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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE

201 WEST PRESTON STREET « BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 » Area Code 301 383-3773

Charles R. Buck, Jr., Sc.D. ‘ Rex C. Smith

Secretary ) Director

April 21, 1981

THE HONORABLE HARRY HUGHES
GOVERNOR FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND

THE HONORABLE CHARLES R. BUCK, JR., Sc. D.
SECRETARY, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE '

It is my privilege to'present‘the Annuél Report of the
Juvenile Services Administration for fiscal year 1980.

ﬁ During the past year, the Juvenile Services Administra-
tion continued to enhance the quality of its fundamental
components of delinquency prevention, court, community and
‘institutional services. In addition, this administration
has continued development and implementation of a number of
promising innovative programs incluaing victim assistance,
foster grandparent and structured shelter care programs.

With the pfospect of tighter budgetary restrictions,
the Juvenile Services Administration has recognized the need
to closely monitor and evaluate its services in order to pro-
vide the highest quality of treatment and rehabilitation
through most effective utilization of its resources. - This
past year the administration has conducted an in depth study
of intake screening decision making, a vital, ‘integral
element in the juvenile justice process. It has also com=
pleted an investigation of the utilization of its group home
resources in order to develop and maintain appropriate
residential placements in the community. This administration
contigued its efforts to develop a program of intgragency
services and maintain interagency cooperation through a .
networking project which has been well supported both at
department and cabinet levels within and outside this

administration, Other noteworthy accomplishments during the
year included the developmgnt of a management plan to provide
asslstance in determining more efficient distribution of line

staff and the implementation of a formalized management
accountability system. '

With the continuing support of the Executive Office of
the Governor, the Department of Health and Mental Hygiene and
other groups in both the public and private sectors, this
administration will continue making every effort to provide
the level of services needed by the youth in our communities.
We express our deep appreciation to all whose assistance has

aided in our effort to provide such services for troubled
youth,. -

REX C. SMITH
Director
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Definition of Terms

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

COURT means the circuit court of a county or Bal-
timore City sitting as the juvenile court. In
Montgomery County, it means the District
Court sitting as a Juvenile Court.

DELINQUENCY CASES are those cases referred
to the Administration for acts defined in the
statutes of the State of Maryland as the viola-
tion of a State law or municipal ordinance by
persons who have not reached their 18th birth-
day.

CHILDREN IN NEED OF SUPERVISION
(CINS) are those cases referred to the Juvenile
Services Administration involving children
who are in need of guidance, treatment, or
rehabilitation because they are habitually tru-
ant; habitually disobedient, ungovernable or
beyond control; deport themselves so as to

injure or endanger themselves or others; or:

commit an offense applicable only to children.

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

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

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

MENTALLY HANDICAPPED CASES are
those cases in which a mentally retarded or

mentally ill child is brought into court for the
determination of proper care.

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS includes guardian-
ship or custody cases or application for permis-
sion to marry, enlist in the armed forces, etc.

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

DISAPPROVED CASES are those referrals
which are determined as lacking legal suffi-
ciency.

CLOSED AT INTAKE CASES are thoserefer-
rals which are resolved by an Intake Officer
through minimal involvement of staff when
the facts and circumstances of the offense and
the child’s background indicate that no super-
vision or further counselling from Juvenile
Services or intervention by the court is neces-
sary or desirable for effecting a positive adjust-
ment by the child.

INFORMAL ADJUSTMENT involves those
referrals which are resolved by an Intake
Officer by giving voluntary informal supervi-
sion for up to 90 days and/or referral to
another agency when it appears that the child
and his/her parent need assistancein prevent-
ing further violations of the law, but will not
require nor benefit from judicial proceedings.

FORMAL CASES are those cases in which a
petition has been authorized and filed requir-
ing formal court action.

INSTITUTIONAL ADMISSIONS include both
commitments and detentions. Such an admis-
sion is counted each time a child is either

- detained or committed to a facility during the
year.

COMMITMENT means the transfer 'of legal cus-
tody.

DETENTION means the temporary care of child-
ren who, pending court disposition, require
secure custody for the protection of themselves
and/or the community, in physically restrict-
ing facilities.

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



MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

FLOYW CHART (F CASE REFERRALS

FISCAL 1980

qf

Police Depar tment Parent/ Social Citizen Special All Other
of Relative Agencies Police
Education
20,021 2,421 2,671 1,402 2,273 1,438 54

Juvenile Services
Administration

Intake =
46,845

Disapproved or
Closed at Intake

24,185

Formal Cases

14,649

Detentions in L

Informal Cases

8,011

Informal Supervision
' 5,817 I

obtained court record data. .
** This total was obtained from court record data which do not accurately reflect admissions. See

section on community services for actual figures.
3

JSA Facilities 1
6,633 Petition
—y Withdrawn - Referred to Other
292 ) Agency 930
Shelter Care Ce
1,852 All Other 1,26
Court
Disposition
Suspended Dismissed Jurisdicti Tréinin Continued Committed ALl Other
Sentence Waived School? Case/Stet to Social
Youth Center Services .
Lo - 3,873 411 .L47976 = ks 987 1,320
Touth Probation,Pro- Restitutia Custody Comm.to JSA
Service bation w/o Ver- or Fine - hwarded Group Home or . ,
Center dict % Protec- Purchase of
tive Supervir are s’
263 F 149 174 516 **

= This total does not include 476 cases which were committed during FY 1980 but who did not appear on

STATISTICS



FIGURE 1

MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

FISCAL 1980 BUDGET

Juvenile Court Services‘
$11,068,837
30.4%
Juvenile Institutions

$13,653,408

37.5%

Community & Residential Services
310,422,595

28.6%

o | ’ Headquarters Administration
$1,261,458
) - 3.5%
Total
$36,406,298




TABLE 1 .
MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
SUMMARY OF BUDGET EXPENDITURES BY MAJOR PROGRAM
FISCAL 1980

. - Community and
Juvenile Juvenile Residential Administration -

Fiscal Year Institutions Court Services Serviqés -Headquarters¥* Total
1971 10,222,861 3,755,940 1,439,488 598,629 16,016,908
1972 11,364,651 4,793,753 2,315,750 805,298 19,279,452

i
1973 11,330,290 4,916,722 3,075,350 740,626 20,062,988
: \ !
1974 10,644,860 5,112,801 4,260,249 | 1,081,863 21,099,773
|
1975 10,512,767 6,123,325 6,147,085 1,097,982 © 23,881,159
1976 11,568,711 7,095,563 7,524,331 870,789 27,059,394
1977 12,147,884 7,957,519 8,047,093 927,398, - 29,079,894
!
1978 13,397,585 8,787,924 8,776,442 1,035,755 31,997,706
1979 13,642,548 9,454,009 9,058,370 1,137,621 33,292,548
1980 13,653,408 11,068,837 10,422,595 1,261,458 36,406,298

* The decrease in Administration Headquarters' budget, from Fiscal 1975 to 1976 was due to.
the assimilation of JSA within the Department of Health and Mental Hygiene.
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- HIGHLIGHTS OF JUVENILE COURT SERVICES
Manner of Handling Cases

When a case is referred to Maryland's Juvenile Services Administration,
an inquiry is conducted by one of the administration's intake units to
determine whether :the case should be disapproved because of legal insuffi-
ciency, closed at intake, handled informally by the intake officer, or
referred for formal court action. '

Of the 46,845 juvenile cases that were processed by the Juvenile Ser-
vices Administration during fiscal 1980, 14,649 (31%) were handled formally,
8,011 (17%) were handled informally, 2,947 (6%) were disapproved, and 21,238
(45%) were closed at intake. The overall number of cases increased 6% during
fiscal 1980. The largest increase was in informal cases with the fiscal 1980
figure of 8,011 exceeding the fiscal 1979 figure by 2,309 cases--an increase
of 40%. Disapproved cases increased by 26%, and closed at intake cases
increased by-1%. Formal cases declined by 3% during fiscal 1980.

Source. of Referral

Police referrals accounted for 36,021 cases during fiscal 1980, an
increase of 2,386 cases or 7% over figures for fiscal 1979. Referrals from
other sources, overall, remained nearly constant with the fiscal 1979 fig-
ure. Parents or relatives referred 2,671 cases during fiscal 80; the

: Department of Education, 2,421 cases; citizens, 2,273 cases; special police,

1,488 cases; and, social agencies, 1,402 cases. The remaining 569 referrals
were. accounted for by other sources.

, Juvenile Court Trends
The downward spiral in overall referrals to the Juvenile Services
Administration, which began in fiscal 1977, ended during fiscal 1980. The
increase of 2,736 cases may have signaled a new trend or, alternatively,
may have indicated some changes in reporting habits or procedures., Case
projections based on population estimates have suggested that the downward
spiral would level off during the decade of the 1980's.

While most referrals continue to occur in urban and suburban areas,
Maryland's Eastern Shore experienced one of the most significant increases
in cases during fiscal 1980--fully 28% above the fiscal 1979 figures.

Baltimore City continued to account for more referrals than any other
jurisdiction. During fiscal 1980,31% of the state's referrals occurred in
Baltimore City. 7Prince George's County had the next highest representation
with 19% of the state's referrals. Baltimore County accounted for 147 of
the state's referrals, followed by Anne Arundel County, 8%; and Montgomery
County, approximately 57. .

Disposition
Of the 14,649 cases‘handled,formally, 30% ‘were "withdrawn," "dis-
missed," or 'warned, adjusted, or counselled.'" During fiscal 1980, 4,987
cases (34%) were placed on "probation," '"probation without verdict,' or
"protective supervision." This represented a slight decline from the

5,165 cases disposed of in this manner during fiscal 1979.

11
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During fiscal 1980, 1,161 cases (8%) had dispositions of "custody
awarded" or "committed to the social services administration." Another
481 cases (3%) were committed to "purchase of care'" or "purchase of services."
The number of reported court cases with a disposition of commitment to a
training school or youth center was 976. However, the actual number of
commitments to these facilities is under reported using court records. The
actual number of commitments during fiscal 1980 was 1,452 and is reported in
the section of this report entitled "Institutional Services." ’

Juvenile Case Rates

The juvenile case rate for Maryland during fiscal 1980 was 50 cases per
1,000 juveniles in the age range of five through seventeen. This represents
an increase of four cases per 1,000 juveniles over the rate reported for
fiscal 1979 and mirrors the increase in total cases. As already mentioned,
whether this increase signals a new trend or is a reflection of minor changes
in reporting procedures is unknown.

The case rate ranged from a low of 16 in Montgomery County to a high
of 145 per 1,000 juveniles in Worcester County. This latter figure is
indicative of the summer "Ocean City phenonomen' and does not indicate high
delinquent activity among Worcester County residents. Baltimore City, the
next highest jurisdiction in case rate, displayed a rate of 86 cases per
1,000 juveniles, followed by Calvert County at 78 per 1,000 juveniles;
Charles County at 59 per 1,000 juveniles, and Prince George's with 57 cases
per 1,000 juveniles. Worcester County, Prince George's County and Calvert
County all displayed substantial incraases in juvenile case rates over the
figures for fiscal 1979.

‘Major Reason for Referral: Delinquency

During fiscal 1980, 40,917 referrals, 877% of the total cases processed
by the Juvenile Services Administration, involved delinquent offenses. The
figure for fiscal 1980 exceeded the figure for fiscal 1979 by 3,260 referrals,
an increase of 9 percent. The offense category with the most referrals was
"larceny" with 5,650 cases processed; this represented an increase of 11%
over "larceny" cases reported during fiscal 1979. '"Assault" was the second
most frequent reason for referral with 5,374 cases during fiscal 1980.
"Burglary/breaking and entering' with 5,374 referrals closely followed
"assault" in number of cases. '"Shoplifting'" with 4,934 cases and ''marcotics
violation'" with 3,382 cases were the fourth and fifth most frequent major
reasons for referral during fiscal 1980, ''Shoplifting'" displayed an especially
large increase in cases—-fully 217% greater than the fiscal 1979 figure.

"Auto theft-unauthorized use," with 1,778 referrals, showed an increase of
23% over the 1,444 referrals recorded during fiscal 1979.

CINS

During fiscal 1980, ‘a total of 4,234 referrals were made which involved
"ehildren in need of supervision'" (CINS). This represented a decrease of
12% from the figure for fiscal 1979, i.e., 4,797 cases. '"Ungovernable"
behavior was involved in 1,902 cases, 'runaway' behavior in 1,511 cases,
and Ytruancy" in 821 cases. Compared to fiscal 1979, all categories of
CINS behavior displayed declines in the number of referrals during fiscal
1980.

12

During fiscal 1980, the tendency to send CINS cases on to court
showed further substantial declines. While CINS cases handled formally
decreased by nearly 50%, CINS cases handled informally increased by nearly
29%. According to court records, during fiscal 1980, 61% of the CINS
referrals were closed at intake, 6% were disapproved, 24% were handled

. informally, and 8% were handled formally.

CINA

A total of 1,654 referrals involved '"children in need of assistance"
(CINA) during fiscal 1980, an increase of 44 cases over the figure for
fiscal 1979 of 1,610, A total of 1,468 cases or 89% were sent on to court
during fiscal 1980, nearly identical to the 90% figure for formalized CINA
cases during fiscal 1979. ''Dependency" was the largest category for CINA
referrals with 811 cases, followed by "neglect" with 416 cases, "dependency
and neglect” with 377 cases, and "mentally handicapped” with 50 cases.

Sex Ratio

During fiscal 1980, 36,892 referrals involved males and 9,953 involved
females. In percentage terms, 79% of the referrals involved males, identi-
cal to the percentage of referrals involving males during fiscal 1979. -

A total of 12,269 cases involving males were formalized representing
33% of all cases involving males. For females, 2,380 cases were sent on
to court, 24% of all cases involving females. During fiscal 80, 16% of
the cases involving males were handled informally, 6% were disapproved, and
447 were closed, .For females during fiscal 80, 19% of the cases were
handled informally, 6% were disapproved, and 51% were closed. R '

Race

During fiscal 80, 26,467 referrals, 56% of the total, involved white
youths; a total of 20,111 referrals, 43% of the total, involved black
youths; and the remaining 267 referrals, 1% of the total, involved youths
of "other" races. These figures, in percentage terms, are approximately
the same as reported in previous years., For white youths, 30% of the refer-
rals were handled formally; 177% informally; 3% disapproved; and 47% were
closed at intake. For black youths, 32% of the referrals were handled
formally; 17%, informally; 7% disapproved; and 44% were closed at intake.
During fiscal 80, there was thus a fairly close statistical correspondence
of case handling for white and black youths.

.

Age of Juvenile

The average Cmean) age of all referrals was 15.3 years. The greatest
« portion of referrals came from the fifteen through seventeen age group
which accounted for 637 of the total cases referred during fiscal 80,

-Sixteen year olds, alone, accounted for- 10,152 referrals, followed by seven-

- teen year olds with 9,781 referrals, and fifteen year olds with 9,489
referrals. -~ The number of cases, as usual, increased proportionately with
age through the sixteen year old group; at age seventeen, there was a siight
decline in cases, again an expected finding.

13



Age by Type of Case

Of the 40,917 referrals involving delinquent acts, 657% involved the
fifteen through seventeen age group. Youths in the age group of fourteen
through sixteen accounted for 67%Z of the referrals involving CINS behavior.
Approximately 50% of CINA referrals were accounted for by youths under
twelve years of age. In summary, those youths committing delinquent acts
are on the average slightly older than those involved in CINS behavior,
who, in turn, are older than the majority of youths referred as CINA. The
relationship between type of referral and age is consistent with findings
from data supplied during previous years.

Parental Status

Information on parental status was supplied in 81% of the cases referred
during fiscal 80. Parents were living together in 46% of the cases for
which information was available, were separated in 25% of those reported
cases, and were divorced in 15% of these cases. Either the mother or father
was deceased in 5% of the cases for which information was available.

Type of Guardian

Information on the type of guardian, which parallels to a great extent
the information on parental status, was reported in 87% of the total
referrals. Both parents served as guardians in 42% of the cases for which
information was provided. The mother served as only guardian in 40% of the
cases. Fathers served as the only guardian in 6% of the cases.

14
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TABLE 2

SUMMARY OF JUVENILE PROBATION AND COURT SERVICES
EXPENDITURES AND SERVICES RENDERED
FISCAL 1971-1980

Probation,
Budget Juz:ziie zizz.&wégozzz— Af
Fiscal Year Expenditures Disposed® . five quv.Cas;s g:zzzre
1971 $ 3,755,940 32,703 ‘5,226 1,920
1972 4,793,753 37,242 6,0i9 1,888
1973 4,916,722 41,949 5,638 1,800
1974 5,112,801 47,905 5,064 | 1,409
1975 +6,123,325 57,162 6,468 1,601 - -
1976 7,095,563 58,044 7,107 1,621
1977 7,957,519 ’ 50;702 6,841 1,588
1978 8,787,924 47,286 6,206 1,396
1979 9,454,009 44,109 5,165 1,298
1980 11,068,837 46,845 4,987 1,209

e ARy

% Includes Formal, Informal, Change in Disposition and Disapproved/

Closed at Intake Cases.
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TABLE 3

TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION BY COUNTY AND REGIONe

FISCAL YEARS 19711980

~

* Parcentages pertain to each jurisdiction's propo

rtion of the state's total cases.

1971 1972 1973 1974 - 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 ! 1980 l:r;gi
| ’ | T F ‘
; 0
REGT 0N O RN ILEE B3N BLAN I h LN BB LY F I LA O LI RO LI BRI LI R o
1. DORCHESIER 09f 68 0] sl ozl o) s ol s} ) ome] ] wr) 4} oae] ) B3y S) BhY 6 p1
SGMERSET 120f 4 nsl ) wsf . izl 3 ) 3l ws2f 3] lof 2] 9 2 10 2 }'2}' S .8
WICOMICO 253 1) e8] 8 ] ) ] 9 s3] 7] swof 5] 307 .6f 190f A 22? . 828 9 70,2
WORCESTER g6 25) o%fnol 6iof 1.4 1 6] 14f o) 3] de} bhf 7T90Q .60 6z2f 1.3] SO 13) 881 1.8 p5l.2
2. CAROLIKE ) al ) sl ws] 2] wsol 3] sl ] wel 2] ] 3] ) ) ) S| W s
CECIL w8 g 1.3 483 131 533 1.3 w1 ] 1.0 y2l 8] swel 9 f S02f 1.0f 4828 1.0] 583 1.3 72“: 1.6 nng.s
KENT 1w A4} 1) 4] 1) ol as) A). a0 Af el .2 W03F A 1Y 3 LY 3 180 g 8 Z
QUEEN ANNE'S a5l af W) 4l el ] wm) ] ) 2] se] 3] 5] 3} ) ) o1y o 11 A .
TALBOT L I U Y Y 1550 AL k] A 233 il o b 208 5t ] S W .6 $412.0
3. BALTIMORE 3,521 §10.8 | 3,709 10.0 | 4,373 10.4 | 5,531 11.6 6,838] 12.0] 5,229 § 9.0 | 5,024 ' 9.9 '5,068 10.7 b,#‘/f 12.5 §6,554 5.0 gri5.0
HARF ORD 916 § 2.8 1,058 2.8 90'1 2.2 | 'o15]. 1.9 o8] L.7d1,005) 1.7} L23) 2.4 1,193 2.5) 1,342) 3.0 k9 3.0+ 5.7
h, ALLEGANY b2y 13 380f 1.0 hoiy 1.1 516 1.1 seo} L.Of- el -8 ) 437F .9 shE 1.0 W76 L1} 452} 1.0Q-5.0
GARRETT 1200 .Af 10f 3) 133 3 108). .2f. 1s] .2} 1w} 3] w6 3p sy J3F 130) ) az] .5 |63.8
WASHI KGTON 5117 1.6 4Np L3y 750 1.8 601f 1.0 su2) 15] sso] 1.5) 843) 7] reMf 1.6]  622f LAY eso) 1A RS
S. ANNE ARUNDEL f 2,618 | 8,0 2,408% 6.5 z,alsl 6.7 § 3,706f 7.7 '5.296 9.3 é,ohe 8.7 5,05 9.9 ':,9'47' 10,4 4,513| 10.2 §3,820] 8.2 f-15.4
6. HONIGOMERY 2,950 § 9.0} 3,677X 9.8 3,03ll 7.2 § 3,5%24 .44 5,253) 9.2 4,399 § 7.6] 517 6.3 2,763' 5.8 z,slol 6.4 §2, 157 4.6 f-23.2
7. eince ceorcersf 5,977 hs.3 4 6,823 f18.3 | 6,14 16.0 | 8,592 17.9| 9,320§ 16.3] 9,074 § 15.6 8,786I 17.3 8,351 17.6] 6,850f 15.5 f8,789] 18.8 §+28.3
8. BALTIMORE CI1Y In,}ak 74,8 § 14,076 §37.8 17,70% 42,2 §17,769§ 37.1¥ 20,690 36.2Izl,,a78 2.9 18,859| 3742 16.771 35.44 14,4958 32.9 Bo, 644 313 1.0
9. CALVERI 191 6§ 3] ) 24 .6 ohf OfF 433y .8Q-30f S) 3R 7] W o el Taf e 13)eesa
- CHARLES 381y 1.2 5821.1.6 558 1.3 9538 2.00 9870 1.70 960) 1.70 954 1.9 1,08 %3 11,3040 301,13 2.4 §-13.0
ST. MARY'S 1920 .60 2] 8 Em 9 f dsof 1.of s O sof 9] 624 2] ey 1L5) 67} L.hf 'ses) 1.2)-3.6]
10. CARROLL sl 1] 2] 61 0 s siof L eeof 2] e | vl ng sy e L3 no) 17 egs] 1.5)-5.9)
FREDERICK 362§ 1.1] 450Q 1.2 % 1.4 760 1. goof l4) sz f LAY st 1.7 &4 L.9F 8s2f 2.08 919 2Z.0f+ h.2)
HOWARD R I R e s R R B L6 | 17| oo Lo} e Lo} en) L9f o) 20faiaf
STATE 32,703 100.(' 37,2Azhooﬂ !.1,9’4100.0]47,905 100.('57,162 100.4578,01'1. 100.0 50,70 mo.oiw,zss 100.0l 44,109 100.0"-6,8"5 100,08+ 6.2}

f pon—s
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TABLE 4

FORMAL JUVENILE COURT DISPOSITIONS BY COUNTY AND REGION*

FISCAL YEARS 1971-1980

* Percentages pertain to each jurisdiction's proportion of the state's total cases.

1 1 | 1 1.
1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 . 1977 1978 1979 1980 = [Fhangd
REGIOMS o kA B l’ "]5‘ v | "li o ls e be b [ v ] s nlz 7980
1. DORCHESTER 10l 61 s6f .51 wof 7] 6% .9 w2} .7} 106 Sp V) o 83 51 9o} 61 1
SOMERSET wlos) st o3 el Al L A s9| 3 al ] S0F S sy s Wy 31 :g IE?'Z
WICOMCO e Lo} ] 1) as) 3] e i} k| wo] W} o) B8O - w} g wp Ty sl Gl
" WORCESTER ool ) ol ol Tl el el 5| mel ) we} sy ) -6 ) s} o) 6 ws) ol
2. CAROLINE 31 el 3l s o3 W .2 sof .2l 3 21 6 3 678 41 o] M1 68
CECIL 160f 1.0§ 141 8] lkef 8 163 ,9l 1210 .61 169 J1 11 I 168f 1.0 w6 LOF 169 12 *12.3
KENT i ] I a7| 0 A I | I Y ] B O I Y A Y I ] it
QUEEN ANNE'S el L1 ws] ] udl .6l ws] el o2l 3 sl o) A oM ssp o) ose) 3 s} L
TALBOT af o m) A el 3| w5 a2 S| o ¥ sowl | Bl S| aks
3, BALTIMORE 1,362] 8.8] 1,661 .o 1,51 7.9f L,5L] 8.1 1,751 ) 8.3f1,260 | S.Af L2800 O.oF 1,238F 7.0 F1,%45 ]
HARF ORD "ol 2.2} 3w l-gl '31%' el 3} 2o Cuon} 1) s ] L8 ’h89l 2.5 ’uggl %1 D! 3:8 % £ A
h. ALLEGANY 308 2.6 6l 1.0 A ol B 2] wes] z.2] bo2§ L7) 3838 2.0 zes) 2.0 f 367 24| 34
GARREFT al ol b A d ul sp o3l el 4l ] 4] W -6I o] s ol Zl o] Ok e
| WASHINGTON wil 3.2) wof o s 20l o4 2.9] 609 2.9) wob | 21 303 L.5f 38 2.2] 304 g a0 34 Y 2.6826.3
5.  ANNE ARUNDEL L1640 758 9998 s.af 1,044 5. ] 1,384 7.40 1,514 7.2 1,661 6.3)1,734) 8.8 L%i 9.4 11,337 | 5.9 f1,00 7.1§-21.9
6. HONIGOMERY 1,218 7.9} 1,485] s, 1,214 6.3§ 1,230] 6.6} 2,076 9.8 1,653 7.2) 677 3-5], 917| sf 190 s.2] eo] w3 20,3
7. PRIMCE GEORGE'SY 2,800 18.1} 3,002] 16.4 2,868 14,9 3,259) 17.4] 3,473 16.5] 3,679 § 15.9] 3,869 19-7[ 3,'»52| 19,6 2,642 § 17,5 §2,792] 19,1} 5.7
8. BALTIMIRE CITY | s5,892] 38.2} 8,213 qu.al 9,524 49.64 7,701] 4114 8,377 1 39.7 f 13531 49.8] 8,366} 42. 6,71}| 38.1] 5,346 § 35,4 J4,400] 30.0 f17.7
9. CALVERT sef o ss) . A ) sl sl .8l mef Sl ) X s 9f 150
CHARLES 109§ - 1730 4. 1 61 1) 13 s ) 14} 3e9f 7.2} ) L 445 2.6Q 472 %:? Eé? %I? t“§'2
ST, MARY'S ol 4 w] 4 vel s] 99| L] cagf o] | 6] ash.Ld Ay L4] g i) 2] Lifass
10, CARROLL Tl Al A od sl el ol |l wl ol o B ad 1zf 2
FREDERICK 1200 - 150 . sy 8 15 9 166) 8] 209 S 161y 4 o L3| 232 fﬁé gfg 1:3 i Z’S
HOWARD el .4 ) L3 2 1a]- 296) L. o) nef 289} L2) 33 LA e L3 2% | 6] =] L6} 2.6
STATE 15, 433410040, 18,3110110(419,219' 100.0 § 18, 7354100.08 21,079 10;.%25,164!100.0 19,599h0o0 17’51,4100.0 15,086I1003 1’1,6’*9&100.0 . 2.9
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TABLE 5

TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES HANDLED IM'ORMAI.LY ;
BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION BY COUNTY AND REGION*
‘ FISCAL YEARS 1971-1980

* Percentages pertain to each jurisdiction's proportion of the state's total cases.

1971 1972 F 1973 I 197%4 1975 1976 I 1977 l 1978 I 1979 JRUI N B
: ' . hangs
—_— O LI LA B u!% u!% an u]x 'u NN E u!% 79-80
- N 1 — 3
)} DORCHESTER 1031 .8 730 g4 67 570 8] 3} .6 4l S IS S 6 1y - 7
SOMERSET 31 K 300 WA 9 1 R R -0| 1 IS ! ~100,0
WICOMICO 08 .6 ny 7 61 1 13 5] I Y 2] .0 | -100.0
WORCESTER o) sl e} 27 s f S o4 W ) oup g of of 3 .0f+50.0
2. CAROLIAE 56§ .5 sl 3l 16 of 30 271 ) ) sl 20} 3F B} 6 6]  -8] +84.8
CECIL 248} 2.0] 166f 1.6 55 nl A4 621 2§y Q. 18 .3 9 .2] 4§ 5§ +388.9
KENT ILY | 550 <5 23 19§ 2 13 .3 7 .2 9 .1 51 14 2 - 39.1
QUEEN ANNE'S 66§ .5 hef Sf 4} 570 .8} 28 ] 6f 0 ufp A 18] 3 1 ) -5.0
TALBOT s S| uf A4y %2 65y 2.2 B} L9 M L 72} L2 105? L&) 107 13+ 1.9
3. BALTIMORE 1,558 § 12.7] 1,614} 15.6§ 1,781 19.0} 3.513Q47.28 781 ¢ 1538 buif 9.2 1,069] 17.3F 1,069F 18.74 1,334 16, + 24e7
HARF ORD 510 2l Tess 6.3] Tusy 2.1 7 . 18 oh 58 ?.z “g0§ 1.5 130 2.3 ’101 1.§I - 22,3
b, ALLEGANY 7f a1 21}y 3] 52 6] .1 5 .1 ' I 9 .l 12 2 1 .1 0.0
 GARRETI 2] .0 29§ 3§ 50 ] 1 R .8 of o8 op S %F S 7 +192,3
WASHI KGTON 20f .2 13] .1} 46 o7l 1.3) A5 48] 131 z.7| 92f 1.8) &) 150 A id - 7.0
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 1,189 9.7 1,038] 0.0f 216 865 6| 993 19:.': 902 185%‘1,099 17. 1.175 20.5 1,01'(' 13.1' - 10,5
6. MONTGOMERY 1,578 § 11.2} 1,961§ 19.03 1,293 770§ 10.3 | 601 1.8 385 s.ol sl s a9l 6. 231 51-33-2
-
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S] 2,983 | 24.2f 2,175 21.0f 2,243 ss7f 7,50 707§ 13.8) s13f 17.o| 308 13.4)  698) 12.2 1931 zt,;i +184.5
8. BALFIMORE criy § 2,623 ) 21.3f 1,284] 12.4] 1,378 gis) 8.7 §1,032 | 20.2 1,486[ 31.0I 2,148 34.7' 1,608 28.2] 2,28( 285|+41.a
9. CALVERI 13 f 1A g L 173 8 350 1681 3.38 zeof .6 184} o 2] 3.5 20
CHARLES b | 2,08 262 250 78 66 9 26 &1 8 21 .t.l 21 ?. i5f - 32 l: 1122.0
ST. MARY'S 102) 8] ls8f 1.4} 176 iy .0 1 .0 26 .k 630 1.0 285 43524
10. CARROLL 8] .2 7] Y S 151 B BT A 1 2F o 18l - 8 1 -
FREDERICK 67 .5 111 1.l 98 12 154 90 L8} 6 eof 1. s M3 +2(5>.6
HOWARD a1y .7 .9 12] 2] 12 2010 el‘ A Y T BT +950 0
SIAIE 12,302 §100,0§ 10,353 loo.ol 8,358 100.(16,045 100.0 7,%3}00.0 45'1091100'0 47a~l 100, °l6 195I 100.4 5,7ozlloo.ola,on 100, o + z.o,
R




o TABLE 6

——— tew i

. ~ TOTAL NUMBER OF JUVENILE CASES DISAPPROVED OR CLOSED AT INTAKE BY COUNTY AND REGION*
FISCAL YEARS 1971-1980

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 bang;l

e [ s [ e | 5] | !

REG OKS NN NI R EE R R L

. * i 6

1. DORCHESIER 2} gl 4w} Sp wf g 10 .5| 10 &) st o2l s .2 102f 4 1 sl sl 7 lso.
SOMERSET 2l 3 Sl Wb b9) .2 8y 3 e .2 sof .2 20 .1y BY 3 bof .2 322
Hl&mco 16 .2 8 .6 16# n? 198 07 1[,0 -5 5‘7 02 59 53 1"5 96 315 1.3 __Hl7.2
WORCESTER I ,3| 289 | 340 s0d ss) ses |24y 601f 2a) gos) 2.4Q 61§ 2.5] S10f 2.2f Y9 R 20| THO} 3. sy

61

2. CAROLINE sl o) 3§ o 30 wf 4 16§ o sof 3l e 2] 8] 3} B} 6] w04 4l
CECIL o o e 21| sl 23] s nz] 32 g siz] L1 o} naf 296) LY b8y g 53R 2.2)in
KEAT fF =1 . al .2 o .3 106) S). 18 A s9f o .2f ) WA 0f w2p ) 31 .83 3hogy
QUEEN ANNE'S b d 9l 2 .1 - o) 2] e} 3 S 3wy s} ougy sl
TALBOT a2l d 01 3 4 .6} ] -1 280 ) e3p 3| s3] .2f O] - 61 3y S 2}

3. BALTIMORE 4oz ¥ . 43h §Serf 1,0 7.5 | 2,867 f12.AF 1,574 5.5) 3.187) 10.7] 3,303) 12.60 2,761 11.70 4708 F12,7 ¥ 302080 13.5 Li10,5
HARF ORD 631 1. ss { 7] 104 7] 11} S) s60f z.ol 569 1.9] 690f 2.6§ eod) 2.9 LY 3.3} 858 3.5 )13

5. ALLEGANY A A sl wl s a '.3| S ] ) I B I D Y B Y B
GARRETT 20 g4 4f .0 i S 91 .0 sf Of 5y A 2} .1 8 .of 0] .0 3 1500
WASHI NG10A 390 s g 3] 122] 5] 1) W5 mif AR bo9f L6 291 1.2F 2338 108 187 84597

Se ANNE ARUNDEL 68 | 1.q 31 | &3] 1,55 10.8 ] 22010 978 2,917§ 10.2) 2,614%  8.8]2,399F 9l 2,194| 9.38 2,006 § 8.6 §1,730) 7.2)eis.8

6. HONTGOMERY sl 74 2 Vol sod sl v vof 2o s zus] n.2]z,2] s0 1,512| 6if 6m | 72 2] s oo

7. PRINCE GEORGE'S} 194 | 4u§1,646 §19.2) 1,609 11.2 | %430) 19.2] s5,290) 18.5F 4,688% 15.7f 4,104 ) 15.60 4,07 17.4 3,510 §15.1 4,011 16.6 §14.3

8. BALTIMORE CIIY | 2,749 f 61,444,579 | 53.6 6,794 47.3 § 9,123} 39.5] 11,668 40,7}12,315 b1.4 9,007 34.2) 7,91 33.tl7,541 32.3 | 7,964 32.9 §+ 5.6

9. CALVERT 14 o2 0 71 0 o) 26 ol 2F .l 7 A 7] 5 1878 .8 L47.2
CHARLES 28 147 L7} 338 2.3 6638 2.9) . 633fF 2.2f 45§ 1.8y 91) 2.3} 61 2.6} 817 % 3.5 ey 2.7 §-21.3
ST. MARY'S 3 J %6 3 sl W 235§ LOf .z2i] 1.af 361 1.2) 304§ 1.5) 424 1.8f 360§ 1.6 9%F A §-73.2

10. CARROLL 28 [ o & § LOU yed 1.3 3¢3) L6f  sisf 1.af 35) LO] 432 1.6) ok 1. o8 k17 ) LA R p
FREDERICK 172 § 3.4 189 2.0 g 2.3 513§ 2.2 s22f 1.8] 5338 1.84 633f 240 S96@ 2.5 625§ 2.7 b 2.8 §+ 6.9
HOWARD 9 A 8 |} L 260 1,81~ o2f 2.0} ko) 2.af 6%0] 2.3§ ) 2.8) ehf 208 s593f 25| 653 2.7 b0
STATE 4,459 ]100.(48,549 IIOO.(i 14,371 100,0 §23,125§100.0 28,640}100.0 29,7 llO0.0 6,31Li 100,0§23,5428 100.0 23,3z1l 100,0 zh,leil 100.0 §+ 3.7

. | :
* percentages pertain to each jurisdiction's proportion of the state's total cases. '
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TABLE 7

TOTAL OFFENSE CASE RATE AND TOTAL DELINQUENT CASE RATE

PER 1,000 JUVENILES BY COUNTY AND REGION - FISCAL jgg0

Population Estimate ¥

Total Cases
Handied by

Total Delinquent
Cases Handled by

F ;

Delinquent Case Rate

5 through 17 years » Juvenile Services Total Case Rate Juvenily Services Per 1,090
Adeinistration Per 1,000 Juveniles Administration " Juveniles
July 1, 1978 '
REGIONS I
1. DORCHESTER 6,470 284 43,9 222 34,3
SOMERSET b, 090 121 29.6 102 24,9
WICOMICO 12,960 L34 335 Loy 31.2
WORCESTER 5,850 LY 145,0 739 126.3
2. CAROLINE 4,900 229 - 6.7 198 ko,5
CECIL 14,650 Thh 50.8 722 49.3
KEWT 3,420 164 k8.0 139 40,6
GUEEN ARNE'S 4,980 180 36.1 161 32.3
TALBOT 5,170 2N 52.4 241 46.6
3. BALTIMIRE 133,730 6,554 49,0 5,883 b4 ,0
HARF ORD 36,520 1,419 38.9 1,313 36.0
&o ALLEGANY 16,790 452 26.9 339 20,2
GARRETT 6,420 213 33.2 137 21.3
WASHI XGTON 24,190 650 26.9 509 21.0
Se  ANNE ARUNDEL 83,860 3,820 k5.6 34327 39.7
6. MONTGOMERY 131,840 2,157 . 16.4 2,123 16.1
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 154,990 8,789 . 5647 7,511 h8.5
8, BALTIMORE CITY 169, 620 14,644 86.3 12,687 74.8
9. CALVERT 7,800 615 78.8 5k 58,2
CHARLES 19,440 1,134 58,5 885 4546
ST, WRY'S 14,020 585 b, 495 | 3.3
10, CARROLL 22,120 696 315 598 27.0
FREDERICK 25,680 919 35.8 849 33.1
HOWARD 28,000 923 33.0 879 314
STATE 937,510 46,845 50,0 40,917 43.6

. Maryland Center for Health Statistics
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TABLE 8
DISPOSITION BY COUNTY AND REGION

FISCAL 1980

: g 2 | g
£ O I - I O | E |
- . E’ S @ i s 89 S 6 .y < S 3
= 1. 123 |3 5.1 8 |2<El5 3] & 28ls 5z |3
g ' - 2 -2 0‘-‘ >~ 3 L o g’ -2 © «g g 8 L = el 2
ﬁ 3 '§ = -] 2 8 ‘8 ﬁ - -4 - e L [ L = s 3 3
‘> 3 “ o] 1 o] = 9 S & e Q. o a S
- 2 c < i €5 7 gég g ] ] ce |9 & a £
REGIONS a T a 8 & =3 8 b~ 3 a v = & =5 2 513 &6 P73 S
1. DORCHESICR b B % 1 20 ] 2 2 2
SOMERSET 2 18 6 4 2 35 2
wiCoMiCo 2 14 2 11 2 2 9 56 4 1 10
WORCESTER 2 29 26 ' 2 5 5 28 5
2. CARGUINE 1 4 7 3 2 27 § 4
CECIL 10 27 8 24 9 5h 11
KENT 22 2 6 1 1 13 2 13 ?
QUEEN ANNE'S 1 3 5 20 2 i
1ALBOY 6 12 3 2 7 Sh 1 4
3. BALTIHORC 1h ?63 35 N E . 1 152 100 751 5 11 A 56
IARF ORD 4 0 b 3 2 21 187 1 22 3 33
k. ALLEGAKY 9 9t 22 } 1 5 10 } 106 40 1 57
GARRETY 1 24 7 6 8 6 37 1 4
VASHI NG 10N 31 18 15 2 23 17 140 19 2h 26
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 22 203 5 8 § 109 9 79 8 355 10 6 n
6. MONIGOMERY g 2l 8 17 1 9 11 319 .3 1
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S ) 13 9 2 9% 21 | 23 890 2 21 TN T
8. BALIIMGRE CITY 77 1,7 32 163 | 183 262 367 1,076 8 2 7 88
9, CALVER] 4 2 6 106 10
CHIRLES ¢ 32 23 } : 13 o T 46
ST, MARY'S 36 3 ? 5 3 89 6 7
10. CARROLL wil 16 p 3 10 93 1 7 %
FREDERICK 5 - 26 3 14 3 15 15 8l 35
- HOWARD 92 56 2 2 6 15 43 7 2
STATE 292 | 3813] 20 m | 087 g6 Yamr | 3 | wo 24 2z 1 90
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TABLE 8 ;
(continued)
»
245 [}
[ od L > o=
5 51345 Bes <
- K “n < S & —
A LR c B|E28 P22 ¢ 515 & ¥ |E.] =
B2 13 & sclBsE BeEd ¥ |2d(5 31 £ |8 £ 8
Leld3 L 3 2 3lees poa, g 2 I8 < =T l=5]lz 8 |z E 2
§i8|s e s |EE|ssfissd 2 |5|8z: |EE (52123 |8:1¢%
REGI ONS 3ellEr| 3 |EF833a Baaf & |£EA|5 2|2 E =252 2] 8
‘ — .
J. DORCHESIER 7 L wpon 21 2
SOMERSET 5 1 75 g I
wICoMICo 1 . 3 2 119 33 282 43
WORCESTER 1 2 : 105 3 32 708 | 88
2. CAROLIAE 7 1 7 1 68 61 24 76 229
CECIL 10 4 6 6 169 b 86 465§ 7uh
. KENI .2 2 1 67 14 21 62 16
QUEEN ANE'S 1 : 6 1 1 50 12 4 14§ 180
~IALBOT 1 12 4 3 ) 113 107 15 ) o
3.  BALIIMORE 3 149 2 64 "1 1,953  |1,333 336 2,932 § 6,554
IURFORD 1 2 10 7 2 460 | 101 114 7ht | 1,419
h, ALLEGANY 3 14 19 8 8 4 3h4 12 1 95 452
GARRETT 1 1 2 ) 1 102 76 il 2| 213
_ MASHIMGTON 3 2 | 15 32 21 L O b | 139 650
54 ANKE ARUNDEL 10 28 1 46 1 fao0 |00 420 1,310 | 3,820
b, HONTGOHERY 1 1 8 1 ) 2 630 | 233 18 1 1,26] 2,157
7. _PRINCE GEORGE'S 2 228 81 ' 2 2792|1986 19 ] 3.932] 8,789
8. BALIIMRE CIIY ] 4 153 1 17 2 |4t00 fo,0 § 1,205 | 6,669 [14, 64
9. CALVER! 34 ’ 2 3 2 219 209 56 131§ 615
CIARLES 108 11 3 h57 34 73 570 1,134
ST, MARY'S 19 9 3 202 285 13 85) 585
10. CARROLL 1 1 72 %5 3 ' 4 o 3 338 8 6 3k 696
FREDERICK 2 10 2 1 2 2 216 3 16 52 919
KOWARD 1 ™ 1 1 . 228 b2 266 3874 923
- k9 2 62k 86 468 13 50 e § w0 Rbeto s f,o7 | 2,23 fus,ets |
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TABLE 9

MANNER OF HANDLING CASES BY COUNTY, REGION AND TYPE OF FFEMSE®

_FISCAL 1980

heY

¥

—H "
Foraal Informa) Disapproved at Intake Closed at Intake
T ' . 7 T
Delinquent]  CINS CIx Delinquent] CINS CIm Delinquent CINg CINA Delinquenty  CINS CIM
REGIONS
1. DORCHESTER 7 2 11 "
o 8 B = B
WICOMICO 114 1 2 33 257 25
WORCESTER 97 1 7 3 31 1 608 98 2
2. CAROCLINE 59 5 4 53 8 22 2 64 10
CecIL 165 3 1 4 3 60 6 456 9 ‘
KENI Il 2 21 12 2 21 ¢ 62
QUEEN ARNE'S 46 4 ~ 8 4 - oo 103 11
TALBOT 100 13 105 2, 9 6 27 9
3. BALTIMORE - 1,716 31 206 ©1,297 32 4 315 13 8 2 08 '
JARF ORD 131 6 23 87 1 110 i wl 5 #
h, ALLEGANY 23k i 32 11 1 1
: 2
GARRETT 70 4 28 k2 3h 8 3 ?; 6 1
WASHINGTON 316 14 52 39 3 6 26 19 3 128 11
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 871 12 161 999 b7 371 48 1 1,086 224
6. MONIGOMERY 628 2 224 9 11 7 1,260 16
7. UK GEOiGE'S 2,250 8h k58 Loor } o 7 70 7 2 3,290 633 9
8. BALVIMGRL CIIY 4,007 91 302 1,608 667 5 1,162 13§ 10 5,910 719 4o
9, CALVERI 182 4 33 155 52 2 32 24 8 L6
CHARLES 43h 3 20 30 b 66 3 y - ‘35§ 210 5
ST. HARY'S 184 6 12 248 37 .13 : 50 35
10. CARROLL 287 3 b 7 1 6 2 ’
FREDERICK 187 ! 2% 3 ] 15 1 6?% ' ;g ;
HOWARD 222 5 1 38 4 258 8 361 26
SIANL 12,79 347 1,468 6,953 § 1,03 . ) 2,64k 25 28 . 18,52 2,578 134
* Doss not include “Special Procesdlngs" cases. (N =40) ' : ’ i
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TABLE 10

MANNER (F HANOLING CASES BY COUNTY, REGION AKD SEX

FISCAL 1980

Informal

Formal Disapproved at Intake Closed at Intake
Male Fomale Total Male Female Totsl Male Foamale Total Male female Total
REGI OKS
1. DORCHESTER 96 18 114 9 2l 'n 115 4 159
SOMERSET 62 13 75 " 29 17 46
WICOMICO 104 15 119 26 7 33 208 74 282
WORCESTER 94 11 105 3 i 3 26 6 32 521 187 708
2. CAROLINL - 62 6 68 51 10 61 19 5 2 60 16 7%
CECIL 139 30 169 35 9 by L8 18 66 381 84 45
KEI 53 14 - 67 13 1 14 13 8 21 53 9 62
QUEEN ANNE'S 48 2 50 5 7 12 i 4 79 35 114
TALBOT 91 22 113 86 | . 21 107 12 3 15 22 1k 36
3, BALTIMORE 1,632 321 -1 1,953 © 1,030 303 1,333 279 57 336 2,283 649 2,932
JARF ORD 406 54 460 83 18 101 102 12 114 603 141 7k
b, ALLEGANY 252 92 3hy 7 5 12 1 ) 1 7% 21 95
GARRETH 81 21 102 51 25 76 7 h 11 1 7 2k
WASHI NGTON 308 76 38l 5 23 79 30 18 Lg 1 35 139
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 852 192 1,044 781 265 1,046 301 119 420 97 338 1,310
6. MONIGOMLRY 576 54 630 1203 30 233 9 9 18 1,016 260 1,276
7. PRINCE GEGRGE'S 200 | so 12,79 1,58 | 398 1,986 1 60 19 79 | 285 | 00 3,032
8. BALTIMRE CITY 3,829 | smo | k00 1654 626 2,20 | 1,056 239 8§ 1,25 | 5177 } 1,492 6,669
9. CALVERI 157 62 219 165 4 209 35 21 56 81 50 131
CHARLES 403 54 457 22 12 3h 53 20 - 73 375 195 570
ST. PARY'S 169 1 33 +202 194 91 285 13 13 59 26 85
10. CARROLL 2 67 38 7 1 8 6 6 268 76 344
FREDERICK 1% -4 %16 ' 28 7 35 1 5 16 h99 153 652 -
HOWARD 210 18 228 33 9 Y 225 | 266 302 85 387
STATE 12,269 § 2,380 {14,649 6,004 § 1,907 8,011 2,336 611 2,947 | 16,183 5,055 21,238
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TABLE 11
MANNER (F HANDLIMG CASES BY COUNTY, REGION AND RACE
FISCAL 1980

~

' Formal Informal bisspproved at Intake I Closcd at lntah.
! ~ ¥ " ﬂ ﬂ» . r y
White 8lack Totai* White 8lack Total® White 8lack Totsl® White Black Total®
REGI ONS

1. DORCHESTER 83 31 114 1 1 88 7 159
SOMERSET 52 23 75 - 26 20 b6
WECOMICO 79 40 119 o 16 17 33 183 99 282
WORCES FER 74 31 105 3 3009 3 32 669 36 708

2. CAROLINE 53 15 68 39 22 61 14 10 24 64 12 76
CECIL 161 8 169 L3 1 ely 64 2 66 Y 16 465
KENT 42 25 67 12 2 14 15 6 21 4 13 62
QUEEN ANNE®S 40 10 50 7 5 12 . 2 1 4 95 19 114
TALBOY 78 3, 113 77 30 107 9 5 ‘15 30 6 36

3. BALIIMORE 1,572 % |L,%3 | 99 400 1,333 246 89 336 § 2,25 668 2,932
HARF ORD 417 b2 460 93 8 101 100 14 114 680 64 7hly

L. ALLEGANY 323 21 344 9 3 12 1 ' 1 89 6 95
GARRETY 102 © 102 76 76 11 11 2h 24
 WASHINGION 362 20 384 76 3 19 46 T2 48 134 5 139
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 852 188 1,0tk 863 179 - 1,046 |- 353 67 420 1,17 133 1,310
6. HONIGONERY 419 205 630 199 29 233 - 15 3 18 872 386 1,276
7. PRINCE GEOKGE'S 1,000 | 1,721 | 2,792 99 | 9o 1,986 33 ks 79 | L6 | 2,229 3,952
8. BALIIMORE CUIY 1,008 | 3,370 4,400 " 577 1 1,698 2,280 304 990 § 1,29 2,024 b, 624 6,669
9, CALVERT 179 ho 219 159 50 209 53 3 56 106 5 131
CHARLES 351 105 457 31 3 34 49 2 73 Loy 105 570
ST, MARY'S 152 50 202 22 y 73 285 9 ‘ 4 13 59 26 85
10, CARROLL 316 20 3 8| 8 6 6 331 13 T
FREDERICK 164 51 216 31 :, 35 13 3 16 551 100 652
HOWARD 161 64 228 37 5 k2 208 s6l 26 91" 92 387
STATE 8,047 § 6,490  R14,649 4,471 3,509 8,011 l 1,596 1,344 2,947 | 12,353 8,768 21,238

* Total figures may include cases in which race was "other™ or Munknown". There were 267 such cases in fiscal 1980. '
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TABLE 12

TOTAL CASES HANDLED 8Y THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

BY COUNTY, REGION AND SOURCE OF REFERRAL — FISCAL 1980

SOURCE OF REFERRAL

Department Depar taent Other ’
of Parent/ | of Social Social Court/ Special
Polics tducation § Relative § Services Agency Probation] Other Citizen Police T0TAL
REGLONS ,

1. DORCHESTER 208 1 31 2k 1 16 3 284
SOMERSET 85 1 20 10 1 4 121
WLCOMICO 400 8 11 1 13 1 43h
WORCESTER 831 5 5 2 4 1 848

2. CAROLLAE 163 17 10 6 1 11 21 229
CECIL 707 k 3 1 2 21 6 744
KENT 90 16 4 21 27 3 3 164
QUEEN AKNE'S 133 27 6 . 5 9 180
TALBOY 248 1 5 1 2 b 27

3. BALVIMRC 6,298 18 13 131 5 8 79 2 b,55h
HARF ORD 1,320 ? ke 33 9 3 6 1,419

b, ALLEGAKY 270 21 82 29 17 7 26 452
GARRETY 111 10 49 16 2 6 1 18 213
WASHI HGTON 438 64 50 3 6 38 17 650

5. ANNE ARUNDEL 3,215 30 213 160 4 137 1 3,820

6. HONIGOMERY 2,028 } 2 2 1 9 2 2,157

7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 4,919 588 463 W34 2 10 124 839 1,392 8,789

8. BALTIMORE CITY 10,171 1,568 1,476 4] 7 6 22 1,111 8 14,644

9. CALVERI 549 17 9 30 2 8 615
CHARLES 1,008 37 55 24 2 2 5 1 1,134
ST, MARY'S 512 8 36 27 2 585

10. CARROLL 581 9 6 ks 1 17 9 18 10 696
FREDERICK 776 23 26 5 5 18 919
HOWARD 900 1 ol 3 3 923

36,021 2,421 2,671 1,350 52 127 42 2,273 1,488 46,845

STATE
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1ABLE 13

TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY .THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

BY COUNTY, REGION AND AGE - FISCAL 1980*

: Over 18
Under ‘ i or
10 Years ] 10 Years | 11 Years 12 Years | 13 Years | 14 Years | 15 Years | 16 Years | 17 Years § 18 Years | Unknown-] Total
REGI ONS \
!

1, DORCHESTER 33 4 9 13 19 33 150 52 65 2 ] 284
SOMERSET - 1 3 5 13 15 10 18 29 25 1 1 121
WICOMICO 8 7 7 2k 52 L oM 95 110 6 4 434
WORCESTER 8 4 8 15 39 85 165 221 296 5 2 8k8

2. CAROLINE 5 6 5 17 11 25 48 54 52 1 5 22
CECIL 21 14 27 35 60 81 137 147 189 11 22 74
KERT 13 1. 3 6 11 %5 % 34 46 164
QUEEN ANNE'S 1 1 3 5 1l 33 45 28 42 ] 180

~TALBOT 10 4 1 4 21 32 59 - 60 78 1 1 2n

3. BALVIMORE 109 76 129 243 489 938 1,356 1,571 1,492 107 b 6,554
HARF 6RD 49 31 28 52 107 204 286 278 324 4] 19 1,k19

h,  ALLEGANY 26 7 14 19 26 55 87 5] 98 4 41 452
GARRETT 16 1 1 - 10 21 37 38 32 40 2 5 213
WASHI NGTON 45 3 8 20 60 7 126 150 149 7 5 650

5. ANKE ARUNDEL 131 63 % 166 | 29 531 508 887 766 3] 66 3,820

6,  MONIGOMERY 28 23 29 7h 166 310 47 497 518 45 20 2,157

7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 311 131 191 386 843 1,319 1,827 L83 | 1,707 7 107 8,789

8. BALTIMORE CIiV 398 257 370 729 | 1,400 2,257 2,929 3,009 § 2,681 " | 213 361 14, 644

9. CALVERT 20 1l 21 46 5 113 134 106 80 3 6 615
CHARLES b2 19 26 49 82 166 234 253 245 12 6 1,134
ST, MARY'S 17 8 18 1 59. 70 107 133 140 1 11 585

10. CARROLL 34 17 16 19 52 91 139 145 166 10 7 696
FREDERECK 46 21 27 47 70 133 170 186 204 10 5 919
HOWARD 6 6 20 « 5 43 119 177 227 268 16 16 923
STATE 1,378 78 1,050 2,028 | 4,029 6,848 | 9,489 | 10,052 | 9,781 614 758 46,845

7 ’ ﬂta—keo

* Age in years at the time the referral is received by -
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TABLE 1% ‘
TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

B8Y COUNTY, REGION AND MAJOR REASON REFERRED ~ FISCAL 1930

| S % e
5|3 ol PR e |3 3
~B | ® . 2 |2 I e | 51:2]s %
g8 I€ ¢ = L8 1g |2 |EEIE:1E | |65 5
- 1E5 |- &) » - ] & 2 ¢ |2l 2] & S Vg 0 &
< 13 |58 |58 58 | & glE |3 |8 |2%C12 8= £ ElE s
8 13 |23 ]|® e | £ Bl 5 12 |8 lsElss]| s 212 B2
REGI OKS % 2 1328|5815 |2 |23 & | |& |28]=+<] & S| £|2:
1. DORCHESTER 1 5 9 2] | 6 1l 14 2 1 7 28 2 2
SOMERSET 2 11 2. 19 4 1 12 5 b 2
WICOMICO 5 39 124 53 | ek 9 4 W of k2 1 58 3 1
WORCESTER 23 20) 3 66 33 2 16} 2 106 73 2 5 3
2. CAROLINE 22 7 26 33 3 2 4 16 9 2 10 2 5
CeciL 1 68 22 76 108 3 19 1 48 §. 100 23 30 8 3
KENT 2 32 51 3% 3 10 1 4 6 9 7 1 3
QUEEN ANKE'S 1 20 10 21 . 72 2 12 5 19 3 1
- TALBOY 8 11 7 13 Bl 3 2 3 15F. 28 9 wl o2 b
3. BALTIMORE 37 766 269 ) 753 7571 56 s3] 2 8§ 3 17 196 | 1,134 2 o1 22
HARF ORD 4 151 191 182 o] 1] 2% 5 186 | 181 4 8 by 10 5
N, ALLEGANY 3 27 vl 21 =» 3 Y 2. ] sl 13 10 48 2 9
© GARRETT 1 16 51 2 16 5 - 8 1 8
WASHI NG TON 5 51 9l % 62 17 51 13 27 62 2 7
5. AMNE ARURDEL ol sl el sl ws] s | w] wl =) 2] ] ar] 8] 5 | 2]
6. HONIGOHERY n | ] sl w] we| wil m| w] wlw] 3| o] @] v & 7
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 67 gl 3221 1,215 975] 239 | 132 67 who | 470 3 s 1554 9 107 55
8. BALTIMIRE CITY 109 | 2,379 557 1,617 | 1,682] 203 671 61} 6] siv ] 1m wo] s3] 69 | 31 127
9, CALVERT 1 n ~ 21 6 2
CHARLES 13 80 1 IR 1% 5 3 ¢l 2] B 5t ] : ]
ST. HARY'S 9 35 2l 6] 63 1 6 6 78 B 24 88 8 6
10. CARROLL 4 ss 1y ] 105 6 3| 18] 88 22 P13 7 3
FREOERICK 85 19y 87 ] 16 2 19 4 79 67 3 131 6 4
HOWARD 7 61 ) u9f 18} 15 5 8 3 3% 1] 1 13 14
SIAIE ‘ 311 § 5,374 81,7784 5,347 § 5,650 608 § 1,k78] 249 2,849 | 3,382 139 J 1,0730 4,938 100 629 358




62

. 'ABLF 1" N i
(continued)
: I

= [ g = - w —

O I 2 il e |si] 8 = | B 2

I S HHe) ]t i 12 |25 5| 2 =¥

Bl s |58 =l (2 ELE 2G| BelBe]l 2 (25 2

1. OORCHESIER 8 28 222 25 25 1 24 12 byj 284
SOMERSED 26 102 71 1 11 19 121
VICOMICO 2 10 59 o] 1y .2 7 26 2 2 2 434
WORCESTER 7 1 129 73 96 1 3 100 9 9 848

2. CAROLINE 10 47 19 9t 1 -5 25 1 3 2 6 229
CECit 2k 5 183 72 8§ 10 3 21 1 1 7hl
KEAT 5 17 13 1 3 4 3 18 2 164
QUEEN ANNE®S 6 33 16 10 6 3 19 180
1ALBOY 8 26 2k 134 ‘11 6 30 -2

3, BALIIMORE 272 4 2 stAll 5,881 173 ] 58 153 384 74 219 1 287 6,554
HARF ORD 26 3 16511 1,31 18 6 59 83 8 15 23 1,419

L. ALLEGANY 5 11 83 sdl 9f 1 2 sl 1] w2 il Bl B2
GARRETT 2 4 40 133, 8 6 33 47 8 21 29 213
VASHI HGTON 7 4 9] 50 33 1 iy 78] 14 L2 2 3 61 2 650

5. ANNE ARUNDEL 187 3 3682 3,327| 88§ 30 213 5331 LN BB 5 2 162 3,820
6. HONIGOMERY sl 9 wil 24 7} 21 3 2,157
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 250 28 . g2l 7.5:M 237 s 320 gozfl 223 |- 201 nf{ u 476 8,789
8. BALTIMORE CIIV 587 § 95 1,584 || 12,684 47§ 321 }: 632 1,6000f 76 22 255 b 357 1h, 644
9. CALVIRI 7 gofd sty ] n§t nyl 1 3 % 615
CHARLES 72 3 96 sesfl 19f 49 52 200 17 ) 8 29 1,134
ST, HARVS 7 7 &8 495 L 12 35 78 2 1 9 12 585 -

10. CARROLL 29 17 82 598 38 6 5 49 3 43 46 3 696
FREDERICK 3] 117 849 10§ 21 11 Wzl 19 7 2 28 919
HOWARD - sl 31 oiff . snofl ) 1 13 43 1 1 ;923
SIATE 1,655 1 164 5 Q476040 50,9170 1,511 § 821 § 1,902 BY 4,23l 416 | end i 5701 50 {} o, ese w0 1 46,845

- mm————



TABLE 15

0¢

a TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISYRATION
BY MAJOR REASON AND AGE AT VIME OF REFERRAL - FISCAL 1980 , . '

, Under ~ ' - ' Over 18 N
Major Reason 10 Years | 10 Years | 11 Years | 12 Years | 13 Vears ] 1A Years | 15 Years | 16 Years | 17 Years | 18 Vears for Unknown| Total
Arson 17 19 20 30 32 38 59 4g b2 - 4 1 311
Assault 100 90 141 279 487 759 997 1,120 1,149 62 190 5y 37h
Auto Theft/Unauth, Use 12 4 14 37 128 293 427 437 391 26 9 1,778
Burglary/8 & E 8k 91 129 247 540 833 1,121 1,139 1,063 84 16 5y 347
Larceny 81 101 123 252 453 832 1,098 1,257 1,337 A b2 5,650
Robbery 3 1 5 22 50 101 136 135 134 16 5 608
Disorderly Conduct 10 5 12 22 69 150 296 388 491 .8 7 1,478
Sex Offense 5 3 7 17 31 b 38 55 b2 3 1 249
Vandalisa 133 104 133 235 323 42k 471 489 437 27 73 2,849
Narcotics Violation 4 8 10 ks 153 389 691 954 1,059 57 12 3,382
Glue Sniffing 2 2 6 16 23 b 25 22 2 139
Alcaholic Beverage Viol. 1 6 33 72 188 335 k23 14 1 1,073
Shoplifting 1 - 74 157 282 502 791 1,032 1,053 900 53 19 b, 934
Purse Snatching 1 3 4 9 11 27 29 14 2 100
firearms Violation 3 1 9 13 50 78 143 145 178 9 629
Rec/Poss Stolen Goods 3 3 10 14 27 53 v 87 80 7 2 358
Traspassing 19 29 25 bz 130 250 358 423 345 22 12 1,655
False Firs Alarm - 27 5 13 12 27 17 26 20 15 2 . 164
Violation of Supervision 1 3 13 1h 20 22 2 5
Othor 89 52 81 170 3571 619 1,002 1,021 1,171 110 92 4, 76k
Total Delinquent 661 594 894 1,736 3,420 ) 5,793 8,237 9,181 | 9,315 604 482 40,917
Runaway 4 5 15 53 161 ‘286 407 380 188 3 9 1,511
Iruancy 23 19 20 68 133 235 743 46 19 2 3 821
Ungover rable 28 32 ig 100 220 395 465 391 196 2 5 1,902
Total CIHS 55 56 93 - 221 Slk I 916 1,115 817 h03 1 37 b, 234
Neglect 193 23 15 18 23 % 29 | & 31 3 1 ) T16
Depondenty . 318 20 25 32 47 - 85 85 T 84 38 1 76 811
Dependency & Noglect 145 23 14 17 2 27 21 2 11 74 377
Mentally Handicapped 6 2 9 b 3 Ll 1 {1 7 1 2 .50
lotal CIA 662 68 63 n %l 13 136 | 150 62 3 | 06 1,65
Special Proceedings 1 1 4 1 33 40
GRAND TOTAL 1,378 78 1,050 | 2,028 4,029 | 6,848 9,489 %10,152 9,781 64 | 58 46,845
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TABLE 16

FORMAL CASES HANDLED BY THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
~ BY MAJOR KEASON AND DISPOSIVION

flSCM.‘
Continue Comaitted | Comaitted Support
Warned, | Juris- Case Custody ] To Dept. of to Referred Ordered
Major Raason Petition Adjusted,or | diction Without Mvarded Soclal lralnlni To Other fRestitutiod or
Wjthdrgwn | Dismissed] Counselled } Wajyed Finding to Services School®*! Probation] Agancy or £ins Ravised
Arson 2 43 7 b 5 1 6 53 b
Assault 70 651 30 56 58 3 9 143 583 2 6 1
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 17 221 16 27 22 1 1 8k 298 2 7
Burglary/8 & € 49 757 32 110 71 2 10 "272 1,170 5 2h 2
Larceny 27 520 16 58 32 1 136 700 6 12 2
Robbery b 85 ) 2 54 131 1 1
Disorderly Conduct 13 96 ) 9 10 1 17 65 1 1
Sex Offense 6 34 5 2 1 7 56
Vandalisa 14 282 9 11 14 2 18 229 21
Narcotics Vielation - 27 120 7 18 24 1 3 21 272 1
Glue Sniffing : 1 20 1 4 5 18
Alcoholic Beverage Viol. 1 28 3 L 1 b2
Shoplifting 5 2hh 10 17 21 2 2 64 390 4 2
Purse Snatching 12 ., 3 8 17 i
Firearams Violation 5 62 1 6 b 1 10 63 1
Rec/Poss Stolan Goods 1 30 2 2 . 8 1 L6 1
Irespassing 6 68 L 2 5 3 18 76 2 4 1
false Fire Alarm 1 14 1 1 1 20
Violation of Supervision 1 8 10 1 1 14 11
Other . 32 351 18 52 29 15 . 33 56 k73 2 65
Total Delinquent 242 3,646 176 409 317 26 73 936 k713 26 149 7
Runaway 2 17 7 2 6 11 1
Iruancy 7 b 2 15 7
Ungovernable 5 13 7 2 6 11 14 2
Total CINS 7 37 18 2 10 32 32 3
Hagloct 8 39 1 26 279 1 1
Dependancy 28 66 4 1 1 103 410 4 7
Dependency & Neglect 7 81 1 1 7 182 b 1 10
Mentally Handicapped 3 2 1 1
lTotal CIHA 43 189 5 2 2 138 882 9 3 17
Special Proceedings 1 2 3
GRAND VOIAL 292 3,873 201 11 32f 174 987 936 b, 757 32 149 24

* This figur:e does not reflect actual commitments at the Maryland Training School or Montrose. The section on institutional services contsins actial figures.
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. TABLE 16
(continued)
Referred Comaitted | Comaftted Coaai t ted
Coamitted § to Psychi- Frobation] to JSA to JSA/ Protective to
Major Reasan Suspended to Mental atric without for Purchass Group . Super- Youth

Sentence Other Institution Care Stet Verdict | placenent jof Care** Hoag*+* vision Centers+ Total
Arson 1 10 3 ' 3 142
Assault .5 98 3 76 6 5h b 1 3 1,822
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 1 67 L) b 26 1 5 1 b 849
Burglary/B & € 8 198 2 109 13 8l 4 9 13 2,041
Larcany 12 134 ‘5 1 97 6 58 1 7 5 1,842
Robbery 2 bl 7 4 1 364
Disorderly- Conduct 1 1 10 1 6 248
Sex Offense 18 3 2 1. 135
Vandalisa 32 62 13 12 1 2 722
Narcotics Violatlon 31 90 14 14 1 3 647
Glue Sniffing 1 b 2 56
Alcoholic Beverage Viol. 1 2 1 b 2 2 : 1 92
Shoplifting : 6 57 4 18 5 24 b 2 1 902
Purse Snatching 1 1 2 49
firearss Violation ' 1 5 b 173
Rec/Poss Stolen Goods 14 2 1 1 1 110
Trespassing 3 18 1 9 6 1 227
False Fire Alara ‘ 1 2 k]
Violation of Supervision 1 9 1 1 11" 2 1 2 7h
. Other 5 112 3 1 51 20 29 b 3 b 1,358
Total Delinquent 46 869 20 2 611 86 345 ) ho 9 4o 12,794
Kunaway 14 1 N 3 38 1 3 1 17
Iruancy ) 1 5 2 9 58
Ungovernable 15 5 3 53 6 b 26 172
Total CINS 35 7 6 96 7 9 b6 347
Neglact 6 1 b 22 190

Dependency 16 A ) 1 4
Dependency & Naglect 6 g '?1 ;fg
Mentally Handicapped 5 Y 1 1 2 L3
fotal L1MA 33 22 7 26 1 89 1,468
Special Proceedings 33 1 Lo
GRAND TOTAL 6 970 49 2 624 86 LT 13 50 - 14k ko 14,649

** These fiqures do not accurately reflect admissions. ' See sections on community or institutiqgnal services{ for actual figures. :
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COMPARISON (F THE NUMBER OF C
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION BY MAJOR REASON FOR REFERRAL «~ FISCAL

TABLE 17

ASES HARDLED BY THE MARYLAND JUVERILE

1979-1980 )
formal Informal bisapproved Closed
Major Reason FY Al Percent Y Al Percent Percent P t
1979 1980 Change 1979 1980 __Chanae 15’9 1550 Change 15’79 15&0 g\gﬁ;e
Arson 162 142 - 123 30 59 | + 96.7 10 15 + 50,0 137 %5 | - 30.7
Assault 1,910 1,822 - h.6 624 769 + 23,2 k57 496 + 8,5 2,381 2,287 - 3.9
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 819 849 + 3.7 137 - 227 + 65.7 79 117 + k8,1 409 585 + 43.0
Burglary/8 L 3,198 2,941 - 8,0 469 747 + 59.3 186 169 - 0.1 1,555 1,490 - 4,2
Larceny 1,842 1,842 0.0 728 - 1,039 + h2.7 248 359 + 44,8 2,250 2,410 + 7.1
Robbary . 497 3h | - 268 b7 90 | + 914 32 20 - 3.5 146 13 | - 8.2
Disorderly Conduct 291 248 - 14,8 152 170 + 11.8 120 128 + 6,7 . 863 932 + 8.0
. Sex Offense 99 135 + 3644 % 3] + 72,0 21 17 - 19,0 82 |- sS4 | - 31
Vandalism 603 722 + 1947 477 593 + 24,3 221 240 + 5.7 1,274 1,294 + 1.6
Narcotics Violation 592 647 + 9.3 379 532 + 4044 157 196 + 2h.8 1,905 2,007 | + 5.4
+ Glue Sniffing ) 51 56 + 9.8 11 15 + 36.4 2 18 + 800.0 29 50 + 2.4
Alcoholic Beverage Viof. 92 92 0.0 73 151 + 106.8 37 37 0.0 611 793 + 25.8
Shoplifiing 843 902 + 7.0 820 1,292 + 57.6 97 176 + 8l.4 2,303 2,564 + 11.3
Purse Snatching 35 49 + 40,0 11 23 4+ 109,1 1 8 + 700.0 13 20 + 53.8
firearms Violatien 208 173 ~ -16.8 62 105 + 69,4 bl 52 + 52.9 306 299 - 2.3
Rec/Poss Stolen Goods 150 110 - 26,7 62 78 + 25.8 31 22 - 29.0 207 148 - 28.5
Trespassing 197 227 + 15.2 201 258 + 2Bk 8k 196 +133,3 964 974 + L0
false Fire Alarm 27 41 + 519 2k . b9 + 104,2 2 il + 450,0 76 63 - 17.1
Violation of Supervision 54 7 + 37,0 1 - 100,0 1 ~ 100.0 5 1 - 80.0
Other 1,235 1,358 + 10,0 531 113 + 34,3 278 367 + 32,0 2,268 2,326 + bk
Total Delinquent 12,905 { 12,79 - 0,9 | 4,86 6,953 | + 42.9 ] 2,104 2,680 |+ 5.7 17,784 18,52 | + b.2
Runaway 153 117 - 23,5 169 215 | + 27.2 67 105 + 56,71 1,155 1,074 | - 7.0
Truancy 111 58 - 47.7 226 268 | + 18.6 46 53 + 15,2 577 bh2 | =234k
Ungovernable 423 172 - 59.3 410 551 § + 34k 105 117 + 114 1,355 1,062 § - 21.6
Total CINS 687 347 ~ h9,5 805 1,03 | + 28.5 218 275 + 26,1 3,087 2,578 | ~ 16.5
Negloct 317 390 +23.0 by - 100.0 4 7 + 75.0 28 19 - 32.1
Dependency 77 722 - 3.3 23 8 - 65.2 14 10 - 2.6 60 7| + 18.3
D‘opendemy & flaglect 364 313 - 14,0 6 14 + 133.3 3 11 + 266.7 16 39§ + 143.8
¥entally Handicapped 21 43 + 104.8 2 1 - 100.0 2 S5 +150.0
fotal CItA L,bb9 | 1,468 + 1.3 33 2 - 213 22 28 + 27.3 106 13y | o+ 26.4
Speclal Proceedlng; b5 4o - 111

GRAND TOTAL 14,786 | 14,649 | - 0.9 | 5,702 g,0i1" | + ho5 ) 2,3 2,947 + 5.7 20,977 | 2,25 | o+ 1.2




B ‘ TABLE 18 . .
~ TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
BY COUNTY AND PARENTAL STATUS — FISCAL 1980

Parental Status .
Infor-
Parents Both mation
Living Mother Father Parents Parents Parsnts Parents Other Not
Together Deceased | Deceased | Deceased Separated] Oivorced Unmarried Provided Total
REGI ONS . -

1. DORCHESTER 83 - 4 16 49 89 b2 1 284
SOMERSET 38 2 6. 3 2h 35 13 121
WICOMICO 147 10 29 ) 64 141 30 1 8 434
WORCESTER 566 5 k5 2 28 187 6 1 8 - 848

2. CAROLINE 73 6 6 1 18 35 19 5 66 229
CECIL 452 8 38 2 38 177 11 3 15 Thb
KENT 7 "1 11 12 45 18 164
QUEEN ANNE'S 76. 2 5 2 k5 2k 11 1 14 180
TALBOI 131 5 i l 7 70 38 4 5 M

W
1 3. BALTIMORE 3,420 46 149 8 487 138 140 28 2,138 6,554
HARF ORD 777 2k 70 7 68 4ok 37 12 20 1,419

he ALLEGANY 216 8 11 2 43 122 4 1 b5 452
GARRETT 154 1 2 : 4 k2 1 . 9- 213
WASHE HGTON 281 4 15 1 b2 75 14 2 216 650

5.  ARHE ARUNDEL 969 14 38 4 351 161 22 37 2,224 3,820

6.. MOKIGOMERY 980 35 50 10 124 353 31 8 566 2,157

7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 3,453 128 328 W 1,492 2,162 387 128 667 8,789

8. BALTIMBRE CITY 3,005 181 255 33 6,108 50 | o5 | 1,700 2,046 | 14,644

9. CALVERT 398 8 20 | 38 105 24 2 615
CHARLES 670 29 56 5 127 142 16 10 79 1,13
ST, MARY'S 263 16 55 2h 126 3] 70 535

10. CARROLL 329 11 28 3 L7 133 14 3 128 696
FREDERICK 431 18 53 ' 5~ 54 202 59 1 96 919
HOWARD 439 9 17 1 42 104 1 1 309 923
STAIE 17,428 - 575 1,310 141 9,336 5,622 1,734 1,947 8,752 | 46,845
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TABLE 19
* TOTAL CASES HANDLED BY THE- MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

BY COUNTY AND TYPE OF GUARDIAN — FISCAL 1980

Mother| Father Out-of Infor-
and and Other State ration
Both Step- | Step— | Foster | Faaily | Insti-|  Non- Insti- Not
REGI ONS Parents{ Mother | Father | Father] Mother Home Home | tution Relatlvesi Alone tion Other | Provided] Total
1. DORCHESTER g0 | 123 14 9| 3 | 2 6 10 28k
SOMERSET 39 i 2 14 7 2 11 2 2 121
WICOMICO . 144 167 23 37 8 5 27 3 7 13 434
WORCESTER 553 149 38 L3 8 b 15 8 5 25 gh8
2. CAROLIME 72 53 18 4 3 7 7 3 62 229
CECIL L 126 34 48 1h 8 10 6 20 34 74t
KENT . 7 3 5 18 2 16 164
QUEEN ANNE'S 7% 50 19 15 2 4 6 1 1 8 180
TALBOY 126 7h 25 9 4 5 13 6 8 3 2N
3, BALVIMORE 3,384 | 2,104 364 15 8 30 55 L L7 476 6,554
HARF ORD 759 286 63 107 n 23 70 22 15 50 1,419
L, ALLEGANY 205 110 9 % 4 28 16 1 4 1 52
GARRETT 143 35 4 5 6 9 1 10 213
WASHI NG TON mn 210 30 43 9 R 28 i 25 14 650
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 984 430 113 73 17 4 13 33 | 2,155 | 3,820 |
6. MONIGOMERY 977 395 72 nl 16 5 | 1 B3 545 | 2,157
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 3,370 | 3,205 459 527 | 101 187 37 65 58 432 8,789
8. BALTIMORE CITY 3,0m | 7,510 665 00| 142 53 39| 3 Weh 1,941 | 14, B4
3. CALVERI 2 |16 16 30 2 26 18] 2 § 11 615
CHARLES 658 271 n 32 5 9 4] 9 13 5 1,134
ST, WARV'S 254 138 35 52 n - 8 20 b 7 56 585
10. CARROLL 319 165 34 57 13 29 41 6 17 15 696
FREDERICK 428 184 40 93 16 8 37 6 5 104 919
HOWARD 438 245 106 2l 10 12 2 5 7 52 923
kit 17,243 | 16,250 2,285 | 1,690 | 425 4180 1,352 | 268 768 | 6,084 | 46,8k5




TABLE 20

PART I OFFENSES VS OTHER DELINQUENT OFFENSES: FISCAL 76 - FISCAL 80

Part I Offenses* Othg;fDelinquent
Fiscal Year i : gnses
N % N % Total
1976 22,767 45.7 27,031 54.3 49,798
1977 20,404 47.5 22,530 52.5 42,954
1978 19,252 47.7 21,079 52.3 40,331
1979 18,014 47.8 19,643 52,2 37,657
1980 18,757 45.8 22,160 54,2 40,917
- i_
# Includes the following offense categories: assault, auto theft/
unauthorized use, burglary/breaking and entering, larceny, and
robbery. e, —
TABLE 21 ‘
SOURCES OF REFERRAL OF CHILDREN IN NEED OF SUPERVISION
‘ FISCAL 1976 - FISCAL 1980
. _
Fiscal Year
Referral Source =
197¢ 1977 1978 1979 11980
~ v
Police 1,624 1,709 1,239 1,361 1,177
(26.6) }(31.1) (25.7) (28.4) ] (27.8)
Department of Education 696 622 752 608 468
(11.4) § (11.3) (15.6) (12.7) § (19.3)
Parents/Relative 3,523 | 2,887 2,510 2,567 12,419
(57.7) { (52.6) (52.2) (53.5) § (57.1)
Social Services Administration 108 95 136 109 .20
(1.8) (1.7) 2.8) (2.3) (0.5)
Other Social Agency 26 43 50 37 27
(0.4) (0.8) (1.9) (0.8) (0.6)
Citizen 33 19 13 21 16
(0.5) (0.3) (0.3) (0.4) (0.4)
‘Other 123 115 113 94 107
(2.0) (2.1) (2.3) (2.0) (2.5)
Total 6,133 5,490 4,813 4,797} 4,234
36
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COMMUNITY-BASED SERVICES

Placements in community-based programs may be either residential or
non-residential. Residential admissions include emergency shelter care
placements or planned placements in private group homes, foster homes,
residential treatment facilities, the Maryland Youth Residence Center, the
Good Shepherd Center, or three state-operated group homes. Non-residential
community programs include the Arthur G. Murphy Sr. Youth Service Center in
Baltimore, Youth Sarvice Bureaus, and Youth Diversion Programs. Several
programs for runaways are also categorized among community programs, since
they provide temporary shelter to youngsters,

Purchase -of Care

Placements in purchase of care facilities--private residential place-~
ments in group homes, specialized treatment facilities, foster care, and

emergency shelter care--numbered 2,820 during fiscal 1980. This represented
a decline of 187% from the 3,421 placements during fiscal 1979. This decline

was accounted for solely by emergency placements which showed a reduction
from 2,476 cases during fiscal 79 to 1,852 cases during fiscal 80. Private
residential (non emergency) placements actually increased from 945 during
fisecal 1979 to 968 during fiscal

Good Shepherd Center

The Good Shepherd Center, a therapeutic facility for girls, had 76
admissions from the Juvenile Services Administration during fiscal 80.
This represented a decrease of 347%. Baltimore City accounted for 29 ad-
missions which was 39% of the total. Prince George's County acccunted for
14 admissions, 18% of the total. The age range of girls admitted was from

thirteen to seventeen years with the median age at admission being fifteen.

State~Owned Group Homes

There were 82 admissions at the three state-owned group homes during
fiscal 80--an increase of 23 admissions from the 59 cases reported during
fiscal 79. The age range at admission was from twelve to fifteen with
the median at approximately fifteen years of age.

k The’ Maryland Youth Residence Center

The Maryland Youth Residence Center, a residential treatment facility
for boys, reported 29 admissions during fiscal 80, This represented a
decrease of 34% from the 44 admissions during fiscal 79. The age range was
from eleven to fourteen; a total of 21 of the 29 admissions involved young-
sters who were thirteen years of age.

Arthur G. Murphy, Sr. Youth Service Center

The Arthur G. Murphy, Sr. Youth Service Center is a non-residential
day program offering specialized services to delinquent youtlr: During fis-
cal 1980, there were 263 admissions, an increase of 49% from the 176 ad-
missions reported for fiscal 1979. Of the 263 admissions, 232, which was
88% of the total,involved males. The age range at time of admission was

38

from fifteen through eighteen. S1i '
: . ghtly over 50% i
Silxteen at time of admission. 7 of those adnitted were

Youth Services Bureaus .

.Youth Services Bureaus in Maryland are community-based agencies which
provide serv%ces to youth on a voluntary basis. The primary purpose of
tpose community operated programs is juvenile delinquency preven&ion. Seventy-
flve.percent of the funds required to operate Youth Services Bureaus are
provided by the State of Maryland through grants from the Juvenile Services

. Administration, The remaining 257 of the funds are certified by local units

of government,

During fiscal 1980, a reported 8,767 indivi
: ’ individuals were served by Mary-—
%anq's Youth Services Bureaus, A demographic description of the clzentsy
1q§1cates that approximately 59% were male; approximately 77% were white:
23%, black; and less than 1%, of "other" races. Informal counseling and,

information/referral were among the most F i i i
Fioorl 1oan! g requently provided services during

Runaway Homes

Runaway homes are locally-controlled, voluntary human service pro-
grams and facilities. The purpose of these programs is to provide tempo-
rary shelter to runaway or otherwise homeless youths, aged twelve to seven-—
teen. Services‘include but are not limited to temporary shelter, emergenc
service needs, short-term individual, group and family counseliné youth 7
advocac':yf a?tercare; follow-up, information and referral, outreacﬁ intake
and crisis intervention. Funding is primarily through the Federal’Office éf
You?h.Development. Other sources of funding are the Juvenile Services
Administration, United Way, foundation grants, donations, and fees.

During fiscal 1980, 1,216 youths received intake at runaway homes, Of
these youths, 1,077 were sheltered and 886 were positively placed.

Diversion Programs

'During‘fi?cal.l980, a total of 1,346 counseled cases were served by
Baltlmorg Clty s Diversion Programs., In addition, 244 youths were served
by New Direction, a diversion program for youthful offenders in Prince
George's County.

Baltimore City's programs were: Pre-Trial Intervention, Baltimore
UFban League, Community Organized to Improve Life, East Baltimore Youth
Diversion, and Southeast Community Organization. Most of the youths
serviced by these programs were referred by the Juvenile Services Adminis-
tration. The majority of the youths were male (81%). Of the 1,346
enrollees, 1,086 were black (79%), 273 were white (20%), and four were
youths of "other" races (less than 1%) .. The most frequently. listed offense
was "burglary/breaking and entering" with 236 cases, followed by "assault"
Wlth 184 cases, "larceny'" with 172 cases, '"shoplifting" with 116 cases, and

assault/robbery" with 90 cases. ’
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COMMUNITY AND RESIDENTIAL EXPENDITURES
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TABLE 22

FISCAL 1976-1980

, FISCAL YEAR
TYPE OF EXPENDITURE
1976 1977 . 1978 1979 1980
N . } )
Good Shepherd Center Q 868,106 $ 952,436 $ 965,423 $1,009,543 § 1,049,925
Purchase of Care $4,826,722 \$5,045,029 $5,543,910 $5,658,156 $ 6,269,300
‘ . /
State-Owned Group Homes 8 254,846 $ 252,676 $ 293,008 $ 324,376 $ 305,290
Md. Youth Residence Center $ 396,300 $ 353,059 $ 374,838 $ 371,269 $ 422,282
Program Direction* $ 81,834 $ 67,122° $ 72,646 $ 90,977 $ 86,448
Youth Service Bureaus $ 790,493 $1,018,418 $1,111 ,332 $1,169,903 $ 1,174,760
Youth Service Center § 360,030 | $ 316,992 | $ 346,164 | $ 375,248 $ 369,099
 Title XX¥% - $ 41,361 | $ 48,686 | $ 39,958 $ 47,791
Community Evaluations*#*# .$ 693,758
Differential Group Home .
and Treatment Project $ 20,435 $ 19,040 $ 3,942
Total $7,524,331 $8,047,093 $8,776,442 $10,422,595

$9,058,370

* Includes salaries of individuals administering certain community programs along with operating-expenses.
%% This figure does not include all of Title XX funding,

of care" and in the Court Services budget.
#%% In lieu of the closing of the Maryland Children's Center.

Title XX funds are also distributed under '"purchase
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TABLE 23

COMMUNITY RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS

NUMBER OF ADMISSIONS
FISCAL 1971-1980

Maryland
Good Purchase of Care State-Owned Youth
Shepherd Group Residence
Fiscal Year Center Residential Emergency Homes Center Total

1971 131 276 46 453
1972 87 601 539 " 60 36 1,323
1973 85 850 1,068 82 35 2,120
1974 86' 1,184 1,987 76 35 3,368
1975 91 1,067 2,79% 45 22 4;019
1976 98 i,168 3,147 72 46 4,531
1977 115 1,047 2,643 74 41 3,920
1978 141 1,210 2,737 67 64 4,219
1979 120 945 2,476 59 44 - . 3,644
1980 76 968 1,852 82 29 3,007




TABLE 24
RESIDENTIAL AND EMERGENCY PLACEMERTS BY SEX AND COUNTY

FISCAL 1980

(A4

Private Residentisl Placements . Emergency Placements

REGIONS Male female Total Male fermale Total
1, DORCHESTIR 6 6 18 1 19
SOMERSEY 1 1 9 1 10
wiceMico 8 2 10 14 8 22
WORCESTER 4 2 6 26 28 54
2. CAROLIME 8 8 8 1 9
CecIL 27 5 32, 23 7 30
KEAT - 2 ' 2 1 1
QUEEN ANNE'S 4 | 6 2 8
TALBOT 15 2 17 16 12 28
'3, BALTIMIRE 21 18 39 ' 47 49 - 96
HARF ORD 15 2 17 20 b 26
h. ALLEGANY : 15 : 16 3 12 16 ' 28
GARRETT 5 3 8 - 1 ' T2 3
‘ WASHINGTOR ‘ 22 19 4 22 20 . LY
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 73 17 - 90 132 49 181
6, MONIGOMERY - 7 27 104 ) 121 137 258
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S }' 109 43 152 208 174 382
8. OBALTIMIRE CITY | 292 80 702 359 184 ‘ 543
9, CALVER] 1 8 9 6 . 20
CHARLES 14 2 - 16. . i5 21 36
ST, MARY'S 9 5 14 22 8 30

0, oRRoLL ' ‘ | :
FREDERICK i 5 - 9 : 1 :
HOWARD 17 14 - 3] 16 2 18
STATE j 698 210 968 1,109 743 1,852
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TABLE 24 A

PRIVATE RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS
TYPE OF SERVICES BY COUNTY AND REGION
FISCAL 1980

Private Residential Placements

Basic Service Intermediate Service tull Service Total
REGIONS
1. DORCHESTER 1 4 1 6
SOMERSET 1 1
WICOMICO 6 4 10
WORCESTER 1 3 1 6
2. CAROLINE 1 6 1 8
CECIL 2 20 10 32
KENI 1 1 2
QUEEN ANNE'S 3 1 §
TALBOT 2 15 17
3. BALITMORE 15 13 11 39
HARF ORD h 8 5 17
&, ALLEGANY 16 8 7 31
GARRETT 4 1 3 8
WASHI NGTON 21 9 11 41
5. ANKE ARUNDEL 33 '37 20 90
6. HONIGOMERY 20 - 29 55 164
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 41 82 29 152
8. BALVIMORE CITY 125 131 46 302
9. CALVERT 1 5
CHARLES 3 13 ’ 12
ST, HARY'S 3 10 1 14
"10. CARROLL 3 5 1
FREDERICK 3 2 . 713
HOWARD 18 N 8 5 31
STATE 317 43} 220 968
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RESIDENTIAL AND EMERGENCY PLACEMENES BY RACE AND COUNTY

TABLE 25

COURT
FISCAL 1980
Private Residential Placements Emergency Placement., Good Shepherd Center

REGLONS White Black Other Total White Black Other Total White Black Other Total
1. DCRCHESTER 3 3 6 | 1 7 19

SOMERSET 1 1 6 4 10

WICOMICO 6 ) 10 16 6 22 1 1

"WORCESTER 1 5 6 49 5 54 1 1
2. CAROLINE 6 2 8 9 [i 9

CECIL 32 32 27 3 30

KENT 2 2 1 1

QUEEN ANKE'S } 4 "6 2 8

TALBOT 9 8 17 2h } 28 4 2 6
3. BALTIMORE 33 6 39 85 1 96 6 3 9

HARF OKD 16 1 Y] 26 . 26
h, ALLEGANY 30 1 31 27 1 28

GARRETT 8 8 3 3

WASHE NGTON 38 3. b 39 3 h2
5. ANNE ARUNDEL 88 2 o | 173 8 181 5 5
6. HONIGOMERY 80 3| 1 104 a0 | m 7 258 1 5 2 7
7.  PRINCE GEORGE'S 99 53 152 205 " 154 3 382 8 6 14
8. BALVIMORE CITY 98 202 2 302 200 | 3% 4 5h3 14 15 1 30
9, CALVIRI 9 , 9 20 . 20 1 1

CHARLES 10 6 16 34 2 36

ST, MARY'S 1 3 1 28 2 -30
10. CARROLL 9 9 5 5 1 1

FREDERICK 16 3 19 1 2 3 1 1

HOWARD 25 4 2 ., 31 18 18

STATE ) 6 | 39 5 968 | 1,28 | 59 o L2 | W 2 1 7




TABLE 26

ARTHUR G. MURPHY YOUTH SERVICE CENTER
ADMISSIONS BY AGE AND SEX

TABLE 28

CLIENTS SERVED BY &YPE OF SERVICE AT YOUTH SERVICES BUREAUS

B ' l SEX 1------1
. AGE MALE FEMALE TOTAL
T 15 25 ' 2 27
16 121 ' 14 135 -
17 75 11 86
str 11 4 15
fOTAL ' 232 ' 31 263

———_*7 N _ R —*
' 0

TABLE 27

PLACEMENTS IN GOOD SHEPHERD CENTER, MARYLAND YOUTH . g
RESIDENCE CENTER, AND STATE-OWNED GROUP HOMES BY AGE

Placement
i Maryland State-
Good Youth Owvned )
Shepherd Residence Group
Age Center Center Homes Total
. 4 -
Under 12 1 ‘ '
A | 12 5 1 6
13 8 21 9 ' 38
14 : 24 3 2 9 35
15 20 | 31 51
16 ’ 20 o ’ 24 _ 44
17 40 : ‘ _ 5 9
3 3
Over 17 .
or Unknown

R L A AR S R
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FISCAL 1980
- Iype of Service Number cCageas % of Total
L
% Formal Counseling: Individual
: Family and Group Cases* 5.1%
g Informal Counseling Clients 15.6%
; Information/Referral Services 9.9%
Crisis Intervention Services 1.5%
Optional Servicesk* 46,472 67.8%
; Total 68,526 100.0%
F ok 8;767 individual people served.
i **% Testing and assessment leisure time activities, job related
i Services, tutoring, etc. ‘
| . TABLE 29
!
; DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF CLIENTS
g SERVED BY YOUTH SERVICES BUREAUS
? FISCAL 1980
g Sex Race Age
f N Male Female. Black White Other Years 4
ﬁ 12, }12.4
‘ . 58.6% 41.4% 22.6% 76.6% 0.8% 13 7.9-
{ : : 14 40.6
: ; 15 13.1
. L . 16 11.9
: 17 7.4
(. 18 6.7




TABLE 30

YOUTH SERVED BY MARXLAND RUNAWAY PROGRAMS

FISCAL 1980
No. of Youth No. of Youth Youth Positively
éeeaiving Sheltered Placed -
Program Intake No. A
+—_ 314 298 240 807
. Fellowship of Lights 38' . o
k 95
o 907%
158
D 176 176 .
Open Door . s
225 207
S.A.Y.S. s e
e 303 273
Second Mile N N e
103
S.T.A.Y.
1,216 1,077 886 827%
Tetal s
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TABLE 31

" TOTAL COUNSELED CASES SERVED BY YOUTH DIVERSION
PROGRAMS IN BALTIMORE CITY BY LOCATION,
RACE, SEX, AND OFFENSE

FISCAL YEAR 1980

Diversion Program

‘ Community East
Category Baltimore '} Organized Baltimore Southeast
of Pre~Trial Urban to Improve Youth Community
Data Intervention League Life Diversion }Organization Total

Total
Served: 470 220 201 270 185 1346
Race:

Black 399 220 . 129 261 © 60 1069
White 71 72 9 121 273
Other 4 4
Sex:
Male 385 185 156 216 144 1086
Female 85 - 35 45 54 41 260
Offense: =
Assdult 68 29 25 43 19 184
Assault/ ‘

Robbery 33 16 8 31 2 90
Burglary/B&H 90 47 25 44 30 236
Larceny 69 30 20 38 15 172
Shoplifting 41 14 28 26 7 116
Dis.Conduct 38 8 4 13 63
Vandalism 15 10 15 * 10 9 59
Unauth.Use 31 7 4 2 A
Poss.Deadly

Weapon 35 4 . 6. 7 - 6 58
Narcotics :

Violation 50 7 1 58
Other or

Unknown 96 45 53 50 87 333
Trespassing 14 12 4 8 7 45

* May include more than one offznse in some cases.
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TABLE 32 | ; TABLE 33

NEW DIRECTION: COMMUNITY DIVERSION OF | ? COMMUNITY DETENTION PROGRAMS
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS' PROGRAM : 5 :
(PRINCE GEORGE'S CO., FISCAL 1980) , :

% : Number ; Reporting
\ é i Program Accepted Period
Total Number Served Number of Males Number of Females % .
| Baltimore City 820 CY 1980
1 51 b ’ '
244 193 i Harford County#* 65 CY 1980
% Noyes Center 82 FY 1980
‘ Prince Gebrge's County POctober 1, 1979
[ (Boys' Village) 210 to
! September 31,'8(
; o) - . Anne-Arundel—House—Betention 93 FY 1980

* This program is being funded through an LEAA grant,

Community detention is an alternative to detaining youth in
detention centers. It provides youth with intensive supervision in
i their own home or a surrcogate home for the period between initial
; court appearance, and disposition, The objectives of community de-

’ tention are to keep the youth trouble-free and available to the
| court. ‘

50
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ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND'S JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS

Maryland Training School for Bo}s

The Maryland Training School, a training school for boys which has a
rated capacity of 301, reported 3,229 admissions during fiscal 1980, Of
these, 647 were commitments and 2,582 were detentions. Commitments increased
by 32 (5%) over fiscal 1979 figures while detentions increased by 214 (9%).
The average length of stay for commitments was 6.9 months, while the aver-
age length of stay for detentions was 18.7 days, Of the 3,229 admissions,
677%. involved residents of Baltimore City. Of the 647 commitments, 601 or
937% involved youths aged from fifteen through seventeen, A total of 407
commitments or 63% involved black youths.

The largest offense category for both commitments and detentions was
"burlary/breaking and entering." Of the 647 commitments, 167 (26%) involved
this offense; for detentions, 642 ocut of 2,582 cases or 257 involved "bur-
glary/breaking and entering." "Assault!'was the next more frequent offense

category for commitments and detentions with 112 cases and 501 cases, re-
spectively.

Montrose .School

Montrose, a co-educational training school with a rated capacity of 255,
had 1,095 admissions during fiscal 1980. These admissions included 532 com-
mitments and 563 detentions. Commitments decreased by only two from fiscal
1979 while detentions increased slightly (from 547 to 563). The average
length of stay for commitments was 6.8 months. For detentions, the average
length of stay was 21.7 days. ‘

As in the previous years, virtually all of the detentions involved

females: out of 563 detentions, 560 involved females. Of the 632 commit-
ments, 404 or 647 involved males. '

Baltimore City residents accounted for 48% of the commitments and 367%
of the detentions. Prince George's County had the next highest numberes of
commitments and detentions of residents with 18% and 22%, respectively.

In fiscal 1980, 55%Z of the commitments involved black youths and 45%
white youths. In addition,?70% or 370 of the 532 commitments involved youths
of fourteen or fifteen years of age. '"Burglary/breaking and entering' was
the most frequently reported major reason for commitments with 117 cases
(33% of the total). For detentions, "assault" was the most frequently
reported major reason for commitment with 90 cases (16% of the total).

Boys' Village

Boys' Village, a multi-purpose faciliﬁy with a rated capacity of 56,‘reported

1,411 detentions during.fiscal.1980.: This represented a decrease of 127%
from the figure of 1,602 reported during fiscal 1979.

Residents of Prince George's County accounted for the majority of
detentions——a total of 927 out of 1,411 or 66%, Out-of-state residents,
primarily from the District of Columbia, accounted for 351 detentions.

An additional 233 youths were detained in the center's holdover facility.
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Of the 1,411 youths detained, 843 (60%) were black and 566 (40%)
were white (two youths were of "other" races). A total of 72% of the
detainees were between fifteen and seventeen years of age. ''Burglary/
breaking and entering'" was the major charge in 21% of the detentions
and was the number one major reason for being detained. '"Robbery"
accounted for 205 detentions.

Youth Centers

The Youth Centers have a rated capacity of 140. During fiscal 1980,
there were 273 commitments at the Youth Centers, an increase of 43 com-
mitments or 19% over the fiscal 1979 figure. Baltimore City accounted for
4] commitments among residents, followed by Prince George's County with
40, and Montgomery County with 29,

Of the 273 commitments, all involved youths fifteen years of age or
older. A total of 210 or 77% involved white youths; 227%, black youths; and
less than one percent, youths of "other" races. "Burglary/breaking and
entering' was involved in 72 commitments, 26% of the total; a distant
second was "assault' which was involved in 30 commitments.

Waxter Children's Center
The Waxter Children's Center, a detention facility with a rated
capacity of 40, reported 967. detentions during fiscal 1980. This repre-
sented an increase of 167% over the 835 detentions reported during fiscal
1979. Nearly half of the admissions (462 or 48%), were accounted for by
residents of Baltimore City. Anne Arundel Count -accounted for 207
admissions among its residents.

Of the 967 detentions, 454 (47%) involved white youths; 507 (52%),
black youths; and less than one percent, youths of '"other'" races. A total
of 80% of the detentions involved youths in the age grouping of fifteen
through seventeen.

Alfred D. Noyes Center

The Alfred D. Noyes Center is a detention facility with a rated
capacity of 30. During fiscal 1980, there were 646 detentions*with an
average length of stay of 17.2 days.

Of the 646 detentions, 389 involved Montgomery County residents. A
distant second was Washington County, with 88 detentions among its residents.
The Noyes Center had a total of 56 detentions of out-~of-state residents.
"Burglary/breaking and entering" with 97 cases and "larceny" with 83 cases
headed the list of the most frequent reasons for detention.

Cumberland Holdover Facility

The Cumberland Holdover Facility with a capacity of six had 253
detentions during fiscal 1980. This represented a decrease of 7% from the
271 detentions during fiscal 1979. Of the 253 detentions, 151 involved
residents of Allegany County and 56 involved residents of Garrett County.

%*# This includes 82 detainees who eventually were placed in Noyes' Community
Detention Program.
53 .
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Hagerstown Holdover Facility

The Hagerstown Holdover Faci
detentions during fiscal 1980,
of Washington County.
residents,

lity with a capacity of four had 211
Of these, 180 or 85% involved residents
A total of 20 detentions involved out-of-state
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TABLE 34

MARYLAND JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
SUMMARY OF INSTITUTION EXPENDITURES

FISCAL 1971-1980

“Fiscal Years Training Schools Detention Centers Youth Centers#* Total
v 1971 $ 7,916,373 $ 1,537,667 $ 768,821 $10,222,861
1972 8,700,095 1,782,315 882,241 11,364,651
1973 8,741,551 1,752,665 836,074 11,330,290
1974 7,981,170 1,832,283 831,407 10,644,860
1975 7,426,182 2,095,326 991,259 10,512,767
1976 6,277,419 4,190,101 1,101,191 11,568,711
1977 6,420,088 4,641,308 1,086,488 12,147,884
1978 7,101,322 5,098,427 1,197,836 13,397,585
1979 7,871,204 4,516,086 1,255,258 13,642?548
1980 8,757,351 3,432,669 1,463,388 13,653,408
TABLE 35
SUMMARY OF INSTITUTION ADMISSIONS
FISCAL 1971-1980
Tiaining School Admissions Detention * Youth #**
. . ; ; - Center Centers
Fiscal Years CommiggSEE? Detentions Total Admissions Admissions
1971 1,790 1,190 2,980 4,652 348
1972 1,801 1,843 3,644 4,131 288
1973 1,439 2,807 4,246 3,323 276
. 1974 1,131 4,118 5,249 2,440 278
' 1975 1,255 4,544 5,799 2,477 346
. 1976 1,338 2,640 3,978 | 3,797 283
| 1977 1,323 . 2,462 3,785 4,195 268
1978 1,161 2,308 3,469 4,178 235
1979 1,149 2,915 4,064 * 3,715 230,
1980 1,179 3,145 4,324 3,024 273

% Includes the following facilities:

" %% Formerly knoqﬁ as "Forestry Camps'. 55

Waxter Center, Noyes Center, and Boys' Village.
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TABLE 36

ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND'S JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS

FISCAL YEAR COMPARISONS

1979 - 1980
ji.rFEnst:!.t:u‘c:me . Fiscal Year 1979 Fiscal Year 1980 Percent Change
¥arvyland. Training School ’ ‘
Commitments (Male) 615 647 + 5.2
. Detentions (Male) 2,368 2,582 + 9.0
Total Admissions 2,983 3,229 + 8.2
Montrose School “
Commitments
Male 393 404
, | + 2.8
Female 141 K
Detentions 128 -0
Male 5
3 - 40.0
Female 542 3.
Admissions . 260 t.33
© "Male - 398 4
: 07 + 2.3
- Fe?ale 683 688, + 0.7
' atal Admissions 1,081 1,095 + 1.3
Boys' Village :
Detentions (Male) 1,602 1,411%*
2 . 3 - 11.9
Total Admissions 1,602 ) 1,411 - 11.9
Youth Céuters
Commitments (Male) 230
Total Admissions 230 3;3 : ig.;
Waxter Children's Center .
Male
83 i
Faoie 5 967 + 15.8
Total Admissions 835 967 . + 15.8
Noyes Center
Male 547 548
+ 0.2
Female 130 98 - 24.6
Total Admissions 677 646 - 4.6

* Does not include 233 holdover detentions.
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ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS AND YOUTH CENTERS
BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE AND COUNTY OF ADMITTING COURT

TABLE 37

FISCAL 1980

/G

Maryland Training School Montrose School Youth Centers
County of Admitting County of Admitting County of Admitting
Residence Court Resicence Court |  Residence Court -
Region 1, Dorchester 22 21 3 3 4 l 5
Somerset 5 6 1 1 2 2
Wicomico 31 31 3 ) 4 4
Worcester 5 4 9 11 ‘
Region 2. . Caroline 7 5 2 2 3 2
Cecil 40 46 15 19 16 16
Kent 6 6 2 4 3 3
Queen Anne's 8 8 1 1 1
Talbot 19 20 4 7 3 4
Region 3. .Baltimore 259 287 69 99 4 4
Harford 99 101 12 12 8 8
Region 4. Allegany 9 18 6 6 16 15
Garrett 2 3 6 5 3 7
Washington 10 11 13 11 24 26 .
Region 5., Anne Arundel 44 48 46 55 9 10
Region 6. Montgomery 34 36 36 40 29 35
Region 7. Prince George's| 307 342 223 . 270 40 45
Region 8. Baltimore City 2,177 2,151 461 445 41 40
Region 9. Calvert 3 3 20 23 3 3
Charles 10 10 8 8 9 9
St. Mary's 5 5 9 9 9 8
Region 10. Carroll 42 46 22 20 14 14
Trederick 9 15 17 19 11 7
Howard 7 6 . 19 ; 19 4 -5
. 1
Out-of-State 69 i 89 13 :
State 3,229 3,229 B 1,095 1,095 273 273
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TABLE 38

" ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND'S DETENTION FACILITIES
BY COUNTY (F RESIDENCE AKD COUNTY OF ADMITTING COURT

FISCAL 1980

Boys' Villége Noyes Center Waxter Center
County of Admitting County of Admitting County of Admitting

Reglons Residsnce Court Residence - Court Residence Court
1. Dorchester 3 3 \ 15 16

Somerset 2 T2

Wiconico 19 19

Worcester 1 1 3. 11
2. Caroline 1 2 2 9 5

Cecil 1 1 4

Kent 1 2 3 3

Queen ‘Anne's ‘ b

Talbot 17 15
3. Balfimore 2 9 1 T D

Harford 1 1 1 4
b, Allegany . 6 8

Garrett 15 15

Washington 88 88 2
5. Aane Arundel 5 1 207 29 '
b, Montgomery 1 | 389 ] 462 24 31
7.  Prince George's ™ 927 ' 1,21 i 36 26 63 70
8. Baltinore City 1 1 462 451
9. Calvert 29 21 <2 1

Charles 51 ' 50 1 1 1

StL dary's W , 51 L
10, Carroll o 2 : 2

frederick 3 32 1 7

Howard 3 : 2 &0 69

but—of-State 351 : 56 59

Stale Lk 1,411 646 R 646 967 967
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TABLE 39

FISCAL - 1980

COMMITMENTS VS. DEYENTIONS AT TRAINING SCH'QOLS
BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE AND COUNTY OF ADMITTING COURT

|

i

BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE

i

’

BY ADMITTING COURT

[ ) .
MARYLAND TRAIKLNG SCHOOL . MONTROSE scHooL MARYLAND TRALNLNG 'SCHOOL MONTROSE SCHOOL
1 ‘

o COMMLTTED DETAINED COMMI TTED . DETAINED lconmmm DETAT NED COMMITTED " DETALNED
1, DORCHESTER 22 1 2 2N 1 2
. SOMERSET 2 3 1 3 3 :

WICOMICO 8 23 2 1 8 23 2 !

WORCESTER 1 b b 5 b b 7
2. CAROLIKE ' 7 ? 5 1 1

CECIL 3 37 5. 10 ) 42 b 13

KENT 1 5 1 1 1 5 3 1

QUEEN ANNE'S 2 6 2 6 1
" TALBOT 6 13 2 2 6 i 3 )
3, BALTIMRE 42 217 K] 37 57 230 38 6l

HARF ORD 10 89 6 6 11 90 ?
A, ALLEGANY 6 3 6 . 8 710 ) 6

GARRETT 2 6 3 5

WASIE NGTON 8 2 10 3 9 -2 10 1

. 5. ANNE ARUNDEL 38 6 21 5 43 5 %5 30
6. 4Honmmmv" 15 19 19 17 | 16 2 19 L2
7. PRINCE GEORGE'S 105 202 97 126 116 226 110 160
8. BALIINORE CLIY 33 1,824 256 205 - 332 1,819 50 195
9. CALVIRT 3 11 9 B 3 1 12

CHARLES 9 1 ) 4 10 4 4

ST, MARY'S 3 2 3 6 2 3 3 6
10. CARROLL 10 32 5 17 10 36 - 4 16

FREDERICK '3 6 11 6 3 12 3| 8

HIMWARD ) 3 b ~10 9 3 3 9 : 10

QUT-OF ~STATE: 17 52 17 72

STAIE 647 2,582 532 563 §47 2,582 5% 563




TABLE 40 » 1
ADMISSIONS 7O MARYLAND'S JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS BY FACILITY AND OFFENSE

FISCAL YEAR 1930

Waxter Boys* Noyes Maryland Youth
Children's Village Center Training School Montrose School Centers
Offense Detentions Detentions Detentions Commitments ] Detentions - Commi tments Detentions Commi tments

Arson 8 14 10 2 16 3 2 .
Assault 195 133 63 112 501 3 90 30
Auto Theft/Unauthorized Use 9% 145 Y 53 225 39 31 27
Burglary/Breaking & Entering 237 294 97 167 642 117 b3 72
Larceny 91 96 83 85 315 62 69 29
Robbery 70 205 22 39 64 22- 18 12
Disorderly Conduct 20 16 9 1 k2 15 40 2
Sex Offense 8 22 6 35 8 12 1
VYandalism 23 26 18 15 33 3 1 12
Narcotics Violation 32 58 23 15 (] 9 29 9
Glue Sniffing/Other Inhalents 9 2 4 25 3 3 1
Alcoholic Beverage Violation 14 5 4 3 3 2
Shonlifting 40 126 34 23 108 34 93 1
Purse Snatching 14 3 1 9 32 1 1
Firearms/Deadly Weapon Violation 15 2k 5 12 61 5 8 1
Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods 8 15 ! 3 17 j 1 1
Trespassing 5 26 b b 26 3 13 2
False fire Alarm 1 1
Runaway* 2 2 1
Truancy*
Ungovernable* 1 2 2
Other 20 96 89 2h 223 15 25 12
Special Proceedings 1 . 1 2
Violation of Supervision 61 99 127 .72 138 116 78 48
Total 967 1,411 6h6 647 2,582 232 563 213

* Of the 8 CINS cases detained, 4 were held less than 24 hours.
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2 TABLE 41

oM TMENTS T MARYLAKD'S TRALHLHG SCROOLS

ARD YOUTH CERTERS BY AGE AND RACE

FISCAL 1980
Age of Juvenile Total
) Unknown Per -}
Ugger 10 11 12 INCAEEE BUSE BT 16 17 lory 17 Viunber §cent
¥aryland Training Schobl ) |
whit ' 21 »{ 100 51 a2 2% § 3654
vhite )
Black Vi 8k 177 123 16 407 62.9
ac !
0th 1 1 2 4 4 0.6
er '
" Total 9 123 278 200 37 647 § 100.0
0 -
Montrose School |
Whit 1 8 32 77 " 88 7] 10 239 § 4k
whlte
Black r 4 9 bl 9 §. 108 22 8 292 }° 54.9
ac
Gth 1 1 0,2
ther
Total 1 5 17 76 174 196 b5 18 532 § 100,0
013
Youth Centers .
white 35 33 82 10 210 76,9
ARl
Black 15 3. 21 2 61 22,38
2 0.7
Cther 2
Total 50 | 108 103 12 273 | 100.0
Total Commitmenés
White 1 8 32 79 161 | 206 167 31 685 § 47.2
11 |
8lack 1 4 g | 105 | 7 f a2 § 121 18 760 § 52.3
aC ' |
Other 1 1 3 2 7 0.5 ki
ne :
" Total 1 5 17 76 183 369 § 431 321 49 . J1,452° §100.0
ota , I
61

TABLE 42

AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY OF COMMITMENTS

AT MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS AND YOUTH CENTERS

FISCAL 1980
Facility Average Length of Stay
(Mbn;hs)
Maryland Training School 6.9%
Montrose School 6.8%
Youth Centers 7.7

* To arrive at.this figure, 30 days w
mission and release for each juvenile,
flects the time when the rescission orde

There is
release date and the date the rescission

youth leaves the dinstitution.

order is received.
TABLE 43

AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY FOR DETENTIONS
IN MARYLAND'S JUVENILE -INSTITUTIONS *

FISCAL 1980

ere subtracted from the time span between ad-
This was done since the release date re-
r is received, not actually the date the
an estimated average of 30 days between the

Institution

Total Releases

Average Length
of Stay (Days)

4

Maryland Training School
Montrose

Boys' Village

Waxter Children's Center

Noyes Center

Total

2,428
484
1,338
846
633

5,729

18.7
21.7
25.8
16.1
17.2

2001

* Excludes holdover facilities

in Hagerstown and Cumberland.
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DETENTEONS AT HOLDOVER FACILITIES BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE AND DETAINING COURT , -

»

TABLE 44

FISCAL 1980

REGIONS

CUMBERLAND HOLDOVER FACILITY

HAGERSTOWN HOLDOVER FACILITY

- COUNTY OF RESIDENCE

DETAINING COURT

COUNTY CF RESIDENCE

DETAINING COURT

1,

PORCHESTER
SOMERSEL
WICOMICO
WORCESTER

z

CAROLY K
CECIL

KEN]

QUEEN ANKE'S
TALBOT

3.

BAL TIMORE
HARF ORD

ALLEGANY
GARRETY
WASHLNGION

192

211 ¢

S

ANKE ARUNDEL

6.

HONTGOMERY

7.

PRINCE GEORGE'S

ao

BALTIMORE CITY

90’

CALVER]
CHARLES
ST. MARY'S

10,

CARROLL -
FREDERICK
HOWARD

e v 4l
.
]

QUT-0F ~STATE

18

20

STATE

253

53

211

211




FEDERAL GRANTS
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TABLE 45

FEDERAL GRANTS IN OPERATION
DURING FISCAL YEAR 1980
By Program Year

With the assistance of the Governmor's Commission on Law Enforcement
and the Administration of Justice, Federal funds were provided under the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Street Act for the following programs during

fiscal year 1980.

Juvenile Court Services

LEAA STATE#*
Victim Assistance Pilot Project $ 83,599 $ 9,289
CINS Diagnostic Component - Baltimore City 34,650 3,850
: : $ 118,249 $ 13,139
Community Services LEAA STATE#*
Community Detention Program - Harford County $ 28,170 § 0
Non-Residential Care Supplement Proj. - Balto. Co. 50,000 0
Structured Shelter Care - Northeast Maryland 200,000 22,222
Structured Shelter Care - Region X 143,854 2,667
Structured Shelter Care, - Western Maryland 106,146 0
Transportation Corps - Northeast Maryland 46,101 5,122
Utilization of Beds in Community-Based Facilities 42,337 300
Catonsville Graup Home 81,500 9,055
CINS Diversion Unit - Anne Arundel County 64,285 7,143
House Detention - Anne Arundel County 33,720 0
Non-Residential Care Supplement Program ~ Balto. City 104,400 11,600
Transportation Corps - Western Maryland 54,934 6,104
$ 955,447 8 64,213
Institutional Rehabilitation LEAA STATE#*
Alternative to Commitment $ 20,111 S 0
. Multi-Functional LEAA STATE#*
Statewide Network Conference $ 26,015 $ 2,891
Intake Study and Training Project 50,000 5,555
MAJIS 18,806 0
$ 94,821 § 8,446
- TOTAL  $1,188,628 $ 85,798

* This State must contribute in cash a portion of the total cost of

LEAA's 1979 Juvenile Delinquency money.
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‘most projects funded by the Governor's Commission, with the exception of
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q;' A SUMMARY VERSION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 198

REPORT OF THE JUVENILE SERVICES ADMINISTRATION IS ALSO AVATLABLE.
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