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DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Since;the‘inception; of the Department of -Juvenile

Services in 1967, gigantic strides have been made in im-
proving the delivery of services to delinquent and troubled
youth. Programs and services which were unthought of
prior to 1967, or only a farfetched dream at the time,
are now hlossoming and/or productive realities; We have
seen Intake. services formalized and used as an effective

means. of diversion from the judicial process. We have

seen the development and growth of foster homes and
group care homes. We have seen the development of some

meaningful and relevant institutional programs. We have -
seen the emergence of a day program. We have seen a
greater involvement and participation of ‘the community

.in our efforts. And we are beginning to see, or will soon
see, the fruits of our efforts to have a better trained staff
to-perform the myriad of tasks assigned to us.

While there has been some definite progress made in

several areas, I submit that we have only beguri to scratch.

the surface; that we are only scraping the tip of the ice-
berg of truly being able to help kids; and that unless we
continue with progressive thinking, innovative: planning,

‘and skillful implementation of programs, we just might as
well get ready: for: d return to the Dark Ages and resign
ourselves to the thought that troubled kids cannot .be

“helped. No one in the Department w11l accept this as a

truism?!

~

Uh'questionably, the entire field of corrections, both -

on the juvenile and adult leve]s is undergoing a-difficult

 transitional periods Across the country, thele has been
a serious questioning of what we in the field of juvenile -

crime control ‘and treatment are doing and how effective

we are in doing whatever we do. With sky-rocksting costs .

of “rehabilitative” services and with no apparent diminu-
tion of delinquency rates, there has heen a clamor and

~ demand for changes in the juvenile justice system. 1 think
“that as ‘a group—as criminal justice administrators ‘and
e pmctltloners, we can be proud of the fact that our voices
- have been among the loudest althou0h the need : for
change has been “well documented by rmmelous studies”

‘on both federal-and state levels. Maryland is certainly in
the midst of this transition; and with changes as dramatic

- as those we'have seen in the past.few years, some turmoil,

confusion, ‘and refocusing have resulted. To some, these

changes may have seemed to be on the border of chaos,
but T think that the Depaltment is now 'beginning to
~evolye an mdelly, eﬁectwe dehvery system.

I thmk that the Depaltments direction and ob]ec-

tives are quite clear. T think that the methods of achieving =
 these objectives are, and should be, subject to continuous -
scrutiny and revision as neceosary The past three years :

has seen a rather significant effort made at estabhshmm
and expanding community-based treatment approaches.

This direction is not only in accord with the majority of °
staffs’ thinking but has also been clearly mandated by

the legislature, by the Chief Executive’s Office, and by the.
Secretary of Health and Mental Hygiene. These mandates

may ‘also be seen-in the recently enacted Senate Bill 1064

and also in the Report of the Senate Finance Committee

and the House Appropriations Committee for 1973.

The Department - will - continue to do everything

‘possible to provide a full and diverse array of sexvices to

troubled youngsters and the problems which they present.
Our primary efforts should' continue to be placed in
providing the appropriate form of treatment at the com-
munity level. This includes prevention programs, diver-
sion programs, and the various types of rehabilitative
services within the community. We have made a very -
meager beginning in tackling the problem of delinquency
prevention: and dlversmn We have, though, made a be-
ginning and the coming years should see more and more

efforts and resources directed in this area. There is no

question but that the further a youngster goes into the
juvenile justice system, the more difficult it becomes for
him to extricate himself in an acceptable manner. There-
fore, one of our objectives must be to minimize the
youngster’s penetration into all negative labeling, institu-
tional processes. ’

“As compared with our progress in developing pre-
vention programs, we have made tremendous strides in
developing community-based residential - facilities and
programs. Our basic philosophy continues to be that a

- child should only be removed from his own home as a
last resort. But until our capability to do more intensive

work with families increases, I see a distinct need to
continue in this direction in the immediate future. We do
negd, however, to evaluate the effectiveness of such pro-

-grams'and institute where necessary; additional rehabilita-
tive services. SR

Our “first line of defen=e certamly rests thh the
provision. of adequate numbers and adequately - trained
court services staff.: This staff ‘plays a crucial role in our

“ability to deliver meaningful services. With properly

{rained  Intake staff, alon«r with all of the needed re- :
sources and programs. w1thm the community, we can play

~-a major role in minimizing the penenatlon of youngsters

into the system. With the proper number -of staff super-

leSln youngsters - with manageable, workable caseloads,
~we can truly be effective in working, with. children and

their 'families. T see this as an immediate and absolute '
priority. I believe ‘that the effect will be less children =
. removed from their homes for placement in either com:




.,mumty residential programs or. in mst1tut10nal reSIdentlal
: fprovrams '

‘We are all aware that there is an anti-institutional
trend running strong in this-country. The emphasis is.on

"ettm“ people out of the institutions and developing pro- .

"tams which would limit and minimize the number being
; admuted to- institutions. I-{eel, however, that mstltutlons
can be a vital and integral part of a continuum of services

for the delinquent youngster. I do not foresee, at anytime.

within the near future, the closing of all the training
schools. T do foresee the phasing-down of -institutional
programs until only the minimum number of such pro-
“grams remain as are necessary. for the relatively few
youngsters - who need this type of ‘service. As.we have

been able to better screen and ‘diagnose youngsters and.
as ‘we have been able to develop some - alternatives. to

- institutionalization, the training schools have no longer
~ become the “dumping grounds they once were. Popu-
'lallons have declined over the years. About ten’ years ago,
our training schools, forestry camps, and detention centers
-had almost 1,200 youngsters committed on a given day.
Today, there are less than 800 in’ re51dence-—-a rather
- dramatic 33 per cent decrease in spite of steadily increas-
ing numbers of .;youngsters coming to our attention. In
my opinion, -although concrete plans have mnot been
finalized, Maryland will have two training schools within
the next two to three years, in’ addltlon to the opelatlon
of the fmestry camps.

. If training schools are to'really be an effective part

of the rehabilitative continuum, relevant programs must -
be instituted. These programs are already being initiated
and. Jmplemented -and considerable. improvement has been
- seen in the past couple of years: This improvement has

.~ been made in spite of extremely adverse circumstances
such as financial: constraints ‘imposed; the state of un:

certainty among institutional staffs; and the aforemen-
tioned general “questioning “of -the value -of ‘institutional” -

programs. It is, indeed, a tribute to the dedication and

concern of these staffs that progress has been made even

in the face of adverstty Effective programming must con-
tiriue and the necessary resources allotted for thls purpose.
,Wc must insure that-all mte“ral components of ‘our sys-

tem are efle(,tlve. The - entire. system will only be as.

s,uonn as 1ls weakest lmk

One of the greatest needs-of the Deparlment is f01

lhe mpalnhly for’ onﬂfom(r program planning and’ pro-
‘gram-evaluation. We have 1o accurate means of evaluat- -
~ ing 'or measuring our program effectiveness and because i
of this deﬁmenoy, unneeded confusion is created among

- the general public and justifications for our budgets be-

© ‘come_more - difficult. We need to develop and build in

M.evalumon components for cuery aspect of -our pro"ram'-

and be able to relate program efforts to an overall objec-

“tive. We must be able:to measure how these, and other,

services affect. the ‘overall functioning of both the child
and society. Program evaluation must have a high pri-

L]

ority and the necessary staff and resources prov1ded to

accompllsh this:

Inherent throughout all of our programs is the need
for well-trained and capable staff. The Department’s-Long
Range Master Plan. concluded that this- was the major
need of the Department. Little disagreement can be had
with this conclusion as the success of any of our programs

is dependent upon the skills of staff in implementing them. -

With: the -support of the legislature; we are now embark-
ing. upon a’ training program which; hopefully, will
remedy a long standing deficiency. A very capable group
of trainers has. been- selected, and they are now under-

going a training program with a very capable consultant.

The data contairied on the following pages reveal that
the Department’s workload continues to:increase at a rate

increase in staff has not heen commensurate with the
increase in total workload. Unless adequate siaff and
resources are provided, the quality of services rendered
will diminish to the point of futility and all of the well-
intentioned legislation, goals of the Department, expecta-
tions of the community, and dedicated efforts of staff will
be meaningless. It is, indeed; a tribute to staff that they
are now providing such effective services, in spite of
many limilations and fiscal constraints, that ]} Maryland
ranks' as having one of the nation’s best youth services

“of approximately 12 per cent each year. Certainly, the

agencies. Nothing but praise and commendatlons can be.

given to the ovelwhelmm(Y majority “of staff within the
~system- for their concern and dedication in making the

system operate.

1 sense an atmosphele of excitement: ancl commit-
ment to troubled children and children in’ trouble  that”

- never existed -before.- Certainly, a large segment of the

communityis aroused,. concerned, and mvolved in sour
programs as never before Services to. children must be-

come a State priority of the first mavmtude The challenve
to all of us is. clear, ’

ROBERT C HILSON

Dlrector
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" Defiriition of Terms

" THE UNIT OF COUNT is a case referral to the Deprart-"

ment of ‘Juvenile Services. Such a case is ‘counted

~ each time a child is referred to. the Department dur- -

Jing the year on a new referral.

‘MANNER OF HANDLING cases are classified as formal '

‘ 1nforma1 or disapproved or c]osed at intake:

DISAPPROVED' CASES are those leferréls.

which  are determmed as lacking “leégal

sufficiency.

CLOSED AT INTAKE CASES are those re-

ferrals which are resolved by the Intake -

‘office “through - minimum involvement * of
~staff and usually during the initial contact

u p

INF ORMAL ADJUSTMENT mvolves those Te-
 ferrals resolved by giving counsel, guidance
and/or referral to another agency, informal
“supervision or a combination of the above
without the. invocation of the-court’s ]urls
diction through petition.

FORMAL CASES are those cases in which a
petlhon has been authorizéd and ﬁled re-
qumnv formal court actlon :

| DELINQUENCY CASES are those cases referred ‘to the

Department for acts defined in the statutes of the
~ State of Maryland as the violation of a State law or

‘municipal ordinance by persons who have not~'

- reached their 18th blrthday

' CHILDREN IN 1\'}* ED OF SUPERVISION {CINS) are

~those cases referred to the Department for guidance,

‘Areatment or reha]nlltatlon for being: habltually and

period without need for subsequent follow -

“without justification truant from school; for being

habitually. disobedient, ungovernable and beyond

control; for deporting themselves as to injure or

endanger themselves; or for committing an offense
v appllcable only to. chlldren

'NON-DELINQUENCY CASES are those cases referred

to the Department because of dependency, neglect,
special proceedings or mental handicaps.

 DEPENDENCY CASES are those cases involv-
ing ‘a child who has been deprived of
dequate 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 custodian. - k

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 guardianship, includ-
-ing the lack of moral supervision or guid-
‘ance, of his parents, guardian or custodlan

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS includes guardian-

~ ship or ‘custody ‘cases or application for

~ permission to marry, or to enlist in the
armed forces, etc. ~

MENTALLY HANDICAPPED include those
cases in which a mentally handicapped
child is brought into court for the de-

" .termination of proper care.

STATISTICS




$11,330,290

~Juvenile Insti tﬁtions

 FIGWRET
 DEPARTMEAT OF JUVENILE SERVICES
FISCAL 1973 BUDGET

Juvenile Court Services
$4,916,722
2h,5%

Total

Conuhify 3 Residential Services
$3,075,350
15.3%

7 idquartiers‘ Adainistration
$ 740,626
b




TABLE 13 STATE DEPARTMENT OF JUVENILE SERVICES
~ SUMMARY OF BUDGET EXPENDITURES
BY MAJOR PROGRAM -
FISCAL 1968 = 1973

P : Juéenile : .hs\vanilé" | Community and ” eAdmi’nistration, ‘
Year (F is‘cal)’ L : ,I’nstitutions Court -Servicgs’ Residential Service Headquar ters Total
1963 ; ; ‘8?%261,782‘ § 2,167,060 "A 8 ke Bv9’,k905,66’6‘ |
1969 : | 37,345,:951“ , 82,130,1‘3’9‘ $ ”330,242 2 H h58,2i7 $10,313,549
" "19’70"3 | 3?’539’953 | | 6 2,686,60 o .3“,651,’649 | 8 5U1,877 312,#20,09?
1971 i : #10.222,861 . 53.75’5,(940' | s- 1,939@88 3 598,6;9 $16,016,908
"1‘97;2' | | 5;1,364,65; ;' | 8 4,793,753 ! 352,315,75'0 » 3 805,298 19,279,452
- 1 B :,311,3",30.'29@' | R ' 3075.350 | | 8 70,6 B 20,062,988

SI0IAY3S
~ 1HNOD FUNIANT
40 NOISIAlQ




HIGHLIGHTS OF
JUVENILE COURT SERVICES

] uvenile Court Trends

The number of cases disposed of by the Department ‘

~of Juvenile Services Statewide has steadily increased
from the 19,782 cases disposed of during fiscal 1968 to
the 41,949 cases disposed of during fiscal 1973 an in-

53.3% involved Caucasians, 44.9% invol;t'ed Negroes and

1.8% were either classified as “other” or race informa-

tion was not recorded. Of the 21,525 cases involving

Caucasians, 43.3% were handled formally, 26.7% were EE

handled - informally and 30.0% were disapproved or

. closed- at intake. Of the 18,141 cases involving Negroes,

crease of 112.1%. During 1973, there were actually

- 45,571 cases referred to t'heDepartment', but only 41,949
cases were actually disposed of during the year and are

- included in this report. While the number of cases that
were “handled forma]ly during fiscal 1973 has only in-
“creased 4.8% over fiscal 1972, the number of cases that
were handled mforma]ly or dlsapproved/closed at intake
has increased 20.3%. DurlmT fiscal 1973, formal cases
accounted for 45.8% of the total number of cases.

T uvemle Case Rates

“The total juvenile offense case rate for Maryland
during fiscal 1973 was 40 cases per 1,000 juveniles. This
ranged from a low of 18 cases per 1,000 juveniles in

Carroll County to a high of 82 cases per 1 ;000 juveniles

~ {or Baltimore City. Looking only at the cases that in-
volved delinquent offenses, however, the rate was 30 cases -

o per 1,000 juveniles.

Disposition

Of the 41,949 cases that Wefef'disposed of by the

; Department  of Juvenile Services  during fiscal 1973,
34.3% were disapproved or closed at intake, 19.9%
“were handled informally. and  45.8% were handled

52,2% were handled fofmally, 12.9% were handled
informally and 34. 9% were dlsapproved or closed at
intake. B

' Source of Referral

A maJorlty of the casesthat were dlsposedof by the
Department of ‘Juvenile Services during fiscal 1973 were

_referred by the police (68.4%). This was followed by

parent or relative referrals with 10.4% and citizen re-
ferrals with 70% This is - consistent with previous
experience. L

Age of Juvenile

~Of the totatynumber of cases disposed of by “the

‘Department of Juvenile Services during fiscal 1973, a

majority involved juveniles between fifteen and seven-

~teen years of age (55.2%). In general, the number of

" cases increased proportionately with an increase in. age

formally. Of those cases ihat were handled formally, -

~ 35. 3% were wuhdrawn,” “dismissed” or “warned, ad-
justed or counselled,” 7.4% were “continued without

finding” or “Stet,” 29.3% were placed on “probation,”.

“Aprotc:ctive‘su‘pervision” or “probation without verdict,”

10.7% had “custody awarded” or were “committed to the
B ,Deparlmenl of Social Services,” 6.8%. were. “committed

to the State training schools,” 3.1% had.° ]urlsdlctlon e

waived” and 7:4% were dlsposed of in. other ways

: ‘Sex,

The ‘sex ratio of cases :dlspesed -of bjf the Depart-

' ,‘ meni of Juvenile Services. during fiscal 1973 was three -
‘males to every -female.  Of the cases that were handled

fmma]ly, however, the ratio. was -four males to every

up to the age of fifteen, decreasing thereafter with the
fifteen year old group comprising the largest single group
with 19.6% of the cases. The average age of juveniles
referred to the Department, however, was 14.4 years,

Maj or Reason for Referral

A majority of the cases that were disposed of by the
-Department of Juvenile Services during fiscal 1973 in-
" volved " delinquent offenses (76.1%), 17.0% involved
~ Children. in Need of Supervision and 6.9% involved

dependency, neglect, mental handicaps or special pro-
ceedings. Of the cases involving delinquent offenses, the

~ylargest single offense category was “assault” with 16.7%

of the cases, followed by “burglary/breaking ‘and enter-

“ing” with 13.3% of the cases and “larceny” with 10.4%.
. Of the cases disposed of by the Department that involved

- female. For informal cases, the ratio was two and a half

males to every female and for~ dlsapproved or closed at

- intake cases, the rat_xo,was three males to: every female.

Race o

Of the: total number of cases dlsposed of by the
‘ Depmtment of Juvemle Services durm" ﬁscal 197.),f

delinquent offenses, 45.7% were handled formally, 20.0%

“were handled informally and 34.3% were disapproved
or closed at intake. Of the cases involving Children in -
Need of Supervision, 39.1% were handled formally, -
30.3% were handled: informally and 30.6% were dis-
approved or closed at-intake. A majority of the cases -
" involving non-delinquent oﬁenses, however, were handled
- formally (86.9%), 3.6% were handled- 1nformally and

- 9.5% were dlsapploved or closed at intake. Most of these

-non- delinquent cases involved very young children who
v_:\vere the ‘victims “of neglect and/or dependency thus re- '
, qunlnfr Cou1t lnterventlon.

TABLE 2

‘SUMMARY OF JUVENILE PROBATION & COURT SERVICE EXPENDITURES

AND SERVICES RENDERED
FISCAL 1968 - 1973

o . Probation, Probation|
Year L , ‘Without Verdict & e L
i : Bedgot , Juvenile Protective Supervision]- aftercare -
Expenditures Dispositions® Cases - Cases
1968 b 00 | e | aem 1,58
1969 $2,130,139 om0 5,080 1,8%
w0 §2,68660 | 26,2% e 1,91
L eame0 | s | s 1,90
1972 b | om0 g0 L
vl'973§» suoerz L ame | 54638 kl,aob'

1

' Includes Formal, Informal, Change n Disposition and Disapproved/Closed at Intake Cases




) TABLE3
S TOTAL JUVEMLLE COURT OISPOSITIONS e
| rmm, nronm, CHANGE IN DISPOSITION & DISAPPROVED/CLOSED AT INTAKE
1968 - 1973 FISCAI. VERS -

1968% -} 1969 - 1 ; 970 ‘ 1971 : 5 1972 K '197}  - 1 por Cont |

: Region 1. Dorchostar o168 AL 1. 110 o1 119 S 209 1 6 19 Y] 308 ‘ol +55.8‘

; Somerset - | 98 WS 103 k] % 4 126 4l ome ] 3] e R B Y
~Wicomico . . - 2209 L0 RERIEE 73 O B ¥ 2h2 g 233 Y | 288 |- 8] 33 | .8 + Hi :
Uorcaster ] 287 15 ] 307 1.2 517 2.0: 818 29 | 69% - .9 1. Bip o L ¥

. 'Region 2. Carolinﬁ : b 63 b W3 sy S5 8 S 123 o b 129 oJ 18 | W2 | =163

o CeeflT 2S5 12 n 1.5 267 1.0 | 428 13 83 13 1 533 13 +10.4

CooKent 1 1] 6 16 | o4 138 SR U R V<. T ook 139° ok 151 oh + 8.6
Queen Anno's 91 9 117 R B S & 1 N R 2 a5 1 .7 163 [ b 163 | Gb e

‘ Talbot oo 6 ) 3] b2 115 ek 181 F S Wk ok B VT B +21o5

'~ 'Reglon 3, Baltisore | 1,939 | 9.8 .’2929 1.6 | 3,080 wr | ossa | e | sme | w0 Wi | 10 '+'17.9}
Merford t.f.; 22 | Ter| as| Tes | 26 | Tae | as|Tms | 2 | ek | 22 | i

1 | Z_[‘:”. ‘

"‘Regmn‘t_ Auagany e B _555. 28 | 3] 14 2 | L2 b2z 3] om0 | w0 | oas | 11 | +za
o Gareett. 1 9h ] 5 1 89 &l 3 A 110 41 o Sl 3 v |
_ Wshington | 835 b2 | ME| L6 | 559 21 ] su ] 16 f 4n L3 | 70 1 1,8 1+s592 1

-negzon Se Anno Arundcl U "‘,'.7931 %7 1 1260 ] '5‘.0 1,559 "6.0'-' 2,618 | 8.0 1 2,408 | 65 2,815’ 67 ~+16;9 ‘
‘ Carroll L1307 183 ) 6| 223 9 32 | 1.l 231 b 330 | -8 | +429
Howard -} 26§ L1 ] Sk | 2.2 486 1.9 301 | .9 M6 | LI | 468 | 11 | +125

“Region 6 Frowick | 3 | L9 | | 1h]| w1 | w7 | s | 11 wo | w2 | s | o1 | +260
o Meetgomery 200 J106 o2k | w250 |99 | 2% | 90 |em | ogb |som | %2 |-

.Region Nt | ow | 2 | st o | s 1 1915 6| s 6] 2 | o6 |eia
~ Prince Goorge's ' 5,268 16,5 5¢101- | - 20,2 -] 5,550 21,2 5,977; 1843 | 6,823 18.5 16,717 | 1640 - 1.6 .
Sto "ery's Bl ks S8 11'8] Y 192 ] .6 281 RS 319 - 9. + 349

| Region 's.:aamm cty |7m | | s | mo|ossm | s | ugm | s [mos | wme e | s X

Cosmie gz oo | B,20 | 1000 f26,256 | 1000 | 205 | a0 |3 | a0 g f1e0 | erze |

" *Includes adult cases .

~ C mmeh
 FORMAL JUVENTLE COWRT DISPOSITIONS
1968 ~ 1975 FISCAL YEARS-

oo | v f w0 | owm | owe | v “Change

Mcmtes | 1 13 Bl | w2 | om | o] s o | oa | | as |13 | i
Worcester 1 98 h 1 88 9 100 b 102 ol 124 ol 108 W | =129 -

.'chion 2. Carolina S 58 AR B 5 B 1 3 61 R 64 3 1 52 s3] =188
Cocil ' 120 o7l 120 ‘ol 86 o6 ] 160 1.0 141 «8 148 o8 + 50
Ialbot 9% ] 6 | 52 3 Y | o3 87 o3 3 4 1 6 I | =164

E'na‘gionxs.;aamm. 1887 Wn.s' L% { 1006 f 156 | 98 | 3,362 | 88 | 1,66 9.0 {1,513 | 79 |- 839
T Werford W | 27 8o | 27 | B | 23 | M0 | 22 347 Ly | | L6 [~ |

. ;Region b Allegany T 488 301 39 w7 | 3w 2.0 396 | 2.6 w6} 19 | 3 | LT ~ 38
Washington e ] W6 | 3] 22 498 3.1 91 § 3.2 419 | 23 513 | 27 | +22.b

' Rogion 5. Anng’ Arundel ] 63 39 906 | '5.1 o665 ] k2 | 1,16k 7.5 | 999 ¢k} 1,009 S| 4+ 5.0
' Carroll 1 o128 .8 163 49 102 .6 126 .8 124 W7 107 5 =137
Hoard 18l L1 320 1.8 { 28 | 1.7 181 | 1.2 ] 13 W L1 ] =135

nogion bofroricc | 13 | 3 653 o 3 | 8] 0] s so | 8 ) m | g |-
Nontgo-err o 71,262 | %9 ] LA 83 p LA | 89 ] L8 | 79 | L5 | 81 1,22 | 63 | -18k

’ Region 'I. Calnrt 1 B 3] W61 b b9 3 56 4} 85} o5 72 & =153
5 Prince Goorgo s {3,228 1 = 20.1 3,5"0 - 19,9 13,129 19.7. 2,800 | 18,1 ] 3,002 16,4 2,867 149 = b5
- St Hary's (R FRE IR R as oLzo| 9% o6 87 W6 1 107 46 148 8 | +%3

Region 8, séuﬁ»f; Gty |5812 | 32 | 6ms | 37 | 6w | sz | 5802 | 3.2 8,213 _u;.ak 9,529 | 49.6 | +160

smt" s3] 1000 | 17,788 | 1000 {15,901 | 100.0 15,433 f100.0 | 18,30 | 1000 fro,a1%  fr00.0 + 4,8

. *Includes adult cases




TABlE 5
IIfORHM. JUVEHILE COURT DISPUSITIDRS ’ "
1968 - 1973 FISCAL VEARS

1968%
%

1969

1970

Sl

w2

973

| Por Cent
1 Change
q2=73 -

| Region 1. Dorchester

.. Somerset
S Wicomico:

: .worc'estor RN |

1.3

11

243

48
93 -

214

20
45
e
318

103

53
o
1

S

o
281

.82
=769
- 9L6

" L Region 2. Carohne B

Cecil -
Kent

Queen Anne's |

Talbot

BUa

- 124 ‘

39
0

3
i

o

181

o

R ’,_,

56 |
248 -

66

166

55
|

16
95

)|

1

"‘1".0,6.-
’.- 2200 :

= 66,9
= 58.2

: ;Region 3, Baltimore

2 Harford

1,006 |
139

21

154

1,308
272

1,558

| 5w

1,614 |

1 Lm
by |

243
5¢8

+103

o Regmn 4, Allegany o

- Garrett o
- Hashxngton

. f,Z.O
2.8

%]

6
5

17
A
55

17

A
13

52

46 N

.6
K

#7244
42538

+906 |

: ,Rogion S. ‘Anne Arundel '

Carroll
Howard

121

38 |
-8

B
13

2,2

)

0
|

| 1,189

B
81

1,038
o

93

216

2,6
«0

'  -”79“.2‘ )
- +#5hke5 |

- 97-9

= i;Regmn bs Frederick

Montgo-ery

— :.32,'

M

; 0.1 |
0

o 1,184

| 116

183

' 13051 -

67

L3

1,91 |

111

1,293

155

"3"01‘

L ';Region % Calvert

“Charles. - k
- Prince: George's
: J’,_St.' Vary's:.

ol

L3

a 1513

226.
2'585‘ s
21

: ;100,'1‘
X

o2

13

2kl

2,983 .

102

217

14 |
262

148

13
78

176

"201’

26,8
1.

4189

- 7002
+ 3l

| Region 8, Baltinore City

L3

1,53

1,378

16.0

2,623

2143

1,266

1,378 f

165

'.o_- ’3 _

1000

8,632

100,0

s

3,201 100.0

6,616 1000 | 12,302

10,353

1000}

100.0

-19.3

o _ * Includes adult cases

o IABtEG
 WVERILE msposm(ms DISAPPROVED OR CLUSED AT INTAKE
FISCAL YEARS 1970 = 1973

1970 971 92

Z

1973

;hange
19

Reglon 1. Dorchester

Somerset
- Wicomico -
worcester

| | 22
B | a1 15 3 %9

5
03 |

3.’9

& Y 152-.5
I 16306

+ 145663
+ 7307

- Region 2, Caroline
. Cecil
o Kent
Queen Anne's
Talbot

2 | 20 30 a b %
. 31 2.6' . 37 2 08 21

w | w3 | =2 | % 30

2.1

o2
1l

3

+ 333

g+ 87.5

+ 95,2
K/C

& 173-5

' k."',bkegxon 3 Baltimore

- Harford

1 108 8.9 w2 ) om0 un
. 58

1’079
102

7.5

ol

N

+ 59

1 "Région"’.f‘Alleqany

" Garrett

: Washmgton L

SRR -l )

ST AR R T

15
191

9

oD
1.3

+1028,6
+275.0
+ 389,7

Reglon 5. Anne Arundel

Carroll

 Howard

27 Y 66 L5 371
7 | 63 218 xR 8

1.0

261

1,550
189

10.8
13
1.8

+317.8
+ 1224
+203,5

B "Reglon 6. Fredenck

Montgomery

R 1001 172 3.9 189

338
526

+ 78.8
+ 1277

: Regwn 7. Calvert

Charles

Prince George's

St. Pary's

‘14

a 1.7 | 6
31 ) : 2.6k 3 . ,.1'. 7(726

WS 19.2

] s
RNy
| Tss

- 78.6

LA 127.2

- 2."

1115

Region 8. Bltinore City

607 5040 2,740 1 4,579

6,796

47,5

+ 4_8."{

" STATE

Lk 4,459 100,0 | 8,549

100,0

- 14,377

1000

6842

PEr Lent | |




TABLE

1

TOIAL G'FENSE CASE RATE AMD TOTAL DELINOUENT CASE RAYE

PER 1,_000 JUVENILES BY COUNTY AND REGION - FISCAL 1973 ‘

Population " Total Cases - ~Total Offense | Total Delinguent Belinquent Case
- Estimate Referred to the Case Rate Cases Reforred to 7 Rate Per :
S-through 17 < Department of T Per 1,000 ¢ ~ the Departaent of 1,000 Juveniles
C o Years - Juvenile Services Juveniles “Juvenile Services®™® : :
Gl i Ay 1, 1972% , ' 4 i |
1 REGION L, DORCHESTER 6,910 308 5 248 36
, © SOMERSET bS50 143 33 83 18
Cwcoco 13,390 338 o a7 16
uogczsr:n,‘f,'. oy 6,410 610 % W6 83
| secton 2. carourme . T 5,360 108 2 . 12
CCECIL 1h,640 533 36 ks 5]
CUKENT 4,080 151 37 . ) | 20
© QUEEN ANNE'S: 4,970 163 33 6l 12
‘IA’LBOI i 5,690 175 3 130 23
e ’-nccmn % BALTIMORE 158,120 SR A % 3,264 a
L WO 3,820 90k 26 683 20
"’:ncsxouk ALLEGANY 19,300 46k 2 264 - RO
GARRETT 6,200 135 22 7% 12
WASHENGTON ; zs,azo_ %0 5 376 5
' *‘Jnccxon s, ANNE Akuum“ 85,880 2,815 5 957 u
b T camkot. 18,600 S0 18 w08 VI
L S HOWRD 2,600 hes 2 379 18
e Tnscmu 6. FREDERICK 23,30 o567 T s w0
. MONTGOMERY ~j1h6,soo 3,031 21 2,102 1h
1 'ncsxon 7. CALVERT 6,800 28 5 178 %
 CHARLES. 1,200 531 o3 553 SR w
* PRINCE sconcs's 179,330 6,717 38 54376 30
ST, WaRY's 13,790 39 B SRy 1) 9
| "REGION B BALTIMIRE CI1Y | asm om0 8 14,184 6
smc 1,060,'»50 ',1.949',' : 40 30,824 30

s ropulatlon data supplied by the Maryland Center for Health Statistics

= “** This table does not include the total nusber of dxsapproved/closad at intake delanuency cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this mfornatmn could not

.- be processed for fiscal 1973
**% The high case rates . fqr Worcester County are due prisarily to the summer influx of visitors to Ocean City

i

- < g A i - i

' um 8

o et i e et e e e i

DISPOSI nou BY COUNTY & REGION
. FISCAL 1973
, - Formal , : 'LiSaPPrOVJP :
Petition |- ~Case. 'A;uug}ded/ Commi tted [ Committed| Closed -
[Withdrawng Juris= | Continued Con , to ; * | Probation| Protective| to Dept.} Informal at | Total
Disaissed | - diction| ~ or - t, s.giﬂ Training | Probation W/0 | Supervision| Juvenile| Other : Intake ,
or Warned ] - Waived Stet, orvices School ~ ] Verdict | |} Services] ' ,
,mmu 1. DORCHESTER 13| B 6 2 | 2z 31 | 2 2l o9l e | 1m 308
- SOMERSET 8 26 5 20 1 17 o 8 2 9 1 58 148
WICOMICO - 2 % | b e |13 76 , 4 Y] 6 | 89 338
- WORCESTER 19 20 3 %6 | 2 27 2 2 2 5 s 610
Vntclon 2. CAROLINE 10 s | B | 2 3| BT 3 o6 | sl e
o CEtIL 2 9| 1 2 5 | &2 1 16 3 15 55 | 330 533
COKENT 9 R’ 1 204 6 20 i} 2 TR R 151
 QUEEN ABNE'S 18 2 2| 3 9 1 ' 8 | 8 9 e |
~ TALBOT - 16 ) 1 5 3 13 5 14 2 | s 1B
| necron s, BALTIMRE - m | 6 ] ss x9 | w9 | 129 36 w3 | se | | 1,019 | 4313
o R 51 2 | 10 7 W 114 8 16 g 32 | 489 | 102 90k
REGION h.’Ammv, so | 1 | > by 12 n b 18 o e |2 | ow| e
o GARRETT g { 4 1 5 10 21 b , 6 50 | I5 135
 VASHINGTON o | 3 BV |l e 93 22 % 71 8 46 191 750
| REGION 5. ANNE ARUDEL a0 || owr 124 20 | 135 17 0 | 26 | 1,50 | 285 |
. - CARROLL 12 2 3 19 3 50 - 8 7 S o3 1189 1 330
HOMARD 86 b 6 19 8 47 0 16 9 2 261 | h6s
| Recton 6, FREDERICK P30 R 1 21 12 39 ' 19 8 | 9 | 3| 567 |
i MONTGOMERY 32 7| % 131 50 | 32 66 10 36 1 230 ,1,~295 | s | 30 [
s ik;azamn 7. CALVERT 2 | 3 13 1 2 i | 3| e
. CHARLES : A ’ 73 10 8 39 10 2 6 78 33 531
PRINCE GEORGE'S | 7% | 20 | g22- 33 132 608 160 120 188 z,z'a 1607 6,717
31 mv's ‘ 43 3 4 20 [ 8 63 b 2 1 176 55 319
| ‘mxou 8 sAmnoac a1y | 5083 | 33 ? 674 698 | 1,866 - 656 wo|oow | 1,578 6,79 | 17,703
STAI! 678 | 602 |kl |20 | 1,30 4,197 274 1,167 393 | 1,004 | 8,358 14,377 | 41,99 |




TABLE9 v
TYPE F orrsnss BY COUNTY AND REGIOR :
FISCAL 1975‘ e

“formal

~ Informal

Delinguent

s

o=

» Delinquent

Delinquent T

- Cans

“’ Non— :
Delinquentl

: Beylli'ntht

DiSapprov‘eh/CIOSe‘df atk.In'tak'e,'; '

~ Hon- :
‘Delinquent . |

REGION 1. DORCHESTER

| ,swzrzsn
B Lo (o
i —,_woncesm 8

102

L1
1’06' -
77

1k
13

61
6
)

2

| Recron 2. caRoume

S CECIL
COKENT
T QUEENTANNE'S
‘ 'TALBOY :

o
93
5
9
b

10
e
20

9
~h3
1
2%

BRI

%

. v

,-R[GIWONI‘}. BALTIMORE

: ,HARFORD

993
e

o

223

T

L35
i

3%

B

Y

886
v

176
b

7

REGION 4,

ALLEGARY
 GARRETT

WASHINGTON |

164"
Y
L7250

o4
7

158

s
16

‘1'0 4
2h
31

1
~21

8. -

’60,’
53
95

S 15

6

b A

R O e

©“REGION 54 ANNE ARUNDEL

(CARROLL
© HOWARD

697
7 S
Mo

s
15

7

107
30
28

129
17
|

84 -
17
1

131

<129

238

17

56
3

- REGION 6, FREDERICK -
T MONTGOMERY

o9

%
90.

-
15k

69

699

29

e}

o 312

ik

5
o

 REGION 7. CALVERT

* CHARLES -

- PRINCE Gsonss's |

STa MARYTS:-

Sk
on
2,018

114

6

425

o
20

36

19 -

s
=t

- 1,838

it

50

27

398

62

1;.7

S

32

2.

100
LY

21 -

REGION 8, BALTIMORE CITY

,7’609 '

1,12

1 ™

‘1,033‘

.

, ,5,,5”42 '

1,058

6

SHE

1 ,093

2,722

2,399

6 151

a9

%8

10,560

2,134

263

f * This table does nof include the total number of dlsapproved/closed at intake cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this 1nformat1on k
“could not be processed for flscal 1973, -

TABLE 10

ﬂllﬂ OF HANOLING CASES BY COUHTY, REGION AND SEX
 FISCAL 1973 :

foml

Inforsal

‘Disapproved/Closed at Intake

Female

Male

Female

Haie

" Fomale

REGION 1. DORCHESTER

© SOMERSET
WICOMICO
o HWCESIER

31
2
h
a

59

76

R
66
b

2
I5
158

23..,

REGION 2. CAROLIAE

- CECIL

“ KENT ‘

~ QUEEN ANNE*S
- TALBOT ’

n

%
k3

i

v
&2
16

26

!
259
31

6

6

9
7
10

3 .

REGION 3, BALVIMORE

- WARFORD

1,184

29

329

383

10%9 :

860
80

29

22

| RecION b, ALLEGANY

- GARRETT
NSHI IGTOI

36

28
53

4
4
22

65
12
111

16
3
80

| 'mx&ms. AMKE ARUNOEL

CARROLL
'HMRD ‘

860
- 80

149
Bt}

l%

o1

Hh
45
87

s Rssxou 6 rmmcx

L MOMGMRY

T
1,021

10

87

28
15

2N
405

67
121

| reaton 7. CALVERT

CCHARLES
~ PRIKCE GEORGE'S
CSTMRYS

2,24]
104

13

116

37

652
3

210
1,203
36

124
b0k

19

REGLON 8. BALTIMORE CITY

© 7,806

1,723

%42

h36

5,08

1,78

3,886

2,368

10,7%0

STATE

; 5,990

3,60




* TABLE 11

~ MANNER OF HANDLL NG CASES BY COURTY, REGION AND RACE = FISCAL 1973'

ST

formal Informal e  Disapproved o
Information ~Informatio . Tnforsation |
; . : | Not Recorded , Kot Recorded - “ Mot Recorded
Caucasian Negro or Other Caucasian Negro -or Other . Caucasian _ MNegro - ]| or Other -
REGION 1. DORCHESTER ke 9 1 55, 2 60 N N
’  SOMERSET - : RIS S 38 8 1 B 19 1
o WICoUco 129§ 1o b 6 61 27 1
S WORCESTER 80 28 bk 46 2
| Recton 2. caRGLINE A | » 9 7 31 g e
1 cECIL BT TR DU [ S 3 b9 b 2 282 22 26
KENT . F 81 36 2 b 9 T 2k 17 o
- QUEEN ARNE'S 56 53 4 16 2l i 6 3
Ta8or - Hoo 2 : 21 1 ‘ 59 3
| Recro 3, BALTIMORE L) 165 oy L5 | s 0 '9?4 | 14k no
- - HARFCRD o6k ) ok 5. 420 66 3 97 10 :
REGION k. ALLEGANY 9 | 52 ; 76 3
o GARRETT - &( N . 50 . 15 :
. VASHINGTON b8k 27 . 2 43 3 173 16 L
- REGION 5, ANNE ARUNDEL | 819 B L 32 8 1 113 o 10
oo TcaRROLL 100 7 o 3 ' o 14 3
~ HOWRD 3% 69 1 1 216 b2 3
| removepome | ws | om | 8 1 1 Y L
o p,,Momsoath o Loz o 08 S 1,134 152 7 b5 %8 3
| ReGION 7, CaLVERT BT TR e 133 4o | 3
oo CHARLES o} 8k o 3l ke 59 18 1 216 11h o
© PRINCE GEORGE'S 1,63k L1177 56 14»99 : 711 33 N 613 23
©OST. MARYYS » ,10_67_ B B 13 140 30 6 b 6 8
CREcIOn s, BTMRECITY | 220 | 7,069 260 | owes | o2 L | oa%s %
o ‘sms" 1 ;9,32» R 9,460 o430 5,2 35 86 649 64336 192
. Thxs table does not 1nclude the total number of informal and dlsapproved/closed at intake cases for Anne nrundel County sxnce all of th1s
information could not be processed for flscal 1973, .
: ~ TABLE 12 :
TOTAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY THE DEPARTHENT OF JUVENLLE SERVICES
BY COUNTY, REGION AND SDURCE {F REFERRAL — FTSCAL 1973
FORMAL, maxm AND DISAPPROVED/CLOSED AT INTAKE cases®
Source of Referral
o bepte || Depta of Other | , : PR
Police | = of Parent/ | Social Social Court/ | . Other | Citizen | Special Total -]
" ; kEdycatlon Relative | Services Agency | Probation L : Police :
| recton 1, oRcWESTER | a6 | 1 n | a ] 0 3| 1 308
- SOMERSET L) 6 22 3h \ 1 : 6 148
WICOMICOT 220 7 39 58 3 2 g 1 338
WORCESTER 552 6 22 17 ? ‘ 6 - 610
| REGION 2, CAROLINE - o 12 0 2 I 5 Lo 108
: CECIL 383 23 5 30 12 48 12 533
KENT 55 | 38 16 22 2 9 9 - B .
QUEEN ANNE®S 3 1 12 6 2 ' 5. 24 1 163
CTABOT 2 116 13 4 15 3 175
REGLON 3. BALTIMORE 769 | 16 13 168 9 215 21 2 4,373
. HARFORD 686 - 60 5 67 b 10 1 1 904
REGION 4, ALLEGANY 175 31 B 3 31 1 2 8 ek
GARRETT ) 7 by 18 b L . 1%
 WASHLNGTON 363 43 13 54 8 48 7 103 11 70
REGION 5o ANNE ARUNDEL 85 | 88 151 150 6 24 32 3 1 1,240
~ CARROLL 205 27 ho 3 ' 1 3 22 | 330
HOMARD 281 9 57 15 1 b 43 58 468
‘| Recion 6. FrevErck e |owm 3 21 6 PR B 567
o} MONTGOMERY 2,766 8 163 76 1 8 9 ' 3,031
“| REGION 7, CALVERT 18 33 13 14 4 > 248
: CHARLES Lok 23 58 5 7 13 1 2 18 531
PRINCE GEORGE'S | 3,556 207 661 260 9 50§ 50 | 906 1,008 6,717
sr. MRY'S o1 R 20 1 6 8 13 10 319
REGION 8 BALTIMORE CLTY n,% A9 2,388 | 613 5) % 40 1,516 620 17,05
‘; smz 27,613 L3% 4,210 1,788 112 452 28 | 7812 | 1,76 40,374

* This table does not include the total number of 1nformal or dlsapproved/closed at intake cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this information could

not be processed for flscal 1973




k4

~ : , - TABLE 13 :
mm uscs oxsvosco o ov THE DEPARTMENT ‘OF JUVENILES SERVICES BY coumv,
: ncoxou AND AGE AT TIME OF REF[RRAL - FISCAL 1973‘ :

10 years | : o - S
and n 2 | 1B o s w6 Lo | oms RN (RSN I
~younger " Years Years | Years Years Years . Years Years Years Unknown - ‘ Total |
REGION 1, DORCHESTER % 11 a |k |ow | ue 5 W y 3] e
T SOMERSET Az o1 s 9|y | % 21 2 3] s
B (1 (| s3 |1 8 T R 38 66 88 62 3. ? 31
WORCESTER a | & 1k a2 | 2 | a0 52 | w5 21 R GURS
| ntomn 2. CAROLINE T 2. 5 6 1 ®w | 19 | a 12 a s e |
U o 52 15 18 56 8 | 9 102 100 7 5 | 53
KENT 23 b 6 5 | 16 1 3 B 2 151
 QUEEN ANNE'S 7 9 8 9 B |15 | W 1 1 s 0 1s
T - 7 15 % a | B 2 R 3 1] s
| mwons, BALTIMORE o6 | om | s | s | osm e | en | e | 1 2 | s |
T e 8 | B W% 104 2 | . | 152 15 17 . 90
| Reczon 4, avtecany s 9 | a | | e | o | & B 3 w o e
o GARRETT B3| 3 3 71 10 2 31 0 3 1| %
,_ \usamxon o 9 3 3 48 106 | 157 152 n7 EE 1| 0
| wtons.ame e | ow | oA | o3 87 193 |20 | o236 | a2 18 no| o1z
L CARROLL b 15 -9 29 63 68 S5 1 50 8 4 330
o HowRD 24 0ol oB | 7h % a0 | % 15 4] e
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b . e | ol o s | .
s |2 |55 |E=28| F| § |58 | 8| = |25 |588|Sc8| £ !gg |g=x5|858
g =88 iIssg. b S 2 B V)Q‘-’ X © 'l_‘v V:’A-'-—l = —t :: Su ﬂ,"a,,... S—D O
213 |5 8| 5| 2 |33 |75 | 5 |52 |s=E|322| 5 |7 |igfss°
: REGION 1, DORCHESTER 2] w9l 9 8| 2 5 ‘581 6 3 ] 33 3
| "7 SOMERSET 3| 3 ol 1| 1] 10 | . |
- WICOMICO. 1] 2| 12| 4| 4 10 9| a1 8 | 30 g
|  WORCESTER Bl B nf a 19 | o B | 16 1] 6
 REGION 2, CAROLINE o 6| 3 3| 1 1] 1] o« ] 1 71 2
CECIL 16 | 4 14 511 63 % 1 0] 27 32 3 10 b
KN Sl s b3l el 1o 10 2l 6| & g | 2 ,
- QUEEN ANNE'S 21 10 & w| 61 1| 10 | 1| L
~Tatsor 3 VA 6] n 31 1| 2] B 9 | 6 ]
wecrons, maurmmore | o0 | oaes | | owee | ms | A feam | m| m || oa {3 | | s 5
7 HARFORD e fa | we| 6| 3| m 2| | 5| 1w [0 | 1| k| 3
 REGION &, ALLEGANY 2] 1 | | | 2 s{ 10| 17 12 |3 31 3
" GARRETT. G0 I B N e I 2 R O B S B 6 1 113 107
L SHTON 219 | s 53 | 57 22 rf w1 |3 f sk M R
~ REGION 5. ameeuwet  |ou | m9 [ | e | s | 9l w3l sof e 1 % | 81 8
L. CARROLL . 9 12 3 5211 8 s1 19| - 15 14 SRR TR
HOWARD 41 5 | 3 sl 2] 6| 16 2l 12 W | 2] 6 | % 1| 3| 2
. REGION 6, FREDERICK L oss |l w6 | 2| el of = sl ol Jwlms 3105
o vowoery | owlar |t | oz wo | 36| 6| o w0 || & | 2 |3 | 5
- REGION 7, CALVERT 1l 6|l 3| al =l 1f 2] ) wl | un oy 1] o6 1
: CHARLES. - % 1171 3 3} 9 ' 1 | 2 2V 5 |16 , 6 5
PRINCE GEORGE'S 29| 706 | 3% | 636 | %7 | 104 | 20k 13 ] 26h | 480 m fur juss. | 4 | 8 |16
ST, MRY'S 6| 2 | s nl Al 1] s W) o) 2w} ] 6 Cu )z
Rearon s, sauTINGRE crry | 200 3,208 | s3h | 1,99 [n,33 | 26 Jes | 105 | s | w17 | o | 28 |ex % | 28 | 59
e s'mt?' E 24 5,143 r,eaz 4,085 3,206 | w7 [ | 202 f1,587 2,006 | 326 | 855 rz.m 99 | w8 |25

* This table does not include the total nunbor of informal or disapproved/closed at intake cases for Anne Arundol County since all of

ttus information could not bo procossod for fzscal 1973.




. TABLE 14 Continued

- Trespassing 1
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' COMMUNITY BASED SERVICES
Cbm’munity and Residentiel ‘P‘]a;cement‘s .

The number. of commumty and resulentlal place
ments has steadily incréased from the 116 placements

~ during fiscal 1968 to the 2,120 ~placements. during fiscal

11973, These placements include admissions to the Mary-
~land Youth Residence Center, Good Shepherd Center,

three group homes operated by the Department of Juve-

nile Services, and care purchased from various group

_ homes and residences operated by private agencies. In -
addition; there were 46 admissions to the Youth Service -

o Center, aF ederally funded day prot*ram ’

Rl the total number of commumty and residential

Ce

-~ did not report race. Prince Ceowee ‘County accounted’
- for-33.7% of the placements, fol]owed by Montgomery :
L County with 22.4% ‘and Baltimore Clty with 19, 4%

Good Shephexd Center

Good Shepherd Center, which is a thelapeutlc resi-

dentlal facility for girls, reported 85 admissions during <

fiscal 1973. Of these, a majority involved Caucasmns

- (80.0%), while 20. 0% involved Negroes. Baltimore City -

T ptacements during fiscal 1973, one half (50.'4‘«%) were

- ‘putchase. of care emergency placements, 40.1%: were -

“purchase of care residential placements, 4 O% involved

~ admissions to Good Shepherd Center, -3.9% 'were -State- . :

* owned group home admissions and 1.6% 1nvolved Mary-
land: Youth Re51dence Center admlssmns

P'urchase of Care‘

Pmchase of care placements, whlch 1nclude short-

© - term shelter care provided by private famlhes in their
. own homes, private group hores and specialized institu-
~‘tions, increased 68.2% ‘from fiscal 1972. Emergency

placements accounted. for 55.7% of ‘these" placements

- during fiscal 1973, while prlvate residential placements

: accounted fox 44 3%.

accounted for 20:0% of ‘the  admissions, followed by

Montgomery County w1th 17. 6% and Baltlmore County .

with 12 9%

,State-OWned Gr,oup»Homes" -

Admlssmns to the three State owned group. homes i

' dunmy fiscal 1973 increased 36. 7% from the 60 admis- ;
- sions repmtcd during fiscal 1972. Of the 40 admissions -

to the two group homes for hoys, a majority (87.5%)

~involved Ne010es, 75% 1nvolved Caucasians while 5. 0%
‘did not report race. Of the 42 admissions to the girl’s
~group home, 45.2% mvolved Caucasians, Nevroes ac- .

: ’rcounted for 45. 2%, whlle 9 6/6 did not report race.

- Ofthe total numbex of prwate res:dentlal placements,, ;

66. 7% involved males while females accounted for 33.3%.

- (66.2%), while 29.29% were Negroes and 4.6% did not

4f1epcn't race. Baltimore City accounted for the. greatest
- number of placements with 35.2% of the total, followed
: 'by Punce Geomes County with 20.8 %

of the~1,068 emergency placements, a Vnylajo‘rity

(520%) involved females while males accounted. for
48.0%. A majority of these admissions involved Cau-

casians (78.2%), 20.2% involved Negroes while 1.6%

Maryland Youth Re51dence Centel ‘, :

Maryland Youth Res1dence Center, whlch is-a yesi- -
~ dential treatment facility for younger boys, reported 35
admissions during fiscal 1973. This represented one less

- admission: than ﬁscal 1972. Of these, a majority (68.6%)
involved Negroes, 28.6% mw;ved Caucasmns and one -

: ,admlsswn dld not lndlcate 1ace e

A majority ‘of these admissions involved Caucasians - ‘ : ' ‘

S Youth Service Center

L The'Youtkh“Service‘Center,_ which 'rece‘i.ved»‘it‘s ﬁi‘st 8
- admissions during April 1973, reported 46 admissions

during fiscal 1973. Of these ‘admissions, a majority

- (87, O%) involved males while females accounted  for
©13.0%. Of the total number of male admissions, 7.5%
“were Caucasians, and.92.5% were Negroes. All of the i
- female admlssmns 1nvolved Nefrroes

%
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TABLE 15
COMUNLTY AKD RESIOENTIAL SERVICES EXPEWDITURES

FISCAL 1968 - 19?3

Type

1968

1989

Cwn

3

1973 -

1970
Good Shepherd Center | S22,82 | 3ks, 691 : 56 | b A, b o66,710 | g 2,802
| Residential Placenents-prioate . o ,’ s ,’ - RS P '
 including Energency placemants| H8L%9 1 b TOZTLIELE0,000 | 81,819,199
| Group Hones-State Duned | 15 2s9m B 20,15
‘. Youth ‘Re,sidenée Conter 4 50,160‘“ =) 254,169 |
Progran Direction | b s s
© Total Stz | S, | wsELLS | 51,205,900 62,305,750 | 83,075,350

* Not included in Operatlng Budget for 1968
** $100, 000 included in this figure for 1n1t131 payments to estabhsh prlvete Group Homes

#+% This amount does not include ‘33‘0 924 in Federal Funds which the department received fron the Governors Conmssxon -
“on law Enforcement and the Admnxstranon of Justice to fac1htate implementing. the Maryland Youth Resxdence Center. R

"TABLE 16
COMMUNLTY AND RESIDENFIAL PLACEMENTS.

‘NUMBER' OF JUVENILE& SERVED

FISCAL 1968 - 1973

lype 1968 1969 1970 | 19m 197

‘Good Shepherd Centor - 116 105 88 B e &
Residential Placements-private | 6 . 130 6 | em 850

' Group Homes-'S‘ta‘te Ouned | 22 46 6o o8

8 ;Md. Youth Resxdence Center o 36 = 3%

S .Emergency Placements ‘539' © 1,068
CTotal s | ] w1 | oz

=
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RS
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: TABLE 17 ; S
: RESIDENTIAL 1 EMERGENCY PLACEHENTS BY SEX AND COUNI‘I FISCAL 197}

Private Residential Placements

fEuapgency Placénents‘,

Milq .
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Male

Total
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TABLE 18

RESIDENTIAL AND EMERGENCY PLACEMENTS BY RACE ANU COUNTY - FISCAL 1975

E;PfiVl" Rosidentlal Placements L EmergenCerlacenents
' “Not S ’ S - Not

;}C‘aut:asmn Negrq : Reportod Total | Caucasian | Negro ‘Reported

Total

Caucasian

‘ 'Good Shegherd Center

Negro - .

Not
Reported

Total
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 COMMUNLTY AND RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS BY RACE | EE | - R TR RN o

: ‘Cabcas'ianh  Negro | Not Rggorded» Total L

Placement | Number [Percent | Number | Percent| Mumber | Percent| Nusber | Percent

Good Shepherd Center 68 | 80| 17 | 2.0 | -85 ] 1000 | o

Residential Placenents - | 563 | e62 ) 248 | 292 39 | W6] 80 | 1000 -

Emergency Placenents | 8% | 2| 26 | 2] 1w | 16| 100 | w000

| State Owned Group fomes | | L | ] £ T N | s - - T e ]
oMl 3] s s oens] 2] soef 4w )weo] e | | | o s e
Females 119 | ws2 |19 | szl 4| oes| 2 | 1000 | 1 e L N | | -

~ Maryland Youth Residence Center | 10 | 286 | 24 | es.6] 1 2.8 % |00 | | | | ,
Total . i | 1.493 70:6 559 264. 6 | 3.0 2'1?-0* vﬁmo.q | DIVISION OF

INSTITUTIONAL REHABILITATION &

-  OMBLE20 Fap S e (R R L : ol 'i , e L T . L
mmmMMmmmmumummmmmﬁ,:  -,‘ P ' o ‘ o : nels ' %

Caucasian | Negro A Wt'R&'!—dld;; "31 —

At s R ek

Sex. ; o e G Mnber | Percent| Kuaber - P‘erc’e‘n’t iuu'mbér‘.f 'Pefc&nt "fd‘u\rlber‘ ~'Perc§nt :
ke s st o Last | w |
o Total 3 ‘.,",6.5';_; 3 [ %5 | SRR T 100.0

" The Youth Service Contr s  Faderally funded Doy Pragram. These figures eflact adaissions far April - dune 1973
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ADMISSIONS TO -
 MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS
- AND FORESTRY CAMPS

- Maryland Training School for Boys .

vt The number of admissions. to Maryland Training

- ments, since detentions increased by 6.6%. Detentiohs

School for Boys during fiscal 1973 increased by 7.8% -

-over. the 1,257 ‘admissions- durin‘r fiscal 1972. Detentions

_to Maryland Training School accounted for 75.2% of',"
the total number of admissions. This represents an ‘in-

crease of 34.3% over the number of detentions during

fiscal 1972, Commitments, on the other hand, decreased' :
by 32.5%. This reflects the designation of the training

school ‘for detainees from Baltimore City 1n lieu of the
- youths bemv detained in local pohce lock-ups.:

accounted for 58.8% of the admissions, while commlt

~ments accounted for 41.2% of the admlsswns

~ Although juveniles were admitted to Montrose from

~ twenty-two counties of Maryland and Baltimore City, it

is 51gn1ﬁcant to note that Baltimore City accounted for
58.1% of the admissions (51 8% of ‘the commitments

‘and 62.4% of the detentions). This was followed by
~ Baltimore County with 10.6% of the admissions (22.7%

 Prince George’s: County with 9.5% (4.6% of the com- :

Althou«h ]uvemles Were admltted to the training

school from twenty of Maryland’s counties and Baltimore
City, it .1s significant to note that Baltimore City ac-

counted for 69.3% of the commitments and 76 4%. of

‘ the ietentlons

Of the 1,355 admissions. to Maryland ;Training ,,

Scliool, a majority involved Negroes (67.5%), 29.8%

involved Caucasians and 2.7% were classified as “other.”
_Of the total number of admissions, a majority (71.9%)

involved juveniles who were sixteen years of age and .

older, 16.4% were fifteen year olds, and 7.1% were
fourteen year olds while only 4.4% involved ]uvemles
under fourteen years of age.

- ing fiscal 1973, a majority (60.6%) were Children in M

A majority of the admissions to the training schooi 3
‘involved delinquent offenses (91.2%). The largest single -

offense category was “burglary/breaking and entering”
~ which comprised 23.4% of the admissions. This was
~ followed by “assault” (18.2%) and “auto theft/unauthor-
ized use” (13.4%). Of the commitments to Maryland

Training School, 96.1% involved delinquent offenses, and

3.9% were Children in Need of Supervision (CINS). Of
_the detentions; delinquent ‘offenses accounted for 89. 6%,

of the commitments and 2.1% of the detentions) and

mitments and 12 9% of the detentlons)

. A majority of the admissions to Montrose:involyed :

Negroes (52.8%) while 46.7% involved Caucasians and
0.5% were classified as “others.”” A majority of the total
number of “admissions involved juveniles fourteen to
fifteen years of age.(53.8%), juveniles sixteen years of

-age accounted for 18.8%, juveniles over sixteen accounted
- for 8.2% and 19. 2% mvolved ]uvemies under fourteen

years ‘of age.

0t the total number of admissions to Montrose dur-

Need of Supervision (CINS), delinquent offenses ac-

counted for 39.1% and only 0.8% involved non-

dehnquency offenses. The largest sinele. offense category
was “ungovernable” which comprised 32.8% of the

'admlssmns This was followed by “runaway” {26. 0%)‘

and * v101at10n of supervision, probation or aftercare”

- Children in Need of Supervision (CINS): accounted forv , '

-10. 3% and O 1% mvolved non-dehnquent oﬁenses

. during ﬁscal 1973 the average Ien«th of stay was 8.0

Of the 390 ]uvenlles 1e1eased from commltments to -

" Maryland Tramm«r School during fiscal 1973, the average

lenrrth of stay was 7 5 months

Montiose School for Gnls .

The 792 admxssrons to’ Montrose School fox Glrls;.r

, duung fiscal 1973 represents a decrease of 5.6% from

- 'the 839 admissions during fiscal 1972. This decrease was
~ “due to the 18.9% decrease in the number of commit-

- (13.8%). Of the commitments to Montrose, 68.7% were
CINS ‘and 31.3% involved delinquent offenses. Of the
“detentions, 55.0% were CINS and 446% 1nv01ved de .

hnquent oﬁenses :
of the 303 juvenlles released from . commitments
months.

Boys Vﬂlage of Maryland

4 Durlnor ﬁscal 1973 the admisswns to Boys Vlllage =
‘increased by 61.3% over the 955 admissions during fiscal

1972. This increase was due to the 116.4% increase in

- detentions. since the number of commitments decreased

by 9.0%. Commitments ‘accounted for only 24.8% of
. the: admlsswns to Boys® Village, while detentlons ac-‘ i

counted for 5, 2% of the admissmns e
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Althouorh ]uvemles were admitted to Boys’ Vlllafre
from twenty:two. counties of Maryland and Baltimore
City, Prince George’s. County. and Baltimore. City to-
gether accounted for 76.3%. of the admissions. Baltimore
City accounted for 72.3% of the commitments and 41.1%

“of the detentions; while Prince George’s County was-

responsible for 7.9% of the ‘commitments and 33. 9% of
the’ detentions :

A majority of the admlssmns ‘to. Boys Villaoe in-

‘yolved Negroes (61.2%), while 37. 3% involved Cau-
Juveniles ~ -

casians and 1.5% were classified as “others.”
under fourteen years of age, accounted for 23.7% of the

total number of admissions, juveniles fourteen to- fifteen

' years of age accounted for 55.5%; 13. 5% involved six-
- teen  year olds and 64% involved juveniles over sixteen
~years of age. » ‘

0f the total number of admissions to Boys",Village

during fiscal 1973, a majority (84.7%) involved de-

linquent ~offenses, Children in Need of  Supervision

" (CINS) accounted for 10.5%, and non-delinquent

offenses accounted for 4.7%. The single largest offense

by “asgault” with" 12.1%

mitmen(s, 93.7% -involved delinquent offenses, CINS

" accounted for 4.7% and mnon-delinquent offenses ac-

counted for 1.6%. Delinquent offenses accounted for
81.1% of the 1,158 detentions, 12.4% involved CINS and

5.8% involved non-delinquent offenses.

‘ Of the 358 juveniles released from commitments to
_ Boys’ Village during fiscal 1973, the average length of

stay was 6.9 months.

Vlctor Cullen School

_category was “burglary/breaking and entering” which -
“comprised 21.2% of the admissions. This was followed
-of the admissions and * ‘auto
theft/unauthorized use” with 10.0%. Of the 382 com- -

A majority of the admissions to Victor Cullen in-
volved - Caucasians (74.5%), ~while *25.0% " involved

" Negroes and 0.5% were classified as “other.” Of the

total number of admissions, a majority (69.4%) in-
volved. juveniles between the ages of fourteen and sixteen

~ years, while juveniles under fourteen years of age ac-

counted -for 22.1% and juveniles over slxteen yeais of
age: accounted for 8. 3% - :

Chlldren in Need of Sup’ervision (:CIN'S)‘i aceounted,

for a majority (82.5%) of the total number of admis-
sions to- Victor Cullen during fiscal 1973, 16.6% involved

delinquent offenses and 09% mvolved non-delinquent

offenses.  The single largest offense category was “up-
governable” whlch accounted for 42.0% of the admis-
sions. This was followed by “runaway” with 29.9% of

the admissions. This breakdown:of offenses was the same

for both detentions and commltments

~ The average 1ength of stay was 6.0 moriths for the
377 juveniles released from commitments during-fiscal

1973.
" Boy's Forestry Cainps

The number of admissions. to the Forestry Camps
during fiscal 1973 decreased by 4.2% from the number
of admissions during fiscal 1972. Of the 276 admissions
during. fiscal 1973, 182 or 65. 3% were direct commit-

. ments to the Forestry Camps o

Victor Cu]len School - admitted 559 hoys during -

 fiscal 1973, a decrease of 5.7% from the 593 boys ad-

mitted durlnﬂr fiscal 1972. Commitments to Victor Cullen
accounted for 70.7% of the total number of admissions.

- This represented a decrease of 17.9% from the number

of commitments during fiscal 1972. Detentions, on- the

- other hand mcreased by 46.4%.

Dunm7 ﬁsoal 1978, 3uven11es were admitted to- Victor

Cullen from nineteen counties in Maryland and Balti-

-more City. Baltimore City and Baltimore County together

accounted for 61.0% of the: commitments, while Mont-

rwomery County accounted for 89. 6% of the detentions

.. A majority ’o‘f the admissions fnvolved Caucasians
(79.7%), while 20.0% involved Negroes and 0.3%: were

' classified as “other.” Of the 276 admissions during fiscal

1973,.31.1% involved fifteen year olds, juveniles sixteen

_years of age accounted for 41.7% and juveniles over
sixteen years accounted for 26.4%.

Durinv fiscal 1973, a majority of the admissmns '
‘involved: dehnquent offenses - (60.1%) and 39.9%  in-
volved Children in Need of Supervision (CINS) The.

largest single offense category, however, was “ungovern- S

able” which accounted for 23.6% . of the admissions. This
was followed by “burglary/breaking and entering” with

16.3% of the admissions and “runaway” w1th 13.0% of

the admlssmns

The average len"th of stay was 7: 1 months for 270 -

Juvemles released from- commitments durlmT ﬁscal 1973




MARYLAND’S CHILDREN CENTERS
Admlsalons to Maryland’s Chlldren Centers :

The 3,323'adm15510ns to .Marylands ‘Chll_dren Cen-
* ters: during fiscal 1973 ‘represent a decrease of 19.6%

* A majority of the juveniles admitted to Maryland’s
detention and- evaluatlon centers were between the ages

L of 15 and 17 years :(62.5%7) . Juveniles under 12 years

from fiscal 1972s total of 4,131. Maryland Children’s

Center admissions decreased 4.2% from 1,355 to 1,298,

- while admissions to- Waxter Children’s Center decreased

27. 1% from 2, 776 to 2,025.

Juvemles were admltted to - Maryland "Chlldrens

Center from every county in the State.and from Balti-
~ more City. Over half the admissions (61.2%) were from

~ Baltimore - City. This was followed by Prince Geordes

County with 13.4% and Montgomery Cotinty with 6. 6%’
Juveniles were admitted to Waxter Children’s Center from

- nineteen counties and Baltimore Clty Approximately half '

of age accounted for 3.2% of the admissions while 33.3%
were between 12 and 14 years of age. In general, the

" number of admlssmns increased . proportlonately with an
“increase in age up to 15 years, decreasing thereafter.
While a majority of juveniles admitted to Maryland

Children’s Center (50.3%) and Waxter Children’: s Center
(70.49% ) were between 15 and 17 years of age, Maryland

~Children’s Center admitted a larger proportion of younger

juveniles with 49.1% under 15 years of age compared to

28, 1% for Waxter Chlldren s Center

of the juveniles (51 2%) were admitted from Prince

" .George’s County. This was followed by- Anne: Arundel
- County with 11. 6% Of the total admissions, however ,

- 12.6% represent Juvemles from out- of state.

Of the total number of detention and evaluation cen-
ter ‘admissions, 65.1% involved males and 34.9% in-
volved females, A majority of the admissions (65.4%)
_involved Catcasians, 34.2% involved Negroes and 0.4%

were classified as “others.” At the Maryland Children’s

Center, - 75.0% involved males and  25.0% ' involved
{emales, A majority of the admissions (53.7%). involved

‘Negroes while Caucasians accounted for 45.8% and 0.5%
- were classified as “others.” At the Waxter Children’s

Center, 58.7% of the admissions involved males and

41.3% involved females. A majority of these (78.1%)
involved Caucasians while 21, 6% involved Nevroes and
-0, 3% were: cla551ﬁed as “others.” SR

,Whlle a ma]orlty of »]uvemles were admitted  to

- Maryland - Children’s Center for delinquent offenses

(55.8%), a majority,o:f' Waxter Children’s Center admis-
sions involved CINS offenses (60.6%). The largest single

" offense category for Waxter Children’s Center was “run-
away” which accounted for 39.9% of the admissions.
‘This was foliowed by “ungovernable” with 20.0% of

the admissions..' Of the delinquent offenses, the two
largest categories were “auto theft/unauthorized use’ and

“burglary/breaking and  entering” which together ac-

~counted for-16.1% of the admissions. The largest single

offense - category for -Maryland Children’s’ Center was
“ungovernable” which accounted for 27.2% of the ad-
missions. This was followed by “runaway” which ac-

- counted-for 13.9% of the admissions, Of the delinquent

‘offenses, the two largest offense categories were “assault”
~and “burglary/breaking and entering” WhiCh tocether

accounted fm 22.2% of the admlssmns

u
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| TABLE 21
STATE DEPARTMENT OF JUVENILE SERVICES
SUMMARY OF INSTITUTION EXPENDITURES
- FISCAL 1968 - 1973

| Training Dstention | Forestry |
 Year - Schools . - Conters | . Camps Total
1968 5,62,1% $1,09,728 $589,05 | 8 720,782
1969 §5,633,39 L1851 §572,601 § 7,344,951
1970 § 6,513,389 § 1,342,038 8§ 6ah,5% b 8,539,963
191 $ 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 $ 836,07 $ 11,330,200
o meu
SUMARY OF INSTITUTION ADMISSIONS
FISCAL 1968 = 1973
Training School Adwissions SR -
- —T : - . Detention Forestry
o e ' ‘ ‘ v Center np
‘Yoer' " _.Cosmitments . Detentions : ‘Io_tal Adeissions Admissions ﬂ
B 1,648 w | Er) 26
1969 1,833 93 2,756 3,068 291
1970 182 | 4,41 a8
o oy | o | gm0 | hez 38
vz | L L3 | 36 R 288
.
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E TABLE 23 i
~ TRAINING SCHOOL AND FORESTRY CAMP ADMISSIONS
FISCAL YEAR COMPARISONS i
o 1972 - 1973 i
FIGURE 2 ;
STATE INSTITUITON ADMISSIONS | e Fiscal Fiscal T :
FISCAL YEARS 1968 - 1973 - g School 1972 1973 % Change !
: V | i ‘Md,‘Training“Schbol~ g - , 8 |
, ; Commitments 498 - 336 - 32.5
50007 - : | Detentions 759 1,019 + 34,3
T S L Montrose, , R ; , .
1 e TN\ o . CommitMents 402 326 - 18.9
1 Detention Center e - Detentions 437 1466 + 6.6
- . Admissions ' E ‘s i '
T , Dl Boys'! Vlllage o ,
~mm3a , L ~ Commitments 420 ‘ 382 - 19,0
B G S - Detentions 535 1,158 + 116.4
4 3 : ~Victor Cullen S .
P ~ Commitments U 481 395 - 17.9
1 A R Detentions . 112 164 + 46.4
f‘S i R Total Training Schools o L o ,
30004 o Commitments 1,801 - 1,439 1 - 20.1 f
+ I ~Detentions 1,843 2,807 ] o+ 52,3 ;
] S j~Forestry'Camps' Gl B : . “y '
i o Commitments . 288 : 276 - - 4,2
0T ' Yraining School Cosaitments N i |
A e i TABLE 24
e - DETENTION CENTER ADMISSIONS
4 . e L FISCAL YEAR COMPARISONS '
10004 Teaining Schaol Detentions 1972 - 1973 ;
i ,viyé s _ Fiscal ~Fiscal e =
ﬁ L e “if? Center 1972 ,1973‘ % Change
4 S Md. Chlldren's Center | 1,355 1,298 | - 4.2
e ‘i'kw‘axter; Children's Center | 2,776 | 2,025  f - 27.1
N R e e e |
D e e B e R e S e D frotar -1 4131 | 3,323 0 | - 19.6
: el Figure 2 indlcates 1ncreasing use of traintng schools as detention facxlitxes. Uhxle the ninber of ovnin
R co-lltnents continued a slow but steady decline and detention center admissions decreased sharply in 1972 SR
G o0 0 and 1973, training school detentions 1ncreased sharply suggestxng uider use of short terl detentions in B L
P Heot longer torlcolaitlonts. e e T e e el
zé e i - 1
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SR F JUVENILES ADMITTED TO MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS, roazsm CANpS
AX0 DETENTION CENTERS BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE - FISCAL VEAR 1973*

TABLE 25

!otal for
lraimng Schoels

» Boys* Vi!lage

Maryland

' Hontrosé e

Victor Cullen |

' :.CQCIitted

Detained

vni tted

Detained

v ad |
Training School |

ConiittJ Detained
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- - JAdeissiondAdeissi
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3,323

 :‘ This is lngher than the m-bw of dispositions “Comi tted to Training School® due to the inclusion of (a) violatlon of probation cases, and
(b) inter-institutional transfers. ,
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TABLE 27

BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE & COUNTY OF ADHITII!G COURT~ FISCAL 1973

NUHBER 0F JUVENILES ADMITTER TO HARYLAND'S IRAINING SCHOOLS - & fORESTRY CAMPS

. Boys® Villago

Maryland Yraining School

Montrose

. Victor Cullen

Forestry Camps

’QCounty of

Residen;b

-~ Lourt

Adnitting | County of

Residence -

Adwitting

fCourt | Residence

County of |

Admitting
Court
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Résidencg
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Court
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JUVENILES - ADHIYTEG 10 MARYLAND'S IRAIIIHG :

SCHOOLS % FORESTRY CAMPS BY. OFFENSE % AGE

fISCAl 1973

276

Maryland :
Iralnlng School

Montrose

~ Boys! Village

Victor Cullen

Forestry

Canns'

15 yaars
3 younger

15 years
16-18 yearq & younger

15 years

16=18 years

15'yearsv‘
& younger

e 1 15 years
16-18 years

& younger

"16=18 yearq

 Offenss

~Arson .
P Assault ,
.1Auto—lheft-Unauthorxzed Use L
, Burglary-Break1ng & Enterlng
larceny
Robbery*

Disorderly Conduct i

Sex Offense

~} Vandalism - T

I Harcotics Violatxon - ,

| Glue Sniffing & Other. Inhalonts :

| Alcoholic Beverage Violation
Shoplifting -

Purse Snatching -
Firearas or Deadly Heapon Vio,

| Rec/Poss of Stolen Goods -
|- Trespassing
-False Fire Alarm

Other -
Violation of Superv1sxon,

N Probation or Aftercare
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JUVENILES ADMITTED TO MARYLAND'S INSTITUTIONS

TABLE 29

BY RACE - FISCAL 1973

‘ institution

" 'Race-

Negro

Total

k k School
Number
- Per Cent

Montrose School
Number
Per Cent

 Boys' Village
Number
'Pe: Cent

Victor Cullen
Number
Per Cent

Number
- Per Cent

MarYland Training

‘EBoy S Forestry Camps

Caucasian
- 404
370

46.,7%

575
416

220
79.7%

'29.8%)|

74.5%}

914
67.5%

418

52.8%|

942
61.2%

140
- 25.0%

55

20.,0%

Other

37
2.7%

1,355

100.0%

792

100.0%

1,540

100.0%|

559

276

100,0%]

100.0%

Table 23 suggests that of the total number of adm1551ons to

”"Maryland's Institutions during fiscal 1973, a ma jority of the
admissions to Victor Cullen (74.5%) and the Boy's Forestry Camps

(79.7%) involved Caucasians while a majority of the admissions to

”sfsMaryland Training School (67.5%),
- School (52 8%) 1nvolved Negroes.

3

Boys' Vlllage (61 2%) and Montrose




TABLE 30

COMLTMENTS 10 MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS & FORESIRY CAMPS .
'BY LENGTH (F STAY (BASED ON RELEASES) = FISCAL 1973

TABLE 31

DETENTION CENTER ADMISSIONS
BY INSTITUTION AND SEX
FISCAL 1968 ~ 1973

~Length of | Maryland S  Boys' Victor Forestry o
Stay 2Vonths) Training School |  Montrose Villege Cullen Camps Total
0l o 32 SRR B 10 183
2 2a B 5 B U -8 91
3 3 13 15 2t 16 88
4 2 16 5 % a2 15
S “ho 2 5 3 3 155
6 46 23 63 by w 213
7 40 8 37 =) % 166
8 A 16 3 % a 146
9 2% 22 30 % 30 136
10 19 i 16 BY) TR 89
1 15 5 10 B3 12 B
12 13 8 9 1 14 51
13 8 15 8 3 6 3
14 b 6 | 7 3 20
15 8 8 6 6 3 31
16 2 7 5 B 3 2
By 5 2 2 3 . »
18 oy 6 2 i 2 BT
 over 18 -2 9 9 ' B
Total 390 303 B8 o 70 1,698
Average 75 80 b9 6.0 B S 1l

Table 2 suggests that the length of stay in Naryland's Training Schools and F orestry Calps durmg fiscal 1973 shound :
* little variation between Institutions.. With an average of 7.1 lonths, the Iength of stay ranged fron a lov of 6.0 lontlm
for Victor Cunen to a high of 8.0 nonths for Montrosc. : : R L

Maryland T Jo S, Vaxter
-Children's Children's
fVear ‘ ~ Center Center - Total
1968 o |
- Male Admissions 741 1,493 2,23
Female Adnissions 26 803 1,069
969 i o
- Male Admissions 868 1,748 - '2,616
Fomale Admissions ~ 3 941 1,252
Total 1,179 2,689 3,868
970 ‘
Male Adnissions 861 2,112 2,973
Fenale Adnissions 332 1,1% 1,468
*Total 1,193 3,248 b, b1
.1971
Male Admssmns 933 ' 2,15k 3,087
" Female Admissions 330 V 1,235 . 1,565
Total 1,263 3,389 652
w2 | , |
Male Admissions 1,021 1,884 2,905
| Female Admissions 33 e 1,226
o Total L% oy 4131
1975 | | . :
Male Adnxssions 93 L1890 2,162
; ;.,Fenal_e Adlxs.»xons S35 8% o 1,161
~ Total L8 2,05 3,55
45




ot TABLE 32 | ,
' ADMISSIONS TO MARYLAND'S CHELDREN CENTERS BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE L E
AN coumv cr Aommr«; COURT = nscu 1973 e [ :

fP'aryland'Children's Center B Haxtar ‘Childran's Center ,, . Total

~ County of | County of - County -of County of County of | - County of
Residence Admitting Court} = Residence Admitting Court ‘Residence | Admitting Court
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~TABLE 3%
MARYI.AM)'S CHILDREN CENTER ADMISSIONS & TRAINING SCHOOL
, DEI’ENTIONS BY G’FENSE FISCAL 1975

" Moryland's Chi’ldreh Centers

' , Maryland L , o o

R e Maryland | _Waxter. | B SR Bova? cctor

. S ; 3 1 ; : raining . .- Bays' . Victor
Offense .~ . c"&ﬁ{:,' | chm $ Total School Montrose | Village - Cullen

| Ason 3 13 h 15
1 Assalt : 1w 97 238 188 . 20 | 13
| Auto Iheft-Unauthorued Use SR 58 IR 3 | C209 C128 0 116
' »Burglary-sroaking and Enterlng ER A LY e 15 322 . RS 227
larceny o35 ; ' : 69 26 82
Lo .20 15
28 ‘ 6. .6
15 10 5
& .37 ; 23
18 6 ‘ , 16
4 , 1 ‘ 6
9k - 19 C 20 107
19 18 - ' 19.
28 3 B : 18
) ) . v 13

oy 2
36

 Robbery .o S
| Disorderly Conduct S Ll 13
§ Sex(Offense . .. RN EE

© Vandalism' v 12
‘Narcotics Violation A
~Glue Sniffing and Other Inhalents U
‘Alcohiolic Beverage onlatmn ‘ L
-} Shoplifting : 7 : g1 - 30
| Purse Snziching R 18
_Firearms or Deadly Weapon Violation , 19
Rec/Poss .of Stolen Goods
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" False Fire Alara : ; :
- Other. - » ‘ o 2h
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L ek
' : ‘ ' ' ADMISSIONS 10 MARYLAND'S CHILDREN CENTERS
BY AGE AND RACE = FISCAL 1973

|
|
i N T . Maryland Children's Center | Waxter Children's Canter : ‘ - Total
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‘The servmes and facllmes of the Maryland State Department of
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