. Juveniles with Dull Normal intelli-
gence accounted for 198 or 25.8%, while those with Bright Normal intelligence accounted
for 48 or 6:2%. There was one juvenile with Very Superior intelligence (1.Q. over 130)
and 48 or 6.2% who tested Retarded intelligence (1.Q. below 70). . :

®

p*

i

NUMBER OF COMMITMENTS o 0 |
" During fiscal year 1983, there were 962 juveniles or 81.1% of all admissions who

were received at (1l Reception and Diagnostic Center for the first time. The remaining \:\u
224 or 18.9% of the juveniles admitted had been received two or more times. In fiscal '

year 1982, 247 or 19.7% of the juveniles admitted had been received two or more times.
More than one commitment does not necessarily indicate recidivism. It is a common
~ practice for the courts to send a juvenile to the Reception and Di‘agnostlc Center fgr
pre-dispositional evaluation. If the juvenile is subsequ’?ntly cpmmrtted to Statg care,
he or she will again be received at the Reception and‘_,Dlagnostlc Center, accounting for
two commitments. The acfual number of juvenile recidivists (those who had been

T S A T TR S e o 0 < e SR T e

COMMITTING COURT . _ :
Although Virginia cities accounted for only 36.2% of the target Siate population
under 20 years of age, 686 or 57.8% of the juveniles admitted in ﬁscaj!! syear 1983 were
committed by Virginia cities. Virginia counties committed 500 or 42.2% of the juveniles
admitted, yet accounted for 63.8% of the iarget State population. Of the city courts,
Richmond, with 3.3%; Norfolk, with 4.8%; and Newport News, with 2.8% of the target
population, committed: the greatest numb;;eriof juveniles, with 102 or 8.6%, 75 or 6.3%,
and 65 or 5.5% of the commitments, respectively. Of the county courts, Fairfax, with
11.5%; Henrico, with 3.1%; and Prince William, with 3.6% of the target population,
committed the largest number of juveniles, with 64 or 5.4%, 53 or 4.5%, and 41 or 3.5%
of the commitments,. respectively. ”

Not unexpectedly, dénsely populated cities and counties committed the largest
number of juveniles, but more sparsely populated cities and counties had the highest
commitment rates per 1,000 population under 20 years of age. The three cities with the
highest commitment rates per 1,000 were Emporia, with 3.91; Charlottesville, with 2.24;

previously committed to the State Board of Corrections) was 174 or 14.7% of all admis- and Fredericksburg, with 2.19. The three counties with the highest commitment rates .
sions. Although there have been slight increases or. decreases each of ttie p"ﬁ: five yezﬁ // : per 1,000 were Appomattox, with 2.08;;)Cuﬁ1bérland,'with 1.87; and Northumberland,
multiple_gomgnitmentg_ttheg’e re?atl_n egl ﬁfg constant, accounting for less than one P , 1 with 1.68. (See Table JX for thé commitment rate of each locality.)
of five juveniles-admitted each fiscal year.. ' , , ﬁgﬂé I o ; e : . ﬁ .
B TR AR . X; § Collectively, Virginia cities had a commitment rate of 1.14 per 1,000 population
Bl MULTIPLE COMMITMENTS ] under 20 years of age. The city court commitment rate was more than double the
0] NEW COMMITMENTS em _ counties’ collective commitment rate of 0.47. The statewide commitment rate was
LI 0%0%0% Shhts Y . :
- ) 5 ’é ‘ " 0.72 per 1,000 persons under 20 years of age.
1.400 T ' | S ~ ' R - eI o |
. e Lot 22 W2 186 By * MONTH OF COMMITMENT T | o
1.200. L - ‘ 2 — L ' E : The months of April, June,-and July had the largest number of commitments, .
Y‘ ’ 216 20257% 23088 247 \ - respectively accounting for 114, 110, and 106 of the juveniles admitted. February had
8 ‘ | : : 224500 - ﬁ | | . the fewest commitments, with 84. : e
T 1000 j—f55 . . - I \ R .
1,000 59~ 1,059 104254 | K1,006.59 50 982 LIVING SITUATION OF JUVENILES AT TIME OF COMMITMENT .
] c 800 x o f 3 . Most often, juveniles were living with their mother only at the time of commit-
3 ’ 1 ment (303 juveniles or 37.2%). Juveniles living with both natural parents. accounted
M| ‘ é \ for 144 or 17.7% of all commitments. There were 263 juveniles or 32.8% who were
j 500 ¢F el N\ living in homes with at least two adults in supervision. The percentage- of juveniles
T ) k S é “"a\\dmitted who were living in homes with two adults in supervision has decreased, from
:l 400 ' : % ; 42.1% m fiscal year 1981, to 37.3% in fiscal year 1982, to 32.8% in fiscal year 1983.
% T ' . ° . X B ‘ ) ‘,
v S 200 : . EARLIER LIVING SITUATION OF JUVENILES COMMITTED :
‘ ; & ~ ° . Asin fiscal year 1982, the most prevalent earlier living situation was that of living
$ , ! “with botii natural parents (230 or 30.3%). The second most prevalent earlier living
? : ' 1979 ° — 1980 f 1981 + 1982 - 71983 o _situation was mu}tiple (178 or 23.5%). A multiple living situation means the juvenile -
' ‘ c s " FISCAL YEAR ’ : i experienced various living situations prior to the‘w‘time of commitment.
: . Figure 4: Numbﬁer ofﬁCommﬂirments ‘v . \ 0 ! k
|‘ ) 4 . ¢ PR i —_— 5 -
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- Medical Evaluation

0w

) VIOUS NEUROLOGICAL EVALUATION
PREA large majority (753 or 92.4%) of the Juvemles admxtted in fiscal year 1983$1lmdhx::l
his ory of neurologlcal evaluatxons. Only 62 Juvemles or 7. 6% had prevnou y

evaluatxons of thns type

Ry

i

EVIOUS PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION L
o More than two-thirds of the Juvemles admitted (562 or 69 0%) had unde;gc;ne at:::::
one previous psychological evaluation, while 253 or 31.0% had not had pre

psychological assessments.

n
o

PREVIOUS RESIDENTIAL 'PLACEMENT FOR BEHAVIOR !’ROBLEMS‘:.l I

Juveniles who had a history of resldentml placement for behavior problems plude
to admlssxon numbered 318 or 39.0%. Previous resldentnal care does noe inc
placement in. locally operated- community youth homes. |

PREVIOUS PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATION AND HOSPITALIZATION

f the juveniles had prevxously under- )
lightly more than one-fourth (215 or 26.4%) o
gonf ;;gsl;cl}:xatnc evaluations. There were 152 or’ -18.6% of the juveniles who were reported

as having been previously hospitalized for psychiatric care.

o ;
@
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'Educational Evaluation

EDUCATIONAL GRADE LEVEL

The Woodcock-Johnson Cycle Educational Battery is used to evaluate the educatxonal
" grade level for placement of juveniles in appropriate educational classes at the learning
centers. The use of this achievement test was begun in July, 1981. With the Woodcock-

~ Johnson Battery, clusters of subtests are given to determine the subject’s performance

in Reading, Writing, Mathematics, and Knowledge (includes Social Studies; Science, and
the Humanities). The test results of these four major areas. are reported in terms of grade
level and age of the norming sample that recexved the same score.

The Rehabilitative School Authonty reports these grade scores to the Direct Care
Information System, using a range of 1.0 through 12.9 to signify the grade and month

by which the norming sample had attained the same level of. skills. Therefore, a grade

score of 6.5 would indicate those skills that had been attained by the 5th month of
the 6th grade. However, performance below the 1st grade level or above the 12th grade
level is reported as 1.0 or 12.9, respectwely For brevity and a better overall comparison,
the grade scores reported in the tables of the Educational Evaluation Sectxon have been
reported in grbups for grades i thmugh 12
28

- Age equivalent scores are similar to grade scores, except that they reflect performance
in terms of the age of the normmg sample receiving the same particular score. For reasons
stated sbove, age score aecxmals also are not presented in this report.

According to the Woodcock-Johnson tests, the average educatxonal achievement of

" the juveniles admitted to the Reception and Biagnostic Center during fiscal year 1983

was on the 5th to 6th grade level and the average educational achxevement age was 11
to 12 years. The average grade level for each of the four major areas was: Reading—5.9;
Writing=5.6; Mathematics~6.1; and Knowledge—5.6. The average age level for each
category was Readmg-ll T3 Wntmg-—ll 2; Mathematics—12.8; and Knowledge-—ll 2.

Overall, the educational grade and age levels for juveniles admxtted in fiscal year 1983
were slightly lower than those for juveniles admitted in fiscal year 1982, However, the

" average age of juveniles admitted during the current fiscal year was also slightly lower.

EDUCATIONAL HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS .

There were various handicapping conditions identifiéd, ~affecting more than one-th tied
(454 or 38.3%) of the juveniles admitted in fiscal year 1983. The most frequently iden-
tified handicap was “serious emotional disturbances”, experienced by 245 _or slightly
‘more than one-half of the educatxonally handicapped juveniles identified. There were
93 juveniles with “special learning disabilities” and 68 who were-determined to be

“educable mentally retarded”, Identification of educational handicaps was made in the
community for 179 juveniles, while the remaining 275 juveniles with educational hand*
icaps were identified by the Rehebilitative School Authority.
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gs;, ) R ; General Characteristics
‘ [ 7 ’ ) ot - ! ’ :
. ‘ *  TABLE I
~ . . ; RACE AND SEX
I | FY1583  FY 1982
T - ‘ o NO. % NO. | %
eNOTESe - - . ,
, ) , ‘ : BLACK FEMALE 76 6.4 86 6.9
The percentages in the preceding narrative and in the following tables have been adjusted, ) { s ‘ ‘ R T
to exclude data not reported. The percentages are based on the adjusted total, which is - BLACK MALE o 474 40.0 458 36.6
the total ‘minus the number "of;th‘ék ‘iY(?i Reported”. § | } WHITE FEMALE 129 |- 109 | 148 11.8
The norming sample for the Woodcock~Johnson ‘Cyg:le Educational Battery was gathered | " © | WHITEMALE 507 - 42.7 560 __447
_from a random samp]z of subjects balanced in terms of the national distribution of sex, - * : i TOTAL | 1,186 1000 | 1252 | 1000
" race, occupation, gl@\graph"ic location, and type o’}f community. The norming subjects ‘ ‘ '
‘ ranged in age from 3 to over 80 years and came from over 40 communities widely dis- iy , ' | .
e tributed throughout the United States. The same group of people provided:the norma- . : B :
: tive'data for all parts of the Battery, and. all data in the school-age sample were gathered ‘ { . e 7’
throughout a one-schookyear period. : , : - : . |
The "Not Reported” categories in the Educational Evaluation Section contain a { f AGE AT COMMITMENT
; combination of juveniles who were not retested due to the recentness of a previous test, t , e R | : Y FY 1983 A FY 1982
; juveniles for whom test scores were not yet processed onto then Direct Care Informa- ' - ! Lo ‘ NO 7 ‘ %
; tion System and juveniles for whom test scores were not reported due to special"haqd&- , , ( : L ‘ELEVEN e S jNO- :
y capping conditions. , - . P ) ‘ ‘ ° ,, KB r S .6 0‘5,9 3 0.2
; | ,, oo T g . TWELVE 20 1.7 14 | 11
;’ The tables represent statistics for ,glscal, year 1983 (July 1, 1982 through wae 30,” 1983). . ﬂ ,, - THIRTEEN s 48 66 53
f ' o | FOURTEEN 159 134 | 150 | 120
: §; ﬂ FIFTEEN 307 259 311 | 248
i - . . k
i‘ , = ” SIXTEEN o 354 29.8 407 | 325
) \\ - N ¥, SEVENTEEN . | 261 220 279 223
.u {\ﬁ o - | EIGHTEEN' 22 1.9 .22 18
\ ﬁ B 0 TOTAL | 1,18 | 1000 | 1252 | 1000
s ﬂ e{ ) ) ‘ ((J
O 2 ' 6/ ” a7 0 .
; ; ,‘ Y ’ O o
g v : , ﬂ ‘ ‘ @
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i L } , N . T ABLE V N \
% z | AGE AT FIRST COMMUNITY CONTACT-FY 1983
. » TABLE I , . ‘ =

- COMMITTING. OFFENSE | S No. %

1 1.5

s .
. THREE 0 | 13

" FOUR
s 12
| e | 2 (1).: “
I | :g(vm | 17 2.3
' SPRTRREER S [ 2 % T

25 3.3

TWO

| | Fyi9s3s | Fviesz | .
‘ N B NO. . % NO- % ’ ",}
OFFENSES AGAINST PERSONS | 221 | 186 | 207 | 16.5 .. '
OFFENSES AGAINST PROPERTY -| 777 655 | 7711 ] 616 [*
OFFENSES AGAINST MORALITY, | - o . ‘
DECENCY, AND PEACE = 56| 47 | 4] 37
OFFENSES AGAINST PUBLIC B e e |
JUSTICE AND POLICY 22| 19 |~ 23| 18 'NINE 29 3o

TRAFFIC AND VEHICLEOFFENSES | 3| 03 7| 06 o : ;‘EN o | pit e
ALCOHOL AND DRUG OFFENSES 30 25 6] 13} : [ LEVEN. . 65 8.7
TWELVE | 100 134

MISCELLANEOUSOFFENSES . | 77| 65 | 182.| 145 t THIRTEEN 134
‘ v 17.9

TOTAL 11,186 1.100.0 | 1,252 | 100.0 - ” | FFTERy e s
v ’ _‘ FIFTEEN | | 89 | 119
SIXTEEN | . 5 | 60
SEVENTEEN 10 - 13
__NOT REPORTED 1 4 ]

TOTAL 1,186 | 1060

%, L

by,
Srr——
0

[
o

 TABLE IV
T " INTELLIGENCE LEVEL

FY 1983 FY1982
L A NO.| % | NO.| %-
VERY SUPERIOR (Over 130) - 1| ea 4] 04

SUPERIOR (120 - 129) - re] 12y 2| 23
'BRIGHT NORMAL(110-419) | ‘48| 62 | ‘94| 97
'NORMAL(90-109) . 309 | 402 | 48| 483 j{}
| DULQ,KIORMAI, (80-89) 198 | 258 | .200 | 207 ’ |
. BORDERLINE (70 - 79) 156 | 203 | 9| 123'| ﬁ
RETARDED (Below70) | 48| 62 | 61| 63 O
"UNKNOWN | &7 BN i
TOTAL . . 11186 | 1000 J1252 {1000 -

' TABLE VI ‘ | ;
TYPE OF COMMUNITY CONTACT-FY 1983 o

. _NO. %
~ SCHOOL PSYCHOLOGIST
 SCHOOL SOCIAL WORKER 91 22 |

SOCIAL SERVICE BUREAU 64 g o
- | JUVENILE courT st | ees |- o
» = | MENTAL HEALTH CENTER 36 | 438 | " |
OTHER -« = " " 36 | 48 | ;
NOTREPORTED . | 43
| -TOTA = e : |

OTAL ‘LI1s6 | 1000 ] SR

W
Iy _ 1 o
aoetteza S—— ]

AT




‘TABLE VI TABLE lx
NUMBER OF OOMMITMENTS

COMMI'ITING COURT — FY 1983

oy

. FY1983 FY 1982
T NO. % NO. | %

1 ; , COMM]TMENTS _ Populatlon Commntment
v COUNTY SR —W % of Total Under 20* Rate per 1,000 | -

0

, o {
ONE 962 | 811 | 1005 | 803 | o U | 4 TACCOMACK | s 04 8969 0.56

™o 19% | 160 24 | 179 o = A .= o o
o ‘ ‘ v ¥ ' ALBEMARLE 0.8 18,392 0.49
THREE 33 28 | .18 | 14 . d .

 ALLEGHANY 0.3 4,578  0.66

9

| , 3

FOUR 1 0.1 4 | 03

|  AMELIA 2 0.2 2,676 0.75
4
8

FIVE | - " 1 0.1

TOTAL 1186 | 1000 | 1252 | 1000 TR | AMHERST - | - 03 .1 899 0.44
NO7,;E ThIS tabla ;ﬂagt:g the nwzbcr of gmn aP/aEvcnilc wes r;la”m;_d | ' B 1 . APPOMATTOX 07 3,841 2.08
at the Reception a nostic Center. MULTIPLE COMMITMENTS ; . e ; , - ‘ »
DO NOT NECESSARILY INDICA} T RECIDIVISM. A court may send , b . | ARLINGTON 26 22 27,431 0.95
& juvenile to the Reception a nostic er for pradispositionsl ) . RS A ‘
: “evaluation and return him or her later for commitment to State care. The R ey b b B AUGUSTA 0.6 16,386 043
i ' number of commitments for the juvenile.in such an instance would be f , ~ : o
: shown as two Of the 224 }uveniln with multiple oomm/tmcms, 174 or d , “ BEDFORD 08 , | . 11,008 0.82
. 14.7% wers' recidivists e : ‘ L s o o ‘ o
i S 5 , : ; : [ | BLAND - 02 | 1,874 1.o7
) ! o ‘

03 7,001 0.56
02 5024 | - 040
03 14103 | o2t
0.3 3815 | o079

TABLE VI R S | - { BOTETOURT

MONTH OF COMMITMENT - FY 1983 ; 1 ° BRUNSWICK
"y R | No. | % _ A D BUCHANAN
1982: . | '

JULY . ol - 106 | 89 0 { s |  BUCKINGHAM

- = h O W @ N OB N Y

~ A o e e P s ey e R ) Y e
B i i s it .
EASEEE -

;  AUGUST s | 13 . | R | CAMPBELL 0.5 15063 | o040
- SEPTEMBER ' 92 7.8 R : H { N CAROLINE 0.3 6,121 0.65
* OCTOBER . ° |- 101" | 85 . N o " 'CARROLL o1 | 784 | 013
, NOVEMBER . 1 1es 89 | | H ;, . CHARLOTTE o.1 3,803 026
DECEMBER 1 o1, | 85 o cupstERFIELD | so | U 42 | sases 0.93 -
FEBRUARY ' 1 s | o7 L | : CULPEPER 9 08 | 7,281 | 124
MARCH | 104 l 88 | U | ‘ CUMBERLAND 5 04 : 2,678 | 1.87
ARL . ms | e |, - o | DIcKENSON 1 ot | 707 | om4
L may | s |74 | T R DINWIDDIE B 0.1 681t | o015
| ‘ R | 1o s D : ek — AN R o aS) RO cliEN
gi o K 0 o \ - g} N »; ¢ . Q s |
e e e (‘\g - e
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TABLE IX B
COMMITTING COURT - FY 1983 (Contlnued) o

. COUNTY

Ni

T _commmments

% of Total

umber

Populatlon
Under 20"

Cominitment
Rate per 1,000

ESSEX

' FAIRFAX

FAUQUIER

 FLOYD

| FLUVANNA

" FRANKLIN
-| FREDERICK

' GILES

" GLOUCESTER
' GOOCHLAND
 GREENE
 GREENSVILLE
" HALIFAX

' HANOVER

HENRICO
CHENRY

\KISLE OF WIGHT

JAMES CITY

LEE

LOUDOUN -

LOUISA

MADISON

" MATHEWS

Q

3

N N L R Y

MECKLENBURG |

2

2 02

54
0.7
ol
° 01
03
0.3
0.1
0.3
0.2

03
03
0.3
45
0.4
0.1
0.1

(7
LT S 7 T V%Y

0.6
. 0.2
0.2
0.1

- NN 9N

~3

o1,

" 0.2

0.6

2617 | .
190,976,
12,147

3,329

3,412
11,517
11,554

5,173

6,303

3,363

2,624
3871

9,188, -
16,610
51,097

17,888

6,955

7013,

8,651

20,788 .

5,760

37,

1,945 |
8,421

0.75
0.34
. 0.66
0.30
'0.29°

035
0.35
0.19
0.48
0.59
0.38
1.03
0.4
0.24
1.04
0.28
0.14

014 " } @

023
0.34
0.35

. 0.64

- 051

083
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ABLE IX

T.
COMMI’ITING COURT - FY 1983 (Contmued)

. COUNTY

P
X 3

0

% of Total |

| Number

.Population |

Under 20*

Commitment

: - MIDDLESEX

; MONTGOMERY
NELSON

NEW KENT
NORTHAM!’I'ON

NOTTOWAY
ORANGE-

PAGE
 PITTSYLVANIA
PRINCE EDWARD

PRINCE GEORGE

| PRINCE WILLIAM
' PULASKI

ROANOKE
ROCKBRIDGE :

. ROCKINGHAM
scorT ‘
' SHENANDOAH -
suyrH |
. SOUTHAMPTON
' SPOTSYLVANIA
| STAFFORD

PR N

EN

| SUSSEX

D

NORTHUMBERLAND

o

N
S

n

5

i

"W e ae W oa oW

-
i

. L NN L

L R 7 T V- N S O

0 1

0.1
0.2
0.4
03
- 03
0.4
0.3
0.5
0.3
0.1
3.5

0.2
0.2

0.3
0-2”‘:

08
04

0.4

0.1
0.1

0.4 -

o1

. 04

22230

' 17,561

1,959
19,800
" 3,584
2,878
4,351
2,387
4154
5,645
5,789
20,546
5,511
9,396
59,251
10,762

5,084

7,217
7,803
9,682
_5;602_ ‘
14053
15172

3,304

Rate per 1,000 }

0.51
0.25
0.28
0.69
L1s
168
0.72
0.89
0.69
6.29
0.54
011
0.69
0.46
0.09
5039
006
042
013
0.10
0.36
064
0.33
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TABLE IX

L TABLE IX COMMI’ITING COURT - FY 1983 (Concluded)

COMMl'ITlNG COURT - FY 1983 (Continued)

P " . |i__COMMITMENTS | Population | Commitinent
) { COUNTY - . " Number | % of Total _ Under 20* | Rate per 1,000

. Q'MMITMEH:]:S | Population | Commitment |
CITY | , Number | % of Total ~ Under 20* Rate per 1,000

ey Prteae,
H ) E: .
. . -

- ~] '

LEXINGTON 1 | ea f " 20es 0.48
LYNCHBURG | -~ 18 | 15 | 18943 0
MANASSAS 1| o1 s141 | 017
MARTINSVILLE 6 | o5 | 4eer | 129
NEWPORTNEWS _ | . 65 55 | 46441 1.40
NORFOLK: °© 75 63. 78797 | 095
'PETERSBURG 2| 10 12219 | o098
PORTSMOUTH | . 50 | .42 32,468 1.54
' RADFORD _ 2 | 02 ' 4,131 0.48
RICHMOND 102 .86 55176 | 5)1;85
ROANOKE 0 | 34 26320 |° 152
 SALEM 03 | 618 | o065
stANToN | s | o4 | - 5414 | om
| surFox 1 19 | 16 | ser | 12
VIRGINABEACH | 48 | 40 | 95804 | 050
| waynesporo | 7 | o6 4141 | 16w
" | WILLIAMSBURG 4 | 03 | 267 1.49
WINCHESTER | 9 08 | s32 | - 170

CITIESWITH. ' | ‘
NO COMMITMENTS | - - - . 15,331 ’ 0.0

. 3
i,

TAZEWELL . | 12 | 10 | 16845 o7
WARREN 1 7] s 6453 | . 108 | co
WASHINGTON 2| oz | .143%0|  ou4 |
| 7

3

7

5%y
=

<

WISE " 0.6 - 15,133 046
YORK 0.3 12590 | o024 -

COUNTIESWITH =~ | | R
~ NO COMMITMENTS - - 62,915 0.00

COUNTY TOTAL 500 | 422 | 1054212 047

CITY e
- ALEXANDRIA ‘ 24 2.0 - 20,326 1.18

BEDFORD o1 | 1401 om |
| BrISTOL 6 05 s107) 1172 - | | ‘
- BUENA VISTA | a't 03 | 21091 190 | .
CHARLOTTESVILLE 21 | 18 9360 | 224 -
CHESAPEAKE. - | 54 | 46 | 40477 133
‘COLONIALHEIGHTS | 4 | 03 | 4ss|  os
pANVILLE | 24 | 20 | usee| 203
EMPORIA 04 . 12791 . 391
FAIRFAX . 02 | ss8| o036
'FALLS CHURCH C03 [0 s ¢ 1se

p—t

>

 —
o

Sy e g o o b et YAt A e

==
i A

FREDERICKSBURG 0.8 4102 - 219 A ~ CITYTOTAL | 686 | 578 |- 599,337 114

TN W W N -

GALAX 02 | 1620 123 'GRANDTOTAL | 1,86+ | 1000 | 1653549 | o072

1 'HAMPTON v K 41 | 35 39491 | - ‘1.0 | 7 | " . e NOTE Due t0 roundlng, indwidual percentages may not total to 100%
| HARRISONBURG .| ~ 7°| 06 5691 | . 123 | | .

HOPEWELL - | u | o9 | 7217] 1m

iy . —— e 0 e

B “Population Under 20" .is the projected populanon under 20 years of age as of
July 1y 1982 pro vided by the Vugmia Departmem of Planning and Budg(‘
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. ! TABLE X o
' LIVING SITUATIDN OF JUVENILES )
AT TIME OF COMMl'I'MEN'I‘ - FY 1983+ A

__No.

" BOTH NATURAL PAREN"’S

'FOSTER HOME { 138

~ NOT REPORTED

144"
1 PARENT, lSI'EP-PARENT 119
MOTHER ONLY , . 303
FATHERONLY =~ | 25
NOTINPARENTALHOME | . 37
ADOPTIVE HOME I T

RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT | 74
OTHER S T 43
' 384

47

148
37.8
3.1
46
'2.417» it

9.2
5.4

~ TOTAL

1,186 ¢

1000

TABLE X1 ‘
EARLIER LIVING SITUATION OF
JUVENILES OOMMI'ITED FY 1983

NO

B

B B'OTH,NATURAL PARENTS S
" 1PARENT, 1STEPPARENT | ' 62

FATHERONLY - | 6

ADOPTIVEHOME | 10 |
1 RESIDENTIALJREATMENT 1 s |
I MU‘-T?"-E v,
| NormeporTED |

230
MOTHER ONLY 163

NOT INPARENTALHOME | . 23

FOSI‘ER HOME'

o

21,5

235"

303
82

08 -
30

. TOTAL-

. Uy
LR At

1000 o

~18 — b

180 |

<

<

R R S e PO

S SO s e S e e etk e L TS o v S PTRT S AR

o . “ o i
S i

7 S s ORI g

Smcu-:'

‘NOI' REPORTED

£
Medlcal Evaluatlon 3

ABLE XII

‘FY 1983

. b

o T

PREVIOUS NEURQLOGICAL EVALUATION
- k ~ NO. '

%

NONE

&

MULTIPLE
NOT REPORTED

753, -
57~

&

5:”

371

924
70 ]

0.6

“

_TOTAL

L1186

1000

ABLE XIII

g T.
PREVIOUS PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION —

FY 1983

NO.

T

. %

Sl

NONE
| sn§cus o
 MULTIPLE |,

253

175
371

, 387

475
215

(=Y

By

’ TOTAL

1,186

1000

SR

17
Yoo

: | TABLE Xiv
PREVIOUS RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENT FOR

BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS — FY 1983

4

BRI §

NO-. »

% 8

L h}p'r REPORTED

NONE
' SINGLE =
QULTIPLE' S

497

277
41
371

61.0
5.0

| TOTAL

1,186

1000 |

i
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' TABLE XV »
PREVIOUS PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATION FY 1983

A

NO.

sv%

NONE |

 SINGLE
CMULTIPLE

' NOT REPORTED . *

" 162

53
37

73.6
199

65|

“TOTAL

1,186

" 100.0

TABLE XVI

PREVIOUS PSYCHIATRIC HOSPlT ALIZATION-—FY 1983

b o

No.

%,

NONE

: SINGLE
MULTIPLE
- NOT REPORTED

663 .

814
14.8 -
3.8

-

Q:s\ TOTAL

. 100.0

5
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Educatlonal Evaluatlon

°  READING GRADE — FY 1983

TABLE XVII

(/

Q

'l GRADE LEVEL -

~NO.

s
L |

V00N s W =fl

SV
@

83
124
130°
137
136
101
78
80
64
51
33
135
34

NG = O N
O\ \O 00 G000 Q0 W QO b

al

NS
-'N

3 =
oF W

READING AGE - FY 1983

. TABLE XV

| AGE!NYEARS

&

(7

‘ 22 Q \

SR 34 '
. NotReported

o 12

Q
i [

137~
117

S

*101

8.9

SN wih &h 00
Nmarwiviwobom

[TOTAL™

5 R R T AP TSI A B e
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WRlTING GRADE - FY 1983

. GRADE LEVEL -

5

PR

L

VO N DW=

10
11
SR
Not Reported

77
G 5 9‘7

145
183

130
117 .
97

"TOTAL

TABLE XX

WRITING AGE - FY 1983

MEDWEWS

4.0

~O00000OO=ON

-

le

Lww~minooo

[ R ]

n

@

()

34
Not Reported
"TOTAL

L sy A A

e

oA

4

o
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TABLE XXI
MATHEMATICS GRADE -~ FY 1983

GRADiz LEVEL |. NoO.

R B

> 7 0.6 1 :
19 L7 ]

1
2

3

p 1 3 6.3
5 | 130 113

| : 199

6 1 17.3
7

8

9

203 ~
195 1o
;, 114 10.0
10 : ‘ ﬁ 5.5
12 23 | 2.2

Ly [ Tme— 053]

Mmsmm ¥ :
MATHEMATICS AGE — FY 1983

AGEmYEARs |  No

R s gty oy

| | 228 19,9

—t
~3
o
~3
hnon

Y

N
&
N

©
Do
QAN W

g
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@ . =23~ .
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R TABLE XXII . ° : -

N - KNOWLEDGE GRADE — FY 1983 | S | .
’E | [GraDE LEVEL " ___No. | =%]- | I 1R R | MR

‘ — o1 T | 43" : / )

! - PR st - | 70 - o
. s ‘ 115 . 100 'I '

168 | 146 | TABLE XXV

EDUCATIONAL HANDICAPPING CONDlTIONS — FY 1983

128 B TK “ | “ | NO.’ %
o 48 42 ~ HEARING IMPAIRED 5 0.4
- 54 o 4.7 % o ‘

EDUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED ° | 68 5.7,

&

| TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 3 03
- B MULTIHANDICAPPED i 38 | 32
> | SERIOUSLY EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 245 | 207
SPECIAL LEARNING DISABILITY | 93 7.8

~ SPEECH IMPAIRED o2 0.2

TABLE XXIV .
KNOWLEDGE AGE - FY i983 _ S -, | Mo HaNDICAP DENTIFED 732 | 617

'Not Reported \ 36 ' L
TOTAL | E 1,186 ~ | 1000

PP eyt~ mtreeprowerser= ey et TR SRS

_';,:i»ﬁiﬁ‘ﬂ?&@f‘f)&fﬁﬁ:ﬁf‘7"-“"“ s e

A i e

i ' | [ TOTAL C " 1.186 | 100.0
AGEINYEARS -1 no B [ , | | ‘ _ .
T - 37 B ’ 1 o1 — ’
5 4 03] c .
. 22 20| {
7 60 5.2 | \,
8 108 94 | , o
9 164 14.3 ] I y
10 198 17.2 : 5 ,
11 154 134 ’
12 159 13.9 :
13 96 8.4 ; ) L
14 71 6.2 \
15 33 2.9 ( )
16 18 1.6 ;
:; 13 14 . ) ) P 1 «
. : lo 0'9 W . f:)
19 . 6 | > o‘vs . \«\ . » ’
L2 4 03 . s |
2z 1 01 S
c 23 -3 03 . ‘
. 24 3 0’3 U |
25 3 0.3 ] | .
.26 1 0.1 | :
.28 5 0.4 " : 5\,
Not Reported 40 ° | ! . |
TOTAL 1,186 - 1000 | ﬁg
: g M | ‘ .
| | P ) o R , e | 1 0 y § o 0
\Q | ° : : ! “u a (x
| “ ’ - ’ | T e E RS, R L . ‘ ] e
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