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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 blossoming 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 co~munity 

.in our efforts. And we are beginning to see, or will soon 
see, the fruits of our effods 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 begun 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· a return to the. Dark Ages and resign 
ourselves to the thought that troubled kids cannot be 
helped. No one in the Department will accept this as a 
truism! 

Unquestionably, the entire field of corrections, both 
on the juvenile atJd adult levels, is undergoing a difficult 
transitional period\.. Across the country, there has been 
a serious questioning of what we in the field of juvenile 
crime control and treatment are doing and how effective 
weare in doing whatever we do. With ~,ky-rocl{~ting costs 
of "rehabilitative" services and with no apparent diminu­
tion of delinquency rates, there has beerl a damor and 
demand for changes in the juvenile justice system. I think 
that as a group-as criminal justice administrators and 
practitioners, we can be proud of the fact that our voices 
have been among the loudest although the need for 
change has been well documented by numerous studies 
on both federalancl iState 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,~nd refocusing have resulted. To some, these 
changes may have seemed to be on the border of chaos, 
but I think that the Department is no,w .beginning to 
evolve an orderly, effective delivery"sYstem. 

I think that the Department's direction and objec­
tives are quite clear. I think that the methods of achieving 
these objectives are, and should he, subject to continuous 
scrutiny and revision as necessary. The past three years 
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has seen a rather significant effort made at establishing 
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 legisle.ture, 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 services 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 diversion. 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 mariner. There­
fore, one of our objectives must be to minimize the 
youngster's penetration into aU 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 hasic 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 
nei!d, however, to evaluate the effectiveness of such pro, 
grams and institute where necessary, additionalrehabilita­
tive services. 

Our "first line of defense" certainly rests with the 
provision of adequate numbers and adequately trained 
court services stat[, This staff plays a crucial role in ojJr 
ability to deliver meaningful services. With properly 
trained Intake staff, along with aU of the needed re­
~ources aD-d programswithil1 the community, we can play 
a lIla j or role in minimizing the penetratiOn of youngsters 
into the system. With the proper number of staff super­
vising youngsters with manageable, workable caseloads, 
we can truly he effective in WOrking, with children and 
their I families. I see this as. an immediate and absolute 
priority. I believe that the effect will be less children 
.removed from their homes for placement in eilhercolll-



munity residential programs or in institutional residential 
programs: 

We are aU aware that there is an anti-institutional 
trend running strong in this country. The emphasis is on 
getting people out of the institutions and developing pro­
gra~s which would limit and minimize the number being 
admitted to institutions. I feel, however, that iYlstitutions 
can be a vital and integral palt of a continuum of services 
[or the delinquent youngster. I do not foresee, at anytime 
within the near future, the closing of all the training 
schools. I 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 
beell able to better screen and diagnose youngsters and 
as we have been able to develop some alternatives to 
institutionlltiization, the training schools have no longer 
become the "dumping grounds" they once were. Popu­
lations 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 residence-a rather 
dramatic 33 per cent decrease in spite of steadily increas­
ing mfmbers of youngsters coming to our attention. In 
my opinion, although concrete plans have not been 
firialized, Maryland will have two training schools within 
the next two to three years, in addition to the operation 
of the forestry camps. 

I:f 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 implemented, and considerableimptovement has been . 
seen in the past couple of years. This improvement has 
been made in spite of extremely adverse circumstances 
SUcIl as financial constraints imposed; the state of un­
certainty among instit,utionaL staffs; and the aforemen­
tioned general questioning of the value of institutional 
programs. It is, indeed, a tribute to the dedication and 
conoern of these staffs that progress has been made even 
in the face of adversity. Effective programming must con­
tiriue and the necessary resources allotted for this purpose. 
We must insurethat all integral components of our sys­
tem are efIective. The entire system will only he as 
strong. a5 its weakest liJlk. 

One of the greatest needs of the Departm.ent is for 
the capahility for ongoing program planning and pro­
gram evaluation. We have. ilO accurate means of evaluat~ 
ingot,measuring our program effectiveness and because 
of .lhisdeficiency, .unneeded cQnfusion is .created among 
the genel'alpublic and'justific<ltions for our budgets be­
cOme more difficult. We Ileed to develop and build in 
evaluation compOllents for every aspect of our progrl,lm 

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
ority and the necessary staff and resources provided to 
accomp1ish 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, arid they are now under­
going a training program with a very capable consultant. 

The data contained on the following pages reveal that 
the Department's workload continues to increase at a rate 
of approximately 12 per cent each year. Certainly, the 
increase in staff has· not been commensurate, with the 
increase in total workload. Unless adequate staff 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 limitations and fiSCfil constraints, that Maryland 
ranks as having one of the nation's best youth services 
agencies. Nothing but praise and commendations can .be 
given to the overwhelming majority of staff within the 
system for their concern and dedication in making the 
system operate. 

I sense. an atmosphere of excitement' and commit­
ment to troubled children and children in trouble that 
never existedhefore. Certainly, a large segment of the 
community is aroused, concerned, and involved in our 
programs as .never before. Servic{,!s to children must be: 
come a State priority of the first magnitude: The challenge 
to all of us is clear. 

. ROBERT C. HILSON 

Director 
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Definition of Terms 

THE UNIT OF COUNTis a .case referral to the Depart­
ment of Juvenile Services. Such a case is counted 
each tim/:! a child is referred to the Department dur­

.i!1g the year on a new referral. 

MANNER OF HANDLING cases are classified adormal, 
informal, or disapproved or closed at intake. 

DISAPPROVED CASES are those referrals 
which are determined as lacking legal 
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 
period without need for subsequent follow 
up. 

INFORMAL ADJUSTMENT involves those re­
femils 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 juris­
diction through petition. 

FORMAL CASES are those cases in which a 
petition has been authorized and filed re­
quiring formal court action. 

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 
111unicipal ordinance by persons who have not 
reached their 13th birthday. 

CHILDREN IN NEED OF SUPERVISION (CINS) are 
those cases referred to the Department for guidance, 
treatment or rehahilitationfor heing habitually and 

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 
applicable only to. children . 

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 
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 custodian. 

NEGLECT CASES are those cases involving a 
child- who requires the aid of the court and 
either has been abandoned or deserted by 
his parents, guardian or other custodian; 
whose parent, guardian or other custodian 
does not adequately care for him although 
financially able, or offered the financial 
means to do so; or who suffers oris 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 custodian. 

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS includes guardian­
ship or' custody eases 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. 
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Juvenile Institutions 
111,330,290 

56.5% 

FIGURE I 

OEPARTMENfCfJUVENIlE SERVICES 

FISCAL 1973 BUDGET 

Juvenile Court Services 
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Jotal 
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Juvenile 

I nsti tutions 

$ 7,261.782 

S 1,~4,951 

S 8,539,963 

$10,222,861 

111,364,651 

111,330,290 

TABLE 1:- STATEfiEPARntEItT OF JUVElillE SERVICES 

SUMMARY OF BUDGET EXPENDITURES 

BY MAJOR PROGRAM 

fISCAL 1968 - 1913 

Juyenile COIUIUni ty and 

Court Services Residential Service 

$ 2,187,060 

a 2,130,139 , 380,242 

i 2,686,603 , 651,6'.9 

S 3,755,940 i 1,439,488 

S 4,793,753 $2,315,750 

i ",916,722 , 3,015,350 
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Administration 

Headquarters lotal 

S 456,82~ J 9,905,666 

I , ~58,211 Slo,313,5~9 

a 5~1,871 '12,420,092 

S 598,619 lU6, 016, 908 

S 8(1),298 S19, 279,452 

S 740,626 120,062,988 

-_. - -

-----------------~ 

---.~-"-----.--. --'. -~~------,--~-~,--'"------'-



HIGHLIGHTS OF 

JUVENILE COURT SERVICES 

Juvenile Court Trends 

The II umber of cases disposed of by the Department 
of Juvenile Services Statewide has steadily increased 
fro~ the 19,782 cases disposed of during fisca11968 to 
the 41,949 cases disposed of during fiscal 1973, an in­
crease of 112_1%_ puring 1973, there were actually 
IJ.5,571 cases referred to the Department, 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 formally during fiscal 1973 has only in­
creased 4 .. 8% over fiscal 1972, the number of cases that 
were handled informally or disapproved/closed at intake 
has increased 20.3%. During fiscal 1973, formal cases 
accounted for 45.8% of the total number of cases. 

Juvenile 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 
for Baltimore City. Looking only at the cases that in­
volved delinquent offenses, however, the rate was 30 eases 
per 1,000 juveniles. 

Disposition 

Of the 111,949 cases that were 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 115.8% were handled 
formally. Of those case~ that were handled formally, 
35.3% Were "withdrawn," "dismissed" or "warned, ad­
justed or counselled," 7.4% were "continued without 
finding" or "Stet," 29.3% were placed on "probation," 
"protective supervision" or "probation without verdict," 
10.7% had "custody awarded" or were "committed to the 
Department of Social Services," 6.8% were "committed 
to the State training schools," 3.1% had "jurisdiction 
waived" and 7.llJ"c, were disposed of in other ways. 

Sex 

The'sex ratio of cases disposed of by the Depart­
ment of Juvenile Services during fiscal 1973 was three 
males to every female. Of the cases that were handled 
formally, however, the ratio was four males to every 
female. For informal cases, the ratio was two and a half 
male,s to every female and for disapproved or closed at 
intake cases, the ratio was three males to every female. 

Race 

Of the total number of cases disposed of by the 
Depattment of J uvcnile Services during fiscal 1973, 
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53.3% .involved Caucasians, 44.9% involved 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 forma1ly,26.7% were 
handled informally and 30.0% were disapproved or 
closed· at intake. Of the 18,141 cases involving Negroes, 
52.2% were handled formally, 12.9% were handled 
informally and 34 .. 9% were disapproved or closed at 
intake. 

Source of Referral 

A majority of the cases that were disposed of by the 
Department of Juvenile Services during fiscal 1973 were 
referred by the police (68.4%). This was followed by 
parent ~r relative referrals with 10.4% and citizen re­
Jerrals with 7.0%. This is consistent with previous 
experience. 

Age of Juvenile 

Of the total number 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 
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. 

Major Reason for Referral 

A majority of the cases that were disposed of by the 
Department of Juvenile Servic:es 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 
largest single offense category was "assault" with 16.7% 
of the cases, followed by "burglary /breakiHg and enter­
ing" with 13.3% of the cases and "larceny" with 10.4%. 
Of the cases disposed of by the Department that involved 
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 offenses, however, were handled 
formally (86.9%), 3.6% Were handled informally and 
9.5% were disapproved or closed at intake. Most of these 
non-delinquent cases· involved very young children who 
were the victims of neglect and/ o~ dependency thus re­
quiring Court intervention.· 
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Year 
0 

1968 

1969 

1970 
, 

1971 

1972 

1973 

TABLE 2 
SlMIARY (J JUVENILE PROBA lION & COURT SERVICE EXPENDITURES 

AND SERVICES RENDERED 
FISCAL 1968 - 1973 

Probation, Probation 
Wi thout Verdict , 

Badget JuvenU. Protectiv. Supervision 
Expenditures Di.os1 tions· Cases 

, 2,187,060 19,782 4,274 

I 2,130,139 25,270 5,080 

S 2,686,603 26,236 4,671 
.' 

S 3,755,940 32,703 5,226 

, 4,793,753 37,242 6,019 

• 4,916,722 . 41,949 5,638 

;;:.~, . ...::. 

• Includes rorMal, Infor181, Change in Disposition andOisapprovect'C10sed atJntaki Cases 
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Mtercari 
Cases 

1,518 

1,835 

1,911 

1,920 

1,888 

1,800 
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TABLE} 
TOTAL JUVENILE COURT. DISPOSITIONS 

fORMAL, INfORMAL, CHANGE IN DISPOSITION & DISAPPROVED/CLOSED AT INTAKE 
1968 - 1973 fISCAL YEARS 

1968· 1969 1910 1971 1912 1973 

~ 
~. 

~ 
CI:l 

It % It 
. 

Region 1. Dorcht$br 168 .8 110 
SCllierset 98 .5 103 
Wieo.ieo 209 1.0 321 
Worc.ster 287 1.5 307 

Region 2. Caroline 63 .3 128 
CecH' 245 1.2 371 
Kent l1" .6 116 
Oueen Anne's 91 .5 117 
Talbot . 114 .6 63 

Region 3. Ba1tilOre 1,939 9.8 2,929 
Harford \43 2.2 627 

Region 4. Allegany 55l 2.8 3't6 
Garrett 94 .• 5 89 
Wa$hlngton' 833 4.2 U6 

Region 5. Anne Arundel 931 4.1 1,261 
Carron 130 .7 163 
Hovilrd 226 1.1 546 

Region 6. frederick 367 1.9 Wt 
Montgo.ery 2,091 10.6 2,72; 

Region 7. Calvert \7 .2 129 
Charles- .. li5 .6 162 
Prince George's 3,268 16.5 5,101 
St. Mary's 75 .It 218 

., 
'. 

Region 8. Balti.ore Ci ty 7,281 36.8 8,509 

STATE 19,782. 100.0 25,270 

• Includes adult cas.s 

. __ .. _ .. -.. -.--.... --~ .. ~--; ....... <-------

1968 • 
II % II 

<eglon 1. Dorchester 120 .8 lit" 
SGMrset' 63 .It 55 
WiCECO IlS .8 223 
Worcester 98 .6 88 

legion 2. Caroline 58 .It 96 
Cecn 120 .7 120 
lent 106 .7 100 
OultnAnne's 90 .6 117 
Talbot 9't .6 52 

legion .'.8a1tl.or. 1,887 11.8 1,881 
Harford 436 2.7 \86 

legion 4. Allegany It88 3.0 309 
Garr.tt 92 .6. 86 

. Washington 7"" It.6 383 

legion 5. Anne Arundel 631 3.9 906 
Carroll 128 .8 163 
Howard 181 I.! 320 

Region 6. 'recierlck It3 .3 63 
Montgo.ery 1,262 7.9 1,475 

legion 7.~lyert 1t5 .3 106 
Charles 115 .7 n5 
Prince Gforge's 3,228 ZO.l 3,540 
St. Mary's 69 .It 215 

'. 

legion 8. BaltilOf' City 5,812 36.2 6,715 

SlATE 16,043 100.0 17,788 
i 

• Includes adult cases 

'f, It % If 

.7 119 .5 209 

.It 9't .It 120 
1.3 ~~2 .9 233 
1.2 17 2.0 818 

.5 83 .3 123 
1.5 267 1.0 428 
.It 138 .~i 128 
.4 118 .4 245 
.2 115 .It 181 

11.6 3,080 11.7 3,521 
2.5 695 2.6 916 

1.4 327 1.2 422 
.4 36 .1 120 

1.6 559 2.1 511 

5.0 1,559 6.0 2,618 
.6 223 .9 372 

2.2 486 1.9 301 

1.4 \41 1.7 362 
10.8 2,590 .9.9 2,950 

.5 134 .5 191 

.6 324 1.2 381 
20.2 5,550 21.2 5,977 

.9 148 .• 6 192 

33.7 8,391 32.0 11,384 

100.0 26,236 100.0 32,70} 

1969 

, 

TASLE It 
rORMAl JUVEIIlL£ COURT DISPOSITIONS 

1968 - 1973 FISCAL YEARS 

1910 
'f, .. 'f, H 

.8 93 .6 101 ., 1t9 • 3 14 
1.2 158 1.0 158 
.5 100 .6 102 

~5 1t5 .3 61 
.7 86 ~6 160 
.6 99 .6 77 
.7 115 .1 118 
.3 41 .3 81 

10.6 1,564 9.8 1,362 
2.7 359 2.3 3'tO 

1.7 309 2.0 398 
.5 31 .2 91 

2.2 It98 3.1 It91 

5.1 665 4.2 1,164 
.9 102 .6 126 

1.8 268 1.7 181 

.4 135 .8 120 
8.3 1,417 8.9 1,218 

.6 It9 .3 56 

.8 98 .6 109 
19.9 3,129 19.1 2,800 
1.2 96 .6 87 

37.7 6,395 40.2 5,892 

% 

.6 

.4 

:~ 2.' 

.It 
1.3 
.4 
.7 
.5 

10.8 
2.8 

1.3 
.It 

1.6 

8.0 
1.1 
.9 

1.1 
9.0 

.6 
1..2 

18.3 
.6 

3't.8 

100.0 

1971 
% 

.6 

.5 
1.0 
.1 

.It 
1.0 
.5 

1.1 
.6 

8.8 
2.2 

2.6 
.6 

3.2 

7.5 
.8 

1.2 

.8 
1.9 

.4 

.7 
18.1 

.6 

38.2 

100.0 15,901 100.0 15,\33 l00~O 

It 'f, It 'f, 

199 .5 308 .7 
118 .3 1lt8 .4 
~f l:~ ,~ ,·f 
129 .3 108 .2 
413 1.3 533 1.3 
139 .4 151 .4 
163 .4 163 .4 
144 .4 175 .4 

3,709 10.0 \,373 10.\ 
1,(1)8 2.8 9O't. 2.2 

380 1.0 \6ft 1.1 
110 .3 }~ 1~3 471 1.~ 7 0 1-8 

2,lt08 6.5 2,815 6.1 
231 .6 330 .8 
416 1.1 468 1.1 

450 1.2 567 1.4 
3,677 9.8 3,031 7.2 

213 .6 2lt8 .6 
582 1.6 531 1.3 

6,823 18.3 6,717 16.0 
281 .8 379 .• 9 

14,076 37.8 17,703 "2.2 

37,242 100.0 . 4!.~9 100.0 

---,..---_._ .. - .. -- - .. ~--. 

1912 1973 
II % .. 'f, 

86 .5 no .7 
57 .3 81 ... 

201 1.1 2H I.' 12" .7 108 .6· 

64 .3 52 .3 
11t1 .8 148 .8 
63 .3 87 .4 

106 .6 113 .6 
73 .4 61 .3 

1,661 9.0 1,513 1.9 
347 1.9 313 1.6 

3't6 1.9 333 1~7 
77 ." 70 .,. 

1t19 2.3 513 2.7 

999 5.4 . 1,049 5.4 
12\ .7 107 .5 
237 1.3 205 1.1 

150 .8 131 .7 
1,485 8.1 1,212 6.3 

85 .5 72 ." 173 .9 119 .6 
3,002 16.\ 2,867 11t.9 

107 .6 148 .8 

8,213 44.8 9,529 49 •. 6 

18,340 100.0 19,214 100.0 

PerCent 
Change 
72-7~ 

+ 5\.8 i 
+ 25.4 i 

! Ii~t I 

I 
-16.3 ! 

+ 10.4 I 

+ 8.6 
N/C i 

+ 21.5 I 

I 

+ 17.9 I 
- l't.6 ! 

+ 22.1 I 
!~~:~ 
+ 16.9 
+42.9 
+ 12.5 

+ 26.0 
~ 17.6 

+16.\ 
- 8.8 
- 1.6 
+ 34.9 

+ 25.8 

+ 12.6 

Per Cent 
Change 
7z-13 

+ 62.8 
+ "2.1 
+ 20.9 
-12.9 . 

- 18.8 
+ 5.0 
+ 38.1 
+ 6.6 
-16.4 

- 8.9 
- 9.8 

- }.8 
- 9.1 
+ 22.4 

+ 5.0 
-13.7 
-13.5 

- 12.7 
- 18.\ 

-15.3 
- 31.2 
- 4.5 

.' +38.3 

+16.0 

+ ".8 

~_II 001 _ w~, .. · ",.~.",.~, _____________ ..... ~ __ "_~_""'_-_______ ~-________________________________________ " __ -'-___ -" ____ _ 



I-' 
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1968· 1969 
H % II 

Region 1. Dorchester lt1 1.3 23 
S .. erset 35 1.1 4a 

. Wiccillico 74 2.3 93 
Worcester 187 5.9 214 

Region 2. Caroline 31 
Cecil 124 3.9 247 
Kent 8 .2 16 -
Oueen Anne' 5 1 .0 

, talbot 11 

Region 3. BaltUlore 1 .0 1,016 
Harford 139 

Region It. Allegany 65 2.0 36. 
~rrett 1 .0 
Washington 89 2.8 33 

Region 5. Anne Arundel 121 3.8 143 
Carroll 

. 

1 .0 
Howard 

Region 6. Frederick 324 10.1 291 
~ntgowy 791 24.1 1,184 

Region 7. Calvert 2 .1 23 
< • Charles 16 

Prince,' George's 1 .0 1,513 
St .. Mary's 3 .2 3 

Region 8. Ba1.tl.ore City 1,332 41.6 1,536 

SIAl[ 3,201 100.0 6,616 
-----

• Includes adult cases 

TARLE 5 

INFORMAL JUVENILE COURT DISPOSITIOnS 
1968 - 1973 fISCAL YEARS 

1970. 1971 
% /I % " 
.3 20 .2 103 
.7 45 .5 43 

1.4 83 1.0 70 
3.Z 318 4.4 101 

.5 13 .2 56 
3.7 181 l.l 248 
.2 8 .1 14 

66 
.2 14 .2 65 

15.4 1,308 15.2 1,558 
2.1 272 3.2 510 

.6· 11 .2 17 
4 I .0 2 

.5 55 .6 20 

2.2 102 8.1 1,189 
44 .5 28 
46 .5 81 

4.5 183 2.1 67 
17.9 1,16'. 13.5 1,378 

.3 85 1.0 134 

.2 226 2.6 244 
22.9 2.385 27.6 2,983 

.0 21 .2 102 

23.2 1,378 16.0 2,623 

100.0 8,632 100.0 12,302 

1972 
% N % 

.8 73 .'1 

.4 39 .4 

.6 71 .7 
5~7 281 2.7 

.5 35 .3 
2.0 166 1.6 
.1 55 .5 
.5 48 .5 
.5 41 .4 

12.7 1,614 15.6 
4.2 653 6.3 

.1 21 .3 

.0 29 .3 

.2 13 .1 

.9.7 1,038 10.0 
.2 22 .2 
.7 93 .9 

.5 I III 1.1 
11.2 1,961 19.0 

1.1 114 1.1 
2,0 262 2.5 

24.2 2,115 21.0 
.8 148 1.4 

21.3 '. 1,284 12.4 

100.0 10.353 100.0 

------- ~,"---~-----, ----.....---,- ~ .•. ~,-~-~'-'......,.,--.---""'''-, 

II 

Region i. Dorchester 
SOIIIerSet 
Wicomico 
Worcester 33 

Region 2. Caroline 24 
Cecil 

. Kent 31 
/Jueen Anne's 3 
Talbot 60 

Region 3. Baltimore 108 
Harford 63 

Region 4. Alleqany 
Garrett 1 
Washington 4 

Region 5. Anne Arundel 27 
Carroll 77 
Howard 1 

Region 6. Frederick 123 
Montgomery 

Regio~ 7. Calvert 
Charles 
Prince George's 21 
St. t-tlry's 31 

Region 8. 881tiMore City 607 

STATE 1,214 

TABLE6 

JUVENILE DISPOSITIONS DISAPPROVED OR CLOSED AT INTAKE 
fISCAL YEARS 1970 - 1973 

1970 1971 1972 
% Ii % N 

2 .1 40 
22 
16 

2.1 15 .3 289 

2.0 3 .1 30 
13 .3 176 

2.6 37 .8 21 
.3 1 .0 9 

4.9 27 .6 30 

8.9 492 11.0 434 
5.2 63 1.4 58 

7 
.1 20 .5 ,. 
.3 39 

2.2 68 1.5 371 
6.3 218 4.9 85 
.1 9 .2 86 

10.1 172 3.9 189 
354 7.9 231 

. 
14 

28 .6 H7 
1.7 194 4.4 1,646 
2.6 3 .1 . 26 

50.0 2,740 61.4 4,579 

100.0 4,459 100.0 8,549 
-- -- -----

- --------

1973 
% N 

.5 101 

.3 58 

.2 89 
3.~ 502 

.3 40 
2.1 330 
.2 41 
.1 9 
.3 82 

5.1 1,079 
.7 102 

.1 79 

.0 15 

.5 191 

4.3 1,550 
1.0 189 
1.0 261 

2.2 338 
2.7 526 

.2 3 
1.7 334 

19.2 1,607 
.3 55 

53.6 6,796 

100.0 14,377 

1973 P. Cent 
Change 

" % n~73 

67 .8 - 8.2 
9 .1 -76.9 ' 
6 .1 - 91.6 , 

I , 

16 .2 
I 

- 54.3 .1 

55 .7 - 66.9 , 
23 ~3 .. 58.2 ' 
41 .5 -14.6 
32 .4 - 22.0 I 

I 
I 

1,781 21.3 + 10.3 I 
489 5.8 - 25.1 i 

.6 
i 

52 + 92.6 I 

50 .6 + 72.4 I 
46 .5 -+253.8 i 

. I 216 2.6 - 19.2 
34 .4 +54.5 I 

2 .0 - 97~9 

98 1.2 -11.7 I 
1,293 15.5 - 3't.l I 

I 

173 2.1 
. I 

+ 51.8 j 

18 .9 - 70.2 I 

2,243 26.8 + 3.1 , 
116 2.1 + 18.9 I 

1,318 16.5 + 7.3 

8,358 100.0 I -19.3 

% 
Par Cent 
lii~~~~k 

.7 + 152.5 

.4 + 163.6 

.6 + 456.3 
3.5 + 73.1 

I 
.3 

: ~~:~ I 2.3 
.3 + 95.2 i 

.1 HIC 
.6 + 173.3 I 

i 
I 

I 
I 

7.5 + Jlr8.6 I 
.7 + 75.9 J 

.5 +1028.6 

.1 + 275.0 
1.3 + .389.7 

10 .. 8 + 317.8 
1.3 + 122.1t 
1.8 + 203.5 

2.3 + 78.8 
3.7 + 127.7 

.0 - 18.6 
2.3 + 127,,2 

11.2 - 2.4 
.4 + 111.5 

47.3 + 48.4 

100.0 f+- 68.2 



,.... 
0\ 

REGION 1. DORCHESTER 
. SMRSH 

WICOOCO 
WIXlCESTER"· 

~ .. 
REGJ,ON 2. CAROl! fI£ 

CECn 
KENT 
.QUEEII ANNE'S· 
TALBOT 

REGION 3. BALTIMORE 
HARfORD 

REGION 4. ALLEGANY 
. . GARRETT 

WASHINGTON 

REGION.5. ANNE ARUNDEL 
CARROLL 
HOORD 

REGI ON 6. fREDERICK 
MONTG<KRY 

R£GION7. 'CALVERT 
CHARLES 
PRI NCE GEORGE'S 
ST. MARY'S 

REGION 8. BALTIMIRE CI TY 

STATE 

TABLE 7 

TOTAL (lHNSE CASE RATE AND TOTAL DELINQUENT CASE RATE 

PER 1,000 JUVENILES BY COUNTY Ali) REGION - fISCAL 1973 

Population rota1 Cases Total· Offense 
Estillate Referred to the Case Rate 

5 through 17 Deparulent of Per 1,000 
Years Juvenile Services Juveniles 

July 1, 1972-

6,910 308 45 
4,540. 148 33 

13,990 338 24 
6,410 610 95 . 
5,360 108 20 

14,640 533 36 
4,OBO 151 37 
4,970 163 33 
5,690 175 31 

158,120 4.373 28 
34,820 90lt 26 

19,300 46't 24 
6,200 135 22 

25,820 750 29 

85.880 2,815 33 
18,600 330 18 
21,610 "68 22 

23.340 567 24 
146,500 3,031 21 

6,800 248 37 
17,200 531 31 

179,330 6,711 38 
13.790 379 Z8 

216,550 11.703 82 

1.040,450 "1,9't9 40 
-, - - ---- --- -~~, L-_________ 

,:~-,,".~.:.-..~:~.~ --.. :~ 

Total Delinquent 
Cases Referred to 
the Departllentof 
Juvenile. Services·· 

248 
83 

217 
406 

65 
425 
81 
61 

130 

3,264 
683 

264 
74 

376 

957 
208 
379 

455 
2,102 

178 
351 

5,376 
257 

14,184 

30,824 

, ;PopuIation data supplhd by the Maryland Center fot HealthStatisUcs . 

Delinquent Case 
Rate Per 

1,000 Juveniles 

36 
18 
16 
63 

12 
29 
20 
12 
23 

21 
20 

i" 
12 
15 

I 

11 . 
11 
18 I 

20 
I 

14 I 

, 

26 
20 
30 
19 

66 I 
, 

30 
I 
I 

.. This table does not include the total rtUIIber of disapproved/c1osedat intake delinquency cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this infor.aUon could not 

,.... 
-J 

be proc:essedfor fiscal 1973 . 
... The high case rates for Worcester County are due priurily to the su.er influx of visitors to Ocean City 

,~-~---"-,~-,--- ,---~ .. ,-."-

Petition Case. 
Withdrawn, .... ris- Continued 
Dismissed diction or 
or Warned Waived Stet 

REGIO" 1. OIlCKESTER 13 28 6 
SMRSEJ 8 2Q 5 
WICMCO 26 35 4 

. -. DCESTER 19 20 3 

REGION 1.CAROU NE 10 4 4 
CECIL 22 9 1 
KENT 9 4 1 
OUEEN ANNE'S 18 2 
TALBOT 16 4 1 

REGION 3. BAUI~E 172 65 158 
IfARrORD 31 2 10 

REGION It • ALLEGANY 50 1 25 
GARRETi 9 4 1 
WASHINGTON 90 31 17 

REGION 5. ANNE ARUfII)EL ZlO 13 287 
CARROLL 12 2 3 
HI1tIARD 86 4 6 

REGl ON 6. fREDERICK 23 8 1 
MOHTGlKRY 321 7 32 

REGIOK. 7. CALVERT 22 3 
.CHARLES 21 23 
PRINCE GE~GE'S 474 20 822, 
ST. WIRY'S 43 3 4 

REGIOII a.BALTIMORE ClTY 5,OB3 313 7 

STATE 6,788 602 1,421 

TABLE 8 

DISPOSITION BY COUNTY & REGION 

fISCAL 1913 

formal 
Cust~ COIIII!Iitte( Awrdeal 
Co.. to to Probation 

DT.t. $ecial Training Probation WIO 
ervices School Verdict 

22 27 31 
20 1 17 
68 13 76 
26 2 27 2 

23 2 3 
24 15 "2 1 
20 6 20 
12 .3 9 
5 3 13 

zlt9 174 1t29 129 
71 14 U4 8 

41) 12 71 42 
15 10 21 4 
71 62 93 22 

121t 21 17~ 
19 3 50 
19 8 47 

21 12 39 
131 57 322 66 

13 11 23 
10 8 39 

343 132 608 
20 8 63 

674 698 1,866 

2,046 1,302 4,191 274 
-- --

Protective 
Supervision 

2 
8 
4 
2 

3 
16 
11 
1 
5 

36 
16 

18 

35 

133 
8 

10 

19 
10 

10 
160 

4 

656 

1,167 

. -.----~---..-.,--

COIIIIi tted 
to Dept. Inforaaal 
Juvenile Other 
Services 

2 9 61 
2 9 

17 6 
2 5 

3 16 
3 15 55 
2 14 23 

6B 41 
14 32 

43 58 1,781 
9 32 489 

10 64 • 52 
6 50 

7 85 46 

17 70 216 
1 3 34 

16 9. 2 

8 98 
36 230 1,293 

173 
2 6 78 

120 188 2,243 
2 1 176 

115 117 1,378 

393 1,024 8,358 
--

~~-............. ; &. ~~ ..... ;;:;;0;;;: ... _. '~E~iB5_5i'21~5'Y"''';;:''''~~~-;:;_~li':''''';::,?2''''~5i.~,".-i::':::!'':::"'c;;;:!<':2'";;:,''''''.';::' "'.,r."~",.~::'","'",'''",'''='' Z::·"::";:;"~'"'"S;:"""~:;;:;"""";;;:;;;;;;';;;;:;;"';;;;;;;;;';;;;;';iiOiO"iiiiii __ iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii ___ 1Iiiio 

~isapprove 
or 

Closed 
at Total 

Intake 

101 308 
58 148 
89 338 

502 610 

40 108 
330 533 

41 151 
9 163 

82 175 

I 

1,079 1t,373 
102 904 I 

-, 
79 464 
15 135 

191 750 

1,550 2,815 
189 330 
261 468 

338 561 
526 3,031 

3· 2"8 
334 531 

1,607 6,711 
55 379 

6,796 17,703 

1",311 1tl,9It9 



" 

TABLE 9 

TYPE OF OffENSE BY COUNTY AND REGION 

flSCAL 1973· 

. Formal 

No,.... 

Informal 

';.':-- .... '-:::~'''';~~' ,-.~.; 

--c'-- _0' 

Disapproved/Closed at Intake 

floo- N.oll-
Delinquent tINS Delinquent Delinquent CINS Delinquent Oelinquent CIN5 Delinquent 

...... 
'co 

, 

REGION 1. DORCHESTER 
SM:RSET 
WlCOOCO 
WORCESTER 

.. 
REGI ON 2. CAROU HE 

C(Cll 
KENT 
QUEEN ANNE'S 
TALBOT 

·REGION 3.BAlTlMORE 
HARFORD 

REGION ~. ALLEGANY 
GARRETT 
WASHINGTON 

REGION 5., ANNE ARUNOEL 
CARROll 
.HOWARD 

. REGION 6. FREOERICK 
MONTGOMERV 

REGION 7. CALVERT 
CHARLES 
PRINCE GEORGE'S 
ST.~RYIS 

REGION a.SAl TIMORE CITY 

STATE 
-- --

102 
41 

146 
77 

21 
93 
41 
29 
46 

993 
175 

.-
164 
47 

250 

697 
62 

140 
. 

74 
968 

54 
72 

2,078 
114 

7,609 

14,093 
-

16 22 
3 37 

14 83 
13 18 

10 21 
29 26 
20 26 
7 ?7 
9 6 

297 223 
I 64 74 

-~~. ~~.~,-= 

54 115 
7 16 

158 105 

245 107 
15 30 
37 28 

35 22 
90 154 

6 12 
27 20 

425 364 
15 19 

1,126 794 

2,722 2,399 
~----. 

61 4 2 85 16 
6. 3 36 22 
5 1 66 23 

329 171 

9 7 35 5 
43 12 289 40 
11 12 29 12 
25 16 7 2 
26 6 58 24 

1 385 335 61 886 176 
'414 ?3 2 94 8 

6=O\; •• ~.,.-,..,...,.o.a::J.""YI ~~.~-~ 

40 11 1 60 15 
24 21 5 3 6 
31 8 7 95 78 

129 84 3 131 17 
17 17 129 56 
1 1 238 23 

69 29 312 25 
699 591 3 435 91 

123 50 1 2 
51 27 228 100 

1,838 398 7 1,460 143 
111 .62 3 32 21 

1,033 341 ,. 5,542 19058 

6,151 2,109 98 10,580 2,134 

• This tablp. does not include the total number of di~approved/closed at intake cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this information 
could not be processed for fiscal 1973. 

--~---......,.---.--, ... ~ ""~""""'--"-~""""""~-"""-""-~ "-~-.~. --,...,.....-" ..... .,...,.. ...... --.,.~ ........ ,...-.------.-- ---_.,,-*""'-' --........ ~,~ 

..... 
\0 

R~GIO" 1 •. DORCHESTER 
SOfI(.SEt 
WIC~CO 
WORCESTER 

REGION 2. CAROLI Nt_ 
CECIL 
KEIIT 
OUEEN AlIlIEfS 
TALBor 

REGION,. BALTIMORE 
HARfORD 

REGIO" ft. ALLEGANY 
GAlRETl 
"'Sill IIGTOII 

REG! ON 5. AflNE ARUII)EL 
CARROll 
Ha.RD 

1_. REGIOII 6. FREDERICK 
MOIITGMRY 

REGIOII 7. CALVERT 
CHARLES· 
PRI lICE GEORGE'S 
ST. MARY'S 

REG! 011 8. BALTIMORE CI TY 

STATE 

"ele 

109 
59 

169 
81 

29 
109 

63 
70 
50 

1,184 
219 

-. 

228 
53 

364 

860 
80 

170 

101 
1,021 

6It 
88 

2,241 
10lt 

7,806 

15,328 

TABLE 10 
*"N£R If HAIIOUIIG CASES BY COUIITY, REGIOII AIID SEX 

FISCAL 1973 

ronal Infor.al 

r.ale Male fillale 

31 59 8 
22 7 2 
74 6 
21 

23 12 lr 
39 42 13 
24 16 7 
43 30 11 
11 26 6-

329 1,349 ~]t: 
94 383 106 

105 44 8 
11 41 9 

149 22 24 

189 149 67 
27 11 17 
35 1 1 

JO 70 28 
191 878 ~15 

8 136 37 
31 53 25 

626 1,591 652 

"". 116 60 

1,723 942 '436 

3,886 5,990 2,368 
---~ .. - _ .. __ . ----

'~;;~;.':;"':~~j'-?" --t·~""7"'J ~~ ... ~~;:4;::;00 __ =__ .. ,., __ , ....... M:. ......... ",.....~.~"..,...,.,...>, ........ ">I._..-.. "'_, "", •. ,.""""~"'''''''' ~_ .• ·'''''-'C-

Disapproved/Closed at Intake 

Male fetale 

76 25 
43 15 
66 23 

344 158 

31 9 
259 11 

31 10 
6 3 

61 21 

860 219 
80 22 

63 16 
12 3 

III 80 

1,206 344 
.lIt" 45 
174 87 

271 67 
405 121 

3 
210 124 

1,203 ftOlt 
36 19 

5,038 1,~ 

10,130 ~,6It7 

2 

1 

17 

It 

I 
6 

l~ 

2 1 

4 , 

1 

, 
0 
4 
2 

196 

263 

i 

i 

1 

I 
I , 

'"-'-~«:-- .... ~ 

.~ 
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TABLE 11 

MANNER (J HANOUNG CASES BY COUNTY, REGION AND RACE - fISCAL 1973* 

formal Informal Disapproved 

Inforllation I nfor.atio, " Infor.tion . 
Mot Recorded 1I0t Record~ IIotRecorded i 

I Caucasian Negro or Other Caucasian Negro or Other Caucasian Negro or Other 

REGION 1. DORCHESTER 46 9~ 1 45 22 60 41 
SMRSn 43 38 8 1 38 19 1 
WIC()1lCO 129 110 4 6 61 27 1 
wORCESTER 80 28 ~54 46 2 

. . 

. REGION 2. CAROUHE 24 28 9 7 31 9 
CECIL 135 10 3 49 4 2 282 22 26 
KENT 51 36 14 9 24 11 
QUEEN MINE'S 56 53 4 16 24 1 6 3 
TALSOT 34 27 21 11 : 59 23 

REGION 3. BALTIMORE 1,344 165 4 1,593 178 10 924 144 11 
. HARfORD 264 24 25 420 66 3 97 10 

.. 

REGION 4. ALLEGANY 309 24 52 76 3 
GARRETT 70 

27 L ~~ , In lh "J .. WASHINGTON 484 

··REGI ON 5. ANNE ARUNDEL 819 196 34 32 8 1 113 27 '10 
CARROLL 100 7 ~4 172 14 3 
HOWARD 136 69 1 1 216 42 3 

REGION 6. fREDERICK . 103 28 80 17 1 250 87 1 
MONTGiURY 1,027 165 20 1,134 152 7 425 98 3 

REGI.ON 7. CALVERT 46 26 133 40 3 
CHARLES 84 31 4 59 18 1 216 114 4 
PRI NCE GEORG£' S 1,634 1,177 56 1,1199 711 ~3 911 613 23 
ST. ~l<\RyIS 106 29 13 140 .. 30 6 41 6 8 

REGION 8. BAlTIMo/E CITY 2,200 7,069 260 314 1,043 21 1,747 4,955 9't 
. 

STATE 9,324 9,460 430 5,752 2,345 86 6,449 6,336 192 
- --- ---- -- ----

• This table does not include the total number of informal and disapproved/closed at. intake Cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this 
information could not be processed for fiscal 1973. 

_._"' __ -r' • "' ... '"._-_. _~ _."",,,,,, •• " __ •• _~ __ • __ .~, __ ~,,,, __ ...,....--_.__ .,._.~_,..~ __ ~. __ , __ 

.. 

Police 

REGION 1. OORCHESTER 2"6 
SIJ.1ERSEJ 79 
WlCOOCO 220 
WORCESTER 552 

REGION 2. CAROUNE 41 
CECIL 383 
KENT 55 
QUEEHAHN£lS 33 
TALBOT 124 

REGION 3~BALTIMO~E 3,769 
HARFORD 686 

REGION 4" AllEGANY 175 
GARRETT 40 
WASHINGTON 363 

REGION 5. ANNE ARUNDEl 805 
CARROll 203 
HOWARD 281 

REG! ON 6. FREDERICK 422 
MONTGIHRY 2,766 

REGION 7. CALVERT 184 
CHARLES 404 
PRI NCE GE~GE'S 3,556 
ST. NARY'S 272 

REGION 8. BAlTIMORE CUY 11,~ 

STATE 27,613 

TABLE 12 

TOTAL CASES DISPO~D (f BY THE DEPARTMENT If JUVENI LE SERVICES 

BY COUNTY, REGION AND SOURCE If REfERRAL - n.$GA~ 1973 
fORMAl, INfOR~~L AND DISAPPROVED/CLOSED AT INTAKE CASES • 

Source of Referral 

Dept. Dept. of Other 
of Parent/ Social Socia.! Court/ 

Education Relative Services Agency Probation 

13 11 21 1 
6 22 34 1 
7 39 58 3 
6 22 17 1 

12 10 26 
23 25 30 
38 16 22 2 
12 64 24 
16- 13 4 

176 13 168 9 215 
60 75 61 4 10 

31 l3'1 51 3 31 
7 44 18 4 

43 113 54 8 48 

88 151 130 6 24 
21 40 34 1 
9 57 15 1 

41 38 21 6 
8 163 76 1 8 

33 13 14 
23 58 5 7 13 

207 661 260 19 50 
12 37 20 1 6 

497 2,388 613 5! 24 

1,395 4,210 1,788 112 452 
-- ---.----

Other Citizen Special 
Police 

3 13 
6 

2 8 1 
6 

14 5 
12 48 12 
9 9 
5 24 1 

15 3 
.. 

21 2 
1 1 

1 21 8 
22 

7 103 11 

32 3 1 
3 22 
4 43 ' . .58 

2 24 13 
9 

4 
1 2 18 

50 906 1,008 
8 13 10 

40 1.516 620 

228 2.812 1.7611 

Total 

308 
148 
338 
610 

108 
533 
151 
163 
175 

4,373 
904 

464 
135 
750 

1,240 
330 
468 

567 
3,031 

248 
531 

6,n7 
379 

17,703 

4O.31~ 

• This table does not include the total number of informal or disapproved/closed at intake cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this information could 
not be processed for fiscal 1973 
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REGIOII 1. DORCHESTER 
SIHRSET 
Wl C<K CO 
warC[STER 

RE~I 011 2. CAROU N[ 
CEClL 
WIT 
OUEENANfiE'S 
TALBOT 

REGION]. BAlJIMORE 
ItARfORQ 

REGION 4. ALLEGANY 
GARRETT 
WASHINGTON 

REGI ON 5. ANNE ARUII)El 
CARROLL 

. HOWARD 
.. 

I REGION 6. fREDERICK 
. MONTG(HR't 

REGION 7. CALVERT 
CIfARLES 
PRIII:E GEliGE'S 
ST. MARY'S 

. REGI 0118. B~L UMORE ClTY 

STATE 

TABLE 13 
TOTAL CASES. DISPOSED CJ BY THE OEPARlMENT(f JUVENILES SERVICES BY COUNTY, 

REGION AND AGE AT TIME (f REfERRAL - nSCALI97~ 

10 years 
13 14 15 16 and 11 12 

younger Years Vears Years Years Years Years 

35 11 21 42 46 46 59 
21 2 10 18 19 11 35 

.53 8 9 24 38 66 68 
21 4 14 n 72 120 152 

19 2 5 6 18 19 21 
52 15 18 56 68 96 102 
23 .. 6 5 16 38 33 
78 9 8 9 13 15 14 
21 7 13 2~ 27 29 21 

296 114 183 317 581 894 871 
89 33 46 104 124 181 152 

75 9 27 38 60 80 61 
.23 3 3 7 10 24 31 
99 23 38 48 106 151 152 

99 24 39 87 193 261 236 
.34 13 9 29 63 68 52 
24 10. 18 32 74 96 101 

36 15 22 60 76 117 111 
149 45 88 193 459 108 613 

26 5 12 14 34 58 47 
36 18 28 47 89 115 114 

428 158 356 652 1,016 1,310 1,370 
20 1 16 22 50 68 18 

1,36't 515 1,009 1,133 2,593 3,~O 2,927 

3,121 1,114 1,998 3,594 5,845 7,923 7,421 

r---~., 

17 18 
Years Years Unknown Total I 

41 4 3 308 
21 2 3 148 
62 3 7 338 

175 21 4 610 

12 1 5 108 
104 7 15 533 

24 2 151 
11 1 5 163 
29 3 .1 175 

944 161 12 4,373 
154 11 ,. 904 

63 3 48 4&t 1 30 3 1 135 
117 9 1 150 I 

I 

242 48 11 l,~\O 
, 

50 8 4 330 1 

94 15 4 468 I 

115 7 8 567 
575 34 167 3,031 

46 6 248 
73 8 3 531 

1,233 155 39 6,111 
66 16 36 379 

2,653 566 943 17,703 

6,934 1,100 1.324 40,314 

·This table does not include the total nulber of inforal and disapproved/Closed at Intake cases for Anne Arundel County since all of this inforution 
could not be processed for fiscal 1913. . . .. 

c 
o· on 
I.. 

C 

REGION 1. DORCHESTER 2 
SMRSET 
WICOOCO 1 
WORCESTER 

. REGI ON 2. CAROU NE 
CECIL . 16 
KENT 
OUEEN ANNE'S 2 
TALBOT 3 

REGI.ON ,.BALTIMORE il 
IfARFl*D 7 

REGI.ON It • .ALLEGANY 2 
GARRETT 
WASHINGTON 2 

REGION 5. ANNE ARUNDEL 11 
CARROLL 
KWARD ,. 

REGION 6. FREDERICK 
MONTGIHRY 11 

REGION 7. CALVERT 1 
CHARLES 
PRIII:E GEl*GE'S 29 
ST. WIRY'S 6 

.. REGION 8. BALUM<lE CITY 100 

STATE 214 

""; .""",," 

TABLE 14 
TOTAL CASES DISPOSED or 8Y THE DEPARTMENT (f JUVENILE SERVICES BY COUNTY, 

.REGION, AND MAJOR REASON REf ERRED- FISCAL 1973* 

~ -~ -;:.-. i' >. • .... c: . ... .... _N .. en uo _ ... -- -- l:' ~ -.... ... t;~ III .... ........ _ .. c: .... ..... ... C'I -- _.A: II) = ..c:o .. ~c: .... ., .. )(C .... 
.A:), • ~.-o ., .. ... Odl c: ........ «I .. ~.s:::,"',. o:;:·t· u ..c 158 ~- ~ u .... ·· ~02 en .... = ... 

en 0= ~:~ ..3 0 :s c: ... 0 
.. ooIS C Q: en(..) ~ 

ca .. -t . 
C ~~ z> = .... ........ .... --= co Q 

. <:J 

19 9 16 22 25 58 6 
3 3 20 17 1 11 10 1 

12 12 46 46 10 9 21 
13 13 32 21 19 11 126 

6 3 3 18 1 1 4 1 
44 14 51 63 54 1 10 27 
8 , 9 11 10 2 6 4 

10 6 10 6 1 10 
11 9 6 11 3 1 22 18 

483 218 462 356 24 201 34 172 458 21 
69 21 106 116 3 41 2 94 55 1 

23 11 26 37 2 5 10 17 
5 7 7 15 1 6 6 

49 5 53 51 22 12 14 1 

119 101 187 88 9 .. 38 3 50 102 
9 12 32 52 1 8 5 19 

50 33 45 20 6 16 2 12 44 2 

56 16 22 67 4 21 15 50 
172 151 226 400 36 63 29 100 172 4 

6 3 34 32 1 22 12 26 
36 17 23 31 9 27 22 2 

706 374 636 347 104 204 13 244 480 11 
24 8 37 24 1 18 ,. 26 20 

3.204 834 1,996 1,343 26't 1,615 105 668 411 284 

5,143 •• 883 4,085 3,206 ~1 2.424 202 1,587 2,106 326 
-_ .. _----- - . ----------

c: C'I u . ., 0 c: en 
." C"t.~ .... c: _ dI .... .... ..... 
0 ...... - en.&: 
.&: 11) ..... . ... I..Q 
·0> 0 .... =-u ...... Q. "-I 
- CIQ:> 0 
c .&: ~ 

~ 

38 33 
4 

8 30 
13 16 

7 2 
32 3 
8 2 
1 
9 6 

120 302 
16 91 1 

20 23 
1 3 

31 54 

26 25 
15 14 
6 90 1 

47 75 
72 39 

11 1 1 
5 106 

111 1158 4 
14 6 

ZOO 8'2 92 

825 ~9Z1 99 

• This table does not include.the total oulber of infor~l or disapproved/closed at 'intake .cases for Anne ·Arundel County since all of 
this infor.ation could not be processed for fiscal 1973. 

c: 
~ 8.c: c: 

dlO ...... 
tt) Ct ..... 111_ en 
e~_ o O~ ... ... ",,_0 

... - _'" ·0 

.,-0 ~_<:J ... ~-....... :> Q: 0 r..-. 
Q 

3 

.7 
1 6 

10 4 

1 

25 5 
4 3 

3 3 
1 
4 9 

a 8 
1 1 
3 2 

3 5 
29 5 

. 6 1 
'6 5 
82 106 
4 2 

258 59 

448 235 
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REG! ON 1. DORCHESTER 
SMRSET 
WIC<JolICO 
WORCESTER 

REGI ON 2. CAROU HE 
CECIL 
KENJ 
QUEEN ANN£'S 
TALBOT 

~ REGION 3. 8AlUMORE 
HARfORD· 

REGION It. ALlEGANV 
GARRETT 
WASHINGTON 

REGION 5. ANflEARUHDU 
CARROLL 
HOWARD· 

REGION 6. fREDERICK 
MONT GOMER V . 

10-;, 

REGION 7._ CAlVEIH 
CHARLES 
PRINCE GEORGE'S 
ST. MARV'S 

c:-

REGION 8. eAlnM<RE CITY 

STATE 

, ____ ... __ , __ "'" T.,..~·~"r_;~·"_"_~· 

.~ 
i:l1' 

.. 

en c: ... 
<II 
V'J 

'" a. 
V'J .. ... -
4 .. 
1 

10 

5 
21 

2 
13 

114 
32 

1 
5 

20 

10 
1 

16 

17 
103 

2 
9 

229 
21 

749 

,389 

- .. :;. C) oc:o 
~ 

g'~i! .... E ... .... ~ ., 
'" ....... ~.,... ~ ....... .... > .. <!:: . III <C n> .... - -... CQ.C>< '" ..... .pof :I '-

:><I'>~ 

2 11 
9 

4 10 
4 123 

14 
75 
12 

1 12 
1 23 

29 229 
2 19 

5 76 
17 

1 8 28 

7 59 
2 36 

1 3 23 

2 49 
1 3 480 

4 6 
1 4 48 

10 1 527 
1 41 

69 1,~7 

-

88 78 3,01" 

~ ,,,. 

TABLE 14 Continued 
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248 15 12 9 36 5 6 13 
83 11 7 10 28 25 12 

217 25 5 8 38 16 67 
408 152 10 1'1 

~I 179 4 10 9 

f6 6 7 9 22 5 6 10 
425 31 25 25 81 8 10 8 1 
81 13 4 27 44 15 5 6 
61 3 7 15 25 6 6ft 7 

143 6 4 15 25 4 1 1 

3264 312 199 297 808 105 87 101 7 
683 39 60 46 145 36 I 18 17 

264 11 18 51 80 ~I 3 30 
74 6 12 16 3It 1 

376 .. 128 40 76 244 43 29 53 3 

851 56 75 148 279 38
1 

61 10 1 
208 35 31 22 88 18 I 15 1 
379 26 6 29 61 11 4 10 1 

455 34· 30 25 89 5 ·14 2 
.2102 552 5 215 772 5 143 9 

175 11 28 19 58 3 1 11 
351 67 . 40 .47 151t 14 8 4 

5376 306 166 494 966 138 202 23 12 
251 48 9 41 98 13 6 5 

,'t,18" 437 481 1,607 2,525 1"2 373 439 40 

~,730 2,330 1,281 ~,268 &,879 700 1,019 Slt8 69 

0 
0 
3: 
3:0 
c: -z< 
=i Cii 
-< (5 
cn Z 
mO 
~ "II 
0 
m cn 
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V) 0 ......... 
~ 0" 

Q.. -0 

24 308 
' 37 148 

83 338 
23 610 

21 108 . 
27 533 I 

26 151 
77 163 

1 7 175 

1 301 4373 
5 76 9O't 

52 120 46ft 
4 27 135 
2 130 750 

110 1240 
34 330 

2 28 4fa 

2 23 567 
157 3031 .. 

15 248 
26 ··531 

375 6717 
24 379 

994 l1.103 ,. 

69 2,165 ~O,371t 



COMMUNITY BASED SERVICES 

Community and Residential Placements 

The number of community and residential place­
ments has steadily increased from the 116 placements 
during fiscal 1968 to the 2,120. placements during fiscal 

,1;973. These placements include admissions to the Mary­
land Youth· Residence Center, Good Shepherd Center, 
three group homes operated by the Department of J uve­
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 
Cen~er, aFederallyfu~ded day program. 

Of the total number of community and residential 
placements during fiscal 1973, one half (50.4%) were 
purchase of care emergency. placements, 40.1 %. were 
purchase of care residential .placements, 4.0% involved 
admission;; to Good Shepherd Center, 3.9% .were State­
owned group home admissions and 1.6% involved Mary­
land Youth Residence Center admissions. 

Purchase of Care 

Purchase of care placements, which include short­
term shelter care provided by IJrivate families in their 

. own homes, private group homes and specialized institu­
tions; increased 68;2% from fiscal 1972. Emergency 
placements accounted for 55.7% of these placements 
during fiscal 1973,. while private residential placements 
accounted for 44.3%. 

Of the total number of private residential placements, 
66.7% involved males while females accounted for 33.3%. 
A majority of these admissions involved Caucasians 
(66.2%), while 29.2% were Negroes and 4.6% djd not 
repo:rt l'ace.BaltimoreCity accounted for the greatest 
nUI1~ber of placements with 35.2% of the. total, followed 
by Prince George's County with 20.8%. 

Of the 1,068 emergency placements, a majority 
(52,0%) 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% 

26 

did not report race; Prince George's County accQunted 
for 33.7% of the placements, followed hy Montgomery 
County with 22.470 and Baltimore City with 19,4,%. 

Good Shepherd Center 

Good Shepherd Center, which is a therapeutic resi­
dential facility for girls, reported 85 admis$ions during 
fiscal 1973. Of these, a majority involved Caucasians 
(80.07c ), while 20.0% involved Negroes. Baltimore City . 
accoullted f01' 20:0% of the' admissions, followed by 
Montgomery County with 17.6% and Baltimore County 
with 12.9%. . 

State-Owned Group Homes 

Admissions to the three State-owneCl group homes 
during fiscal 1973 increased 36.7'(0 from the 60 admis­
sions reported during fiscal 1972. Of the 40 admissions 
to the two group homes for hoys, a majority .(87.5%) 
involved Negroes, 7.5% involved Caucasians while 5.0% 
. did not report race. Of the 42 admissions to the girl's 
group home, 45.270 involved Caucasians, Negroes ac­
counted for 45.2%, while 9.6% did not report race. 

Maryland Youth Residence Center 

Maryland Youth Residence Center, which is a resi­
dential treatment facility for younger hoys, reported 35 
admissions du:ringfiscal 1973. This represented one less 
admission than fiscal 1972. Of these, a majority (68.6%) 
involved Negroes, 28.6% involved Caucasians and one 
admission did not indicate race. 

Youth Service Center 

The Youth Service Center, which received its first 
admissiolls during April 1973, reported 46 . admissions 
during fiscal 1973. Of these admissions, a majority 
(87.0%) involved males. while .females accounted for 
13.0%. Of the total number of male admissions, 7.5% 
were Caucasians, and 02.5% were Negroes. All of the 
female admissions illvolved Negroes. 

I 
1 

I 
.j 

i '. 
.. ~ 
1 

I, 
, 

Type 

Good Shepherd Center 

Residential Placements-private 
including Emergency placements 

Group Homes-State Owned 

Md. Youth Residence Center 

ProgramOirection 

Total 

TABLE 15 
C(M.1UNITY AND RESIDENTIAL SERVICES EXPENDITURES 

FISCAL 1968 - 19?J 

1968 1969 1970 

&292,872 U345,691 5398,156 

~182,959 

$292,872· . $345,691 S581,115 

-• Not lncluded in OperatIng Budget for 1968 

1971 

S 475,629 

t 740,271 

Sl,215,900 

•• ilOO,OOO included in this figure for initial payments to establish private Group Homes 

1972 1973 

$ 666,110 J 742,802 

ilt~t89t901" $1,819,199 

~ 208,919 $ 201,154 

~ 50,160**· S 25~,169 

S 58,026 

$2,315,750 S3,075,350 

••• This amount does not include S34,924 in F aderal Funds which the department received from the Governors Commission 
'on Law Enforcement and the Administration of Justice. to facilitate implementing· the Maryland Youth Residence Center. 

Type 

Good Shepherd Center 

ResidentialPlacements-private 

Group Homes-StateOwned 

TABLE 16 

C~NITV AND RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENTS 

1968 

116 

NU~lB[R If JUVENILES SERVED 

FISCAL 1968 - 1973 

1969 1970 

105 88 

16 130 

22 

1971 1972 1973 

131 87 85 

276 601 850 

46 60 82 

·Md. Youth Residence Center 36 35 

Emergency Placements 539 1,068 

Total 116 121 240 453 1,323 2,120 

27 



i' 

~ 
00' 

~ 

TABLE 17 " 

RESIDENTIAL & EMERGENCY PLACEMENTS BY SEX AND COUNTY -fISCAL 1973 

Private Residential Placeaents Ellergency l'lacellents 

Male r ella Ie Total "e1a FOllale Total -
REGION I.DORCII[STER 2 5 7 3 3 

Sl»CERSEf 1 1 2 
WlCOOCO 2 .. 6 
WORCESTER 2 3 5 

I 
REGION Z. CAROUNE 5 2 1 4 8 12 

CECIL 6 4 10 17 16 33 
KENT 8 1 9 2 1 3 
QUEEN ANNE'S 3 6 9 1 4 5 I 

TALBOT 8 2 10 2 7 9 

I 
REGION 3. BALTIMORE 35 29 fA 28 40 68 I 

I HARFORD 10 5 15 16 17 33 
.. 

, 

REGION 4. ALLEGANY 14 11 25 3 3 
GARRETT 
WASHINGTON 14 2 16 1 1 

REGION 5. ANNE ARUNDEL 49 12 61 29 32 61 
" CARROLL 14 7 21 7 17 24 

,HOWARD 5 3 8 ,2 2 

REGION 6. fREDERICK 3 1 4 1 3 4 
MONTGiKRY 45 34 79 122 117 239 

REGION 1. CALVERT 3 3 
CHARLES 11 11 1 1 
PRINC£ GEORGE'S 127 50 177 190 170 360 
ST. ~RY'S 2 2 

;. 

REGION 8. BALlIfUtE CITY 198 101 299 91 116 207 

STATE 567 283 850 513 555 1,068 
- ------------- ----- -------'--- - ---'--~--------- ---- - -- - .... ---- ------- - - ---------- -

,,' ,,_ "', ",, __ , ,b='(:"'_"_' __ ' __ '", ,.,_ "G_o 

TABLE 18 

RESIDENTIAL AND H1ERGENCY PLACEMENTS BY RACE ANUCOUNTV - fISCAL 1973 

Privati Rtsldential Placements Emeroencv Placellents Good SheD herd Center 
Not 

Total 
lIot !lot 

Caucasian Negro Reported Caucasian Negro Reported Total Caucasian Negro Reported 

REGION 1. OORCHES IER 1 2 .. 7 3 3 2 
S(J.lERSET I I ,2 
WlC()1!CO 3 I 2 6 
WORCESTER 2 2 1 5 

REGION z. CAROU HE .. 3 7 'l 5 12 1 
CECIL 10 10 33 33 1 
KENT • 6 3 9 3 3 
QUEEN ANNE'S 6 3 9 2 3 5 
TALBOT 2 8 10 2 7 9 1 

REGION 3. BALTIMORE 63 1 6't 60 8 68 10 1 
HARfORD 13 1 1 15 33 33 6 1 

REGION 4. ALLEGANY 24 1 25 1 2 3 2 
GARRETT 
WASHINGTON 14 2 16 1 1 1 

REGION 5. ANNE ARUNDEL 55 4 2 61 58 2 1 61 8 2 
CARROll 18 3 21 24 24 2 
HOWARO 7 1 8 1 1 2 1 

REGION 6. fREDERICK 4 4 4 " 3 
MONTG(}1ERV 62 7 10 79 213 23 3 239 13 2 

REGION 7. CALVERT 3 3 
CHARLES 9 2 11 1 1 
PRI NCE GEORGE'S 141 32 4 177 297 50 13 360 10 
ST .... .ARy·S 2 2 1 

REGION 8 •. BALTIMORE CITY 113 171 15 299 92 115 207 6 11 

STATE 563 248 39 850 835 216 17 1,068 68 17 

I 

Total 

2 

1 
1 I 

i 

! 1 
I 

i 
11 

i 7 

2 

1 

10 
2, 
1 

3 ! 

15 I 
I 
I 

10 
1 

11 

85 
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P bCMent 

Good Shepherd Center 
Resi den ti alP lacemen ts 
Emergency Plac8flents 
State Owned Group HQles 

Males 
r emales 

TABLE 19 
COfIMUNITY AND RESIDENTIAL PlACQ1ENTS BV RACE 

nSCAL1973 

Caucasian Negro Not Recorded 

NUlber Percent Wer Percent Number Percent 

68 80.0 17 20.0 
563 66.2 248 29.2 39 4.6 
835 78.2 216 20.2 17 1.6 

3 7.5 35 8.7.5 2 5.0 
19 I 45.2 19 45.2 4 9.6 

Mary1andVouth Residence Center 10 28.6 24 68.6 1 2.8 

Total 1,498 70.6 559 26.4 63 3.0 

-, 

TABLE 20 
YOUTH SERVICE CENTER AOMISSIONS BV RACE AND SEX. fISCAL 19n* 

Caucasian .Nt ro Not Re orded 

Sex IIuIIber Percent ICuIIIber Percent Number Percent 

Male 3 7.5 37 92.5 
rHale 6 100,,0 
Total 3 -6.5 43 93.5 

---

Total 

NUlLber Percent 

85 100.0 
850 100.0 

1,068 100.0 

40 100.0 
42 100.0 
35 100.0 

2,120 100.0 

'o~d 

HUllber Percent 

40 100.0 
6 100.0 

46 100.0. 

• Jhe Youth Service Center is. a r ederaUy funded Day Pri;gra.. These figures reflect adlissions for April ,.. June 1973 
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ADMISSIONS TO 

MARYLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS 

. AND FORESTRY CAMPS 

Maryland Training School for Boys 

• ~ The number of admissions to Maryland Training 
School for Boys during fiscal 1973 increased by 7.8% 
over the 1,257 admissions during 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 rellects. the designation of the training 
school for detainees from Ba1timore City in lieu of the 
youths being detain~cl in local police lock-ups. 

Although juveniles were admitted to the training 
school f~o:in twenty of Maryland's counties and Baltimore 
City, . j~ ·{s signIficant to note that Baltimore City ac­
counted for 69.3% of the commitments and 76.4% of 
the 'letentions. 

Of the 1,355 admissions to Maryland Training 
SclJOol, 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 juveniles 
under fourteen years o~ age. 

A majority of the admissions to' the training school 
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'/0, 
Children in Need of Supervision (CINS) accounted for 
10.3% and 0.1% involved non-delinquen~offenses. 

Of the 390 juveniles released from commitments to 
Maryland Training School during fiscal 1973, thl} average 
length oIstay was 7.5 months. 

Montrose School for Girls 

The 792 admissions to Montrose School for Girls. 
during fiscal 1973· represents a decrease of 5.6% from 
the 839adrnissions during fiscal 1972. This decrease was· 
due to the 18.9% decrease in the number of commit-
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ments, .since detentions increased by 6.6%. Detentions 
accounted for 58.8% of the admissions, while commit­
ments· accounted for 41.2% of the admissions . 

Although· juveniles were admitted. to Montrose from 
twenty-two counties of Maryland and Baltimore City, it 
is signifi~ant to note that Baltimore City accounted for 
58.1 % of the admissions (51.8% of the commitments 
and 62.4% of the detentions). This wa!) followed by 
Baltimore County with 10.67'0 of the admissions (22.7% 
of the commitments arid 2.1% of the detentions) and 
Prince George's County with 9.5% (4.6% of the com­
mitments and 12.9% of the detentions). 

A majority of the admissions to Montrose involved 
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/h juveniles over sixteen accounted 
for 8.2% and 19.2% involved juveniles under fourteen 
years of age. 

Of the total number of admissions to Montrose dur­
ing fiscal 1973, a majority (60.6%) were Children in 
Need of Supervision (CINS), delinquent offenses ac­
counted for 39.1% and only 0.3% involved non­
delinquency offenses. The largestsinale Off~n.f~ cah~znry 
was "ungovernable" ~hich comprised 32.8% of the 
admissions. This was followed by "runaway" (26.0%) 
and "violation of supervision, probation or aftercare" 
(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 44.6% involved de­
linquentoffenses. 

Of the 303 juveniles released from commitments 
during fiscal 1973, the average length of stay was 8.0 
months. 

Boys' Village of Maryland 

. During fiscal 1973, the admissions to Boys' Village. 
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. admission!) to Boys' Village, while detentions ac­
counted for 75.2ra of the admissions. 

Although juveniles were admitted to Boys' Village 
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 7.970 of the .commitments and 33.9% of 
the detentions. 

A majority of the admissions to Boys' Village in­
volved Negroes (61.270), while 37.3% involved Cau­
casians and 1.5% were classified as "others." Juveniles'. 
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 dds and 6.4% involved juveniles over sixteen 
years of age .. 

Of 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 
category was "burglary /hreaking and entering" which. 
comprised 21.2% of the admissions. This was followed 
by "assault" with 12.1% of the admissions and "auto 
theft/unauthodzeduse". with 10.0%. Of the 382 .com­
mitmen!s, 03.7% involved delinquent offenses, CINS 
accounted for 4 .. 7% and non-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. 

Victor Cullen School 

Victor Cullen School admitted 559 boys during 
fiscal 1073, a decrease of 5.7% from the 593 boys ad­
mitted during 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, increased by t16.4%. 

During fiscal 1973, juveni,les were admitted to Victor 
Cullen from nineteen counties in Maryland and Balti­
more City. Baltimore City and Baltimore County together 
accounted for 61.0'/0 .0£ the commitments, while Mont­
gomery County accounted for 89.6% of the detentions. 
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A majority of the admissions to Victor Cullen in­
volvedCaucasians (7l1.5%) , 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 sixteen years of 
age accounted for 8.3%. 

Children in Need of Supervision WINS) accounted 
for a majority (82.5%) of the total number of admis­
sions to Victor Cullen during fiscal 1973, 16.6% involved 
delinquent offenses and 0.9% involved non-delinquent 
offenses. The. single largest offense category was "un­
governable" which accounted for L.\.2.0% of the adnris­
slons. This was followed by "runaway" with 29.9% of 
the admissions. This breakdown of offenses was the same 
for both detentions and commitments. 

The average length of stay was 6.0 moriths for the 
377 juveniles released from commitments during fiscal 
1973. 

Boy's Forestry Camps 

The number of admissions to the Forestry Camps 
during fiscal 1973 decreased by 4.2% from the number 
of admissions during fiscal 1972. O.f the 276 admissions 
during fiscal 1973, 182 or 65.3% were direct commit­
ments to the Fores~ry Camps. 

A majority of the admissions involved Caucasians 
(79.7%), while 20.0% involved Negroes and 0.3 (/<:' were 
classified as "other." Of the 276 admissions during fiscal 
1973, 31.1 j{. involved fifteen year olc1s, juveniles sixteen 
years of age accounted for 41.7% and juveniles over 
sixteen years accounted for 26.4ro. 

During fiscal 1973, a majority of the admissions 
involved delinquent offenses (60.1%) and 39.9% in­
volved Children in Need of Supervision (CINS). The 
largest single offense category, however, was "ungovern­
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" with 13.0% of 
the admissions. 

The average length of stay was 7.1 months for 270 
juveniles released from commitments during fiscal 1973. 
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MARYLAND'S CHILDREN CENTERS 

Admissions to Maryhmd's Children Centers 

The 3,323 admissions to Maryland's Children Cen­
ters during fiscal 1973 represent a decrease of 19.6% 
from fiscal 1972's total of 4;131. Maryland Children's 
Genter 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. 

Juveniles were admitted' to· Maryland Children's 
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 George's 
County with 13.4'70 and Montgomery County with 6.6%. 

Juveniles were admitted toWaxter Children's Center from 
nineteen counties and Baltimore City. Appro:x:imately haH 
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 juveniles 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 m'ajority of the admissions (65.4%) 
involved Calicasians, 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 
females; A majority of the admissions (53.7%) involved 
Negroes while Caucasians accounted for 45.8% and 0.5% 
were classified as "others." At the WaxterChildren's 
Center, 58.7% of the admissions involved males and 
4<1.3% inv01ved females. A majority of these (78.1%) 
involved Caucasians while 2L6%involved Negroes and 
0.3% were classified as "others." 

A majority of the juveniles admitted to MarYland's 
detention and evaluation centers were between the ages 
of 15 and 17 years (62.5 % ) . Juveniles under 12 yeats 
of age accounted for3.20/0 of the admissions while 33.3% 
were between 12 and 14 years of age. In general, the 
number of admissions increased proportionately 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 
(70.4% ) 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 Children's Center .. 

While a majority of juveniles were admitted to 
Maryland Children's Center for delinquent offenses 
(55.8%), a majority of 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 account,ed for 39.9% of the admissions. 
This was followed 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 21.2% of the ad­
missions. This was fonowed 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 together 
accounted for 22.2% of the admissions. 
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Training 
Year Schools 

1968 I 5,632,139 

1969 , 5,633,399 

1970 1 6,513,389 

1971 I 7,916,373 

1972 $ 8.700 .. 095 

1973 I 8,7~1,551 

Year CoMlb1ents 

1968 1,6it8 

1969 1,833 

1970 1,822 

1971 1,190 

1972 1,801 

191' 1.4~9 

TA8LE n 
STATE OEPARJt(NT{f JUVEIIlLE SERVICES 

SUI44ARY {f USTITUTIOII EXPENDITURES 

FISCAL 1968 - 1973 

Detention 
Centers 

, 1,039,728 

, 1,138,951 

, 1,342,038 

I 1,537,667 

$ 1.782.315 

$ 1,752,665 

TA8LE 22 
SUMWY If INSTITUTION ADMISSIONS 

fISCAL 1968 - 1973 

forestry 
t.ps 

1589,915 

S '572,601 

$ 68~,536 

, 768,821 

$ 882t2~1 

I 836,07' 

Tralning School Adllssions 
Detention 

Center 
Detentions Total Adlaissions 

9%9 2,597. 3,303 

923 2,756 3,868 

912 2,73't 4,4Itl 

1,190 2,980 ~,652 

1,84~ 3,6't4 4.131 

2,801 4,246 3,32' 
: 
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Total 

I 7,261,782 

I 7,344,951. 

$ 8,539,963 

, 10,222,861 

111.361..651 

I 11,330,290 

forestry 
Clip 

Adllss10ns 

266 

291 

316 

3't8 

Z88 

276 
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fiGURE 2 
STA JE I NSn TUTI ON ADMISSIONS 
fISCAL YEARS 1968 - 1973 

Training School COilitients 

lOOOr-______ ~'r~a~in~ing~Sc~~~ol~<_Oe~t~en~ti~o~~~~ 

1968 1969 1970 

<. 

1971 1972 1973 

« figure 2 indicates increasing use of trainingsc~ols as detention facili ties. While the lIi.t!er of 
c_itll<nts continued a slow but steady decline and detention center adlissions decreased sharply in <1972 
Ind 1973, training sc~ol detentions increased sharply suggesting wider use of short ter. detentions in 
11 eu of' longer ter. cOillii tunts. «< < < .' < < < <- <-
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TABLE 23 

TRAINING SCHOOL AND FORESTRY CAMP ADMISSIONS 

FISCAL YEAR COMPARISONS 

1972 - 1973 

Fiscal 
School 1972 

r.1d. Training School 
Commitments 
Detentions 

Montrose 
Commitments 
Detentions 

Boys' Village 
Commitments 
Detentions 

Victor Cullen 
Commitments 
Detentions 

Total Training 
Commitments 
Detentions 

Forestry Camps 
Commitments 

Center 

Md. Children's 

498 
759 

402 
437 

420 
535 

481 
112 

Schools 
1,801 
1,843 

288 

TABLE 24 

DETENTION CENTER ADMISSIONS 

FISCAL YEAR COMPAHISONS 

1972 - 1973 

Fiscal 
1972 

.. -
Center 1,355 

Waxter Children's Center 2,776 

Total 4,131 
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Fiscal 
1973 

336 
1,019 

326 
466 

382 
1,158 

395 
164 

1,439 
2,807 

276 

Fiscal 
1973 

1,298 

2,025 

3,.323 

% Change 

- 32.5 
+ 34.3 

- 18.9 
+ 6.6 

- 9.0 
+ 116.4 

- 17.9 
+ 46.4 

- 20.1 
+ 52.3 

- 4.2 

% Change 

- 4.2 

- 27.1 

- 19.6 
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.,GIOI 1. DORCHESTER 
S(J(ISET 
WICOOCO 
wtlCESTEa 

REGIOI 2. WOU ME 
CECIL 
KElT 
qUEEH ANNE'S 
\!AlBOT 

" 

REGION.3. IALJIMOI!E 
~lIfORD 

,lEGION 4. AllEGAflY 
" GARIETT 

lMSHII«iTOII 

REGIO:' 5.AII"E ARUND,El 
CARROll 
HOWARD 

REGI uil 6. fREDERICK 
MONTGIKRY 

REGIoN'? CALVERT 
C,lfARlES 
PII NCEGEORGE'S 
ST. *RY'S 

REGION 8. BAUlMOa£CI TV 

OUT-er-STAT£ 

TOTAL 

TABLE 25 

IIMER If JUVEHIlES ADMITTED TO MARYLAND'S TRAI/lIHG SCHOOLS, rORESTRY CAMPS 

All) DETENTION CENTERS BY COUNTY (j RESIDENCE - FISCAL YEA'I! 1973· 

Total for 
Traini_Ag Schools Boys' Village 

Maryland 
Train~ School Montrose Victor Cullen, 

CoIaitted Detained t ... itted Detained Ca.ittec Detained Cc.itted Detained C_iUec: Detained 

23 7 12 3 3 3 ,. 5 
2 1 1 2 

14 6 8 1 3 2 2 3 1 
4 5 1 2 1 I 3 1 

1 2 1 2 
11 24 2 5 1 10 3 7 5 2 
4 3 2 1 1 1 1 I 
3 2 1 1 2 1 
5 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 

184 77 7 1 26 60 74 10 77 6 
14 18 4 1 1 3 2 14 7 

13 2 1 1 3 2 8 
14 2 " 6 :; 2 2 
38 1 6 3 13 1 16 

24 59 4 52 6 ,. 8 3 6 
5 11 3 1 8 1 3 
5 18 1 18 1 3 

11 1 1 1 2 5 3 
70 245 8 24 8 47 13 27 41 147 

6 8 1 8 3 2 
9 26 3 23 2 2 2 1 2 

120 531 30 393 32 77 15 60 43 1 
9 22 1 21 3 1 1 ,. 

sr.Z 1,549 216 476 233 779 169 291 164 3 

8 185 6 143 8 1 30 1 " 
1,439 2,807 382 1,158 336 1,019 326 ' " 395 164 'too 

farestry' 
,Cat\p 

Adllissionl 

1 

I 

6 
3 
4 
4 

38 
7 

10 
1 

21 

13 
2 
5 

11 
48 

3 
56 
2 

38 

2 

276 

• ,This is higher than the nulber of disposltioqs WCoIIitted to Training Schoo1ft due to the inclusion of (,) violation of prObatlon cases, and 
(b) Inter~lnstitutional transfers. 
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REGION 1. DORCHESTER. 
SOMERSET 
WICOOCO 
WORCESTER 

REGION 2. CARDUHE 
CECIL· 
KENT 
QUE£NAHHE'S 
TALBOT 

REGION 3. BALTIMoRE 
·IIARrORQ< 

REGION 4. ALLEGANY 

=~M~TON 
. REGION 5. ANNE AIW(f)£L 

CARROLL. 
HOWARD 

REGION 6. fREDERICK 
HONTGMRY 

. ' .. 

R~GION7. CALVERT 
··CHARLES 

PRINCE GEORGE'S 
ST •. ..,'S 

REGION 8. BALTlMORECITY 
... 

.. 

OUT4 -STATE 

._-TOTAL 

. Of fens. 
. 

Arson 
'Assault 
Auto-Theft-tlnauthorbedUse 
Burg1ary-Breaking & Entering 
larceny 
Robbery' 
Disorderly Conduct 
Sex Offense 
Vandalisa 
Narcotics Violation 
Glue Sniffing & other,·Inhalents 
Alcoholic 8everage Violation 
Shoplifting 
Purse Snatchillg 
firearms or Deadly Weapon Vio. 
Ree/Poss of Stolen Goods 
Trespassing 
false fire Alarm 
Other 
Violation of Supervision, 

Probation or Aftercare 

. tOTAL DEliNQUENT 

Runaway 
Truancy 
Ungovernable 

TOTAL eINs. 

Dependency 
. Dependency & Neglect 
Mentally Handicapped 

TOTAL NON-OELINOUENT 

GRANl) TOTAL 

TABLE 27: NUH8ER (f JUVENILfS AIlHIU£O TOMARYLA/I)lS tRAINING SCROOLS & fORESTRY CAMPS 

BY COUNTY (fRESIOENCE & COUNTY (f ADMITTING COURT) fISCAL 197~ 

. Boys' Village Maryland Training School Mo.ntros.e 

,County of Admitting County of. Adlli tting County of Adaitting 
Residenc'! Court Residence Court Residence. Court 
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TAILE 28: JUV£NllESADMITTEO TO ~RYLAHD'S tRMlII1iG 

SCHOOLS 8. fORESTRY CAMPS BY (ff'EHSE 3. AGE 

fISCAL 1973 

Maryland 
Traini ng School .Montrose Boys' Village 

15 J.S 15 years 15 years 
& younger 16-18 years & younger 16-18 years & younger 16-18 years 

6 9 4 20 
66 181 17 13 161 25 
45 136 1 6 no 44 
17 240 7 5 281 46 
5 36 5 4 89 26 

32 79 6 4 70 10 
3 23 2 3 11 8 
4 4 10 1 
2 13 1 

,., 
2 14 13 

3 50 5 7 8 16 
3 4 21 3 

2 3 ,. 
4 22 14 II 91 30 
5 23 29 1 

11 32 , 
1 21 9 .1 

3 7 3 6 
1 7 2 14 3 
1 2 1 3 

13 41 55 24 33 12 

16 25 81 28 52 4 

300 936 200 110 1,044 261 

25 11 156 50 66 28 
5 1 12 2 13 2 

46 30 208 52 40 13 

76 42 376 101t 119 43 

1 1 56 17 

1 
-

1 2 56 17 

376 979 578 214 1,219 321 

Victor Cullen 

County of Achitting 
Residence Court 
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Victor Cullen 

15 years 
& 'younger 16-18 year 

1 
2 5 

14 6 
2 1 
1 3 
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1 
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1 
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112 55 
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I 
Forestry Call1ps' 

County of Ad\1l\tting 
Residence .Court 

1 1 , 

1 1 

6 7 
3 3 
4 ~ 
4 ,. 

~ 35 
7 6 

10 10 

?~ J 
13 13 
2 2. 
5 ~ 

11 12 
1,8 50 

.3 4 

I 
56 55 
2 2 

~ 37 

2 
. 

216 276 

f orestr CallP_s 

15 years 
& younger -16-18 year 

1 
4 16 

13 20 
8 37 
2 2 
1 2 
1 4 

1 
2 

1 7 

1 1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

3 

11 24 

42 124 

10 26 

I 

8 1 
27 38 

45 65 i 

87 189 
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Per Cent 
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Maryland 
'raining School 

2.4% 

Montrose 

4.6% 

. 

Boys' 
Viflage 

8.5%. 

rIG4IK£ 3: JUV.ENIlES ADMIHED TO. TRAINING SCHOOLS & 

fORESTRY CAMPS BY AGE PER CENTS· -rISCAL 1973 

16.2% 

7.1% 

2.(1% I • 

29.7% 
24.1% 

14.6% 

. . . 

;1.9% 

23.6% 

15.2% 

. _I , 

0.4% 
12 years & ounger. .H years 14 years 

• Per Cents do not add to 100.0 since "Age Unkoo.m" is not included' 
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38.3% 
33.6% 

• 

18.8% 

8.2% 

.. '" • 

13.5% 
6.4% 

I 

16 years 17 y.aars &. over 

I 

I 

TABLE 29 

JUVENILES ADMITTED TO MARYLAND'S INSTITUTIONS 

BY RACE - FISCAL 1973 

Race 

Institution Caucasian Negro Other 

Maryland Training 
School 

Number 404 914 37 
Per Cent "29.8% 67.5% 2.7% 

Montrose School 
Number 370 418 4 
Per Cent 46.7% 52.8% 0.5% 

Boys' Village 
Number 575 942 23 
Per Cent 37.3% 61.2% 1.5% 

Victor Cullen 
Number 416 140 3 
Per Cent 74.5% 25.0% 0.5% 

Boy's Forestry Camp 
Number 220 55 1 
Per Cent 79.7% 20.0% 0.3% 

Total 

1,355 
100.0% 

792 
100.0% 

1,540 
100.0% 

559 
100.0% 

276 
100.0% 

Table 23 suggests that of the total number of admissions to 
Maryland's Institutions during fiscal 1973, a majority of the 
admissions to Victor Cullen (74.5%) and the Boy's Forestry Camps 
(79.7%) invo1v~dCaucasians while a majority of the admiss~ons to 
Maryland Training School (67.5%), Boys' Village (61.2%) and Montrose 
School (52.8%) involved Negroes. 
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TAB~£ 30 

C(MlI.TMENTS TO W\RVLAND'S TRAINING SCHOOLS & fORESTRY CAMPS 

BV LENGTH If STAY (BASED ON RElEASES) - fISCAL 1973 

Maryland Boys' Victor 
Training School Montrose Village Cullen 

~1 32 3't 66 
21 23 25 H 
23 13 15 21 
23 16 25 34 
40 21 25 37 
46 23 63 44 
40 28 37 35 
32 16 37 3't 
26 22 30 28 
19 23 16 17 
15 25 10 13 
13 8 9 7 
8 15 8 6 
4 6 7 
8 8 6 6. 
2 7 5 5 
5 2 2 3 ,. 6 2 

20 9 9 

390 303 358 377 
7.5 8.0 6.9 6.0 

". 

forestry 
Call1ps Total 

10 183 
8 91 

16 88 

21 125 
32 155 
37 213 
26 166 
27 146 
30 136 
14 89 
12 75 
14 51 
6 43 
3 20 
3 31 , 

3 22 
12 

: 
2 14 

36 

i 
270 1,698 

7.1 7.1 

. 

• . ,", !" 

Table 24 suggests that the length of stay in Milryland's Training Scl100ls Ind rorestryC.psduringf1sca~ 1913 shol~ftd 
little'variation between Institutions •. With an aVirage of ?llOnths, the length of ~tay ranged frOlla lovof 6.0 Mnthill 
for Victor Cullen to a high of 8.0 .onths for Montrose. . 
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Year 

1968 
Male Admissions 

feMale Adlissions 

Total 

1969 
Male Admissions 

f8lale Ad.issions 

Total 

1970 
Male Admissions 

felale Admissions 

Total 

1971 
Male Admissions 

female Admissions 

Total 

1972 
Male Adllissions 

feMaleA~issions 

Total 

1973 
Male Adillisslons 

feMale Adlissions 

Total 

TABU: 31 
DETENTION CENTER ADMISSIONS 

BY INSTITUTION AND SEX 
fISCAL 1968 - 1973 

Maryland 
Children's 

Center 

741 

266 

l,007 

868 

311 

1,179 

861 

332 

1,193 

933 

330 

1,263 

1,021 

334 

1,~5 

973 

325 

1,298 

45 

t. J. S .. Waxter 
Children's 

Center Total 

1,493 2,234 

803 1,069 

2,296 3,303 

1,748 2,616 

941 1,252 

2,689 ),868 

2.112 2,973 

1,136 1,468 

3,248 4,441 

2,154 3,087 

1,235 1,565 

3,389 4,652 

1,884 2,905 

892 1,226 

2,776 4,131 
~, 

1,189 2,162 

836 1,161 

2,025 3,323 .'. 
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TABLE 32 
ADMISSIOHSTO MARYLAND'S CHILDREN CENTERS BY' CO~NTY or RESIDENCE 

AND COUNTY Of ADMITTING COURT - FISCAL 1973 

Maryland Children's Center Waxter Children's Center 
County of County of County of County of 

Total 
County of County of 

Residence Adllli tUng Court Residence Admitting Court Residence Adllli tUng Court 

REGION 1. OO~CHESTER 19 19 3 3 
SMRSn 1 1 
WlC()lICO " 4 1 1 
WORCESTER 10 10 4 2 

REGION 2. CAROLINE 1 1 1 1 
CECIL II 9 7 5 
KENT 2 2 

. OUEEN AtHIE'S 2 2, 1 
TALBOT 6 6 3 2 

REGION 3. BALTIMORE 40 42 22 24 
HAllfORD 30 30 15 14 

REGION 4. ALLEGANY 17 18 1 
GARRETT , .. 4 
WASHINGTON 8 7 2 2 

REGION 5. ANNE ARUNDEL 42 43 397 446 
CARROll 11 11 20 20 

'HOWARD 6 6 54 71 

REGION 6. rREOE2ICK 14 1" 16 19 
MONTGIJf:RY 81 86 224 234 

REGION 7.CAlV£RT 1 1 14 14 
CHARL£S 7 7 25 34 
PRI ftCE GEOIIGE'S 173 17" 836 1,036 
STe MARV'S 6 6 16 17 

REGION 8. BALTIMORE CHV 795 795 109 79 

QlJT4-5TATE 7 255 

TOTALS 1,298 1,298 2,025 2,025 

,,:~<,,_~_''''h'' . __ ." 
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Offense 

Arson 
. Assault 
A~to lheft-Unauthorized Use 
8urglary- Breaking and Entering 
Larceny 
Robbery 
Disorderly Conduct 
StxOffense 
Vandalisa 
Narcotics Violation 
Glue Sniffing and Other Inhalants 
Alcoholic Beverage Violation 
Shoplifting 
Purse SnatChing 
firear.s orOeadly Weapon Violation 
Rec!Poss/ofStolen Goods 
Trespassing 
falsa'fire.Alarm 
Other 
Violation of SuperVision, Probation, 

or' Aftercare 

TOTAL DEll NQUENT' 

Runaway 
Trllllncy 
UngovernablE! 

TOTAL .CINS 

Neglect 
Dependency 
OePendenCrra& Neglect 
Mentallyndicapped 
Special Proceedings 
TOTAL NOH-DELINQUENT 

' " 

GRANO TOTAL 

TABLE 3J 
MARYLAND'S CHILDREN CENTER ADMISSIONS & TRAINING SCHOOL 

D[JENTIONS BV OffENSE - nSCAl 1973 

Maryland's Children Centers 
Maryland Mary'land Waxter. 

C~llitr .. ts Ch!~:'s 
Training 

Center Total School 
.. ' 

23 3 26 13 
HI 97 238 188 
58 .151 209 128 

147 115 322 234 
35 34 69 26 
45 3't 79 85 
13 27 40 20 
20 8 28 6 
12 3 15 10 
20' 54 14 , 37 
14 It 18 6 

4 It 1 
30 6lt 94 19 
18 I 19 18 
19 9 28 }3 
4 10 14 7 
5 1 6 5 
4 4 2 

24 6lt 88 49 

93 47 140 26 

725 790 1,515 913 

180 808 988 30 
35 13 48 6 

353 406 759 69 

568 1,227 1,795 105 
1 2 3 
2 1 3 1 

1 I 
2 3 5 

1 1 
5 8 13 1 

1,298 2,025 3,323 1,019 

22 22 
1 1 
5 5 

14 12 

2 2 
18 14 
2 2 
2 J 
9 8 

62 66 
45 44 

18 18 
4 " 10 9 

439 "89 
31 31 
60 n 
30 33 

305 320 

15 15 
32 41 

1,009 1,210 
22 23 

9a1t 87" 

262 

3,323 3,323 

,,,,',... ~""'.- -,-",~,.-., ,.,-.' .... -""'.~-"'"""-~ ... "".~",~ 

Boys' Victor 
Montrose Village Cullen 

It 15 
20 131 5 
6 116 6 
9 227 1 
6 82 4 
9 60 1 
3 15 

6 
2 25 
5 23 3 

16 1 
6 I 

20 107 2 
19 
18' 
6 

1 13 
1 

78 36 

44 26 3 

208 947 27 

102 84 6lt 
5 10 2 

149 50 70 

256 144 136 

1 67 1 

1 

2 67 1 

466 1,158 l6lt 

...; .. ~_"',.> ...... ,.'":"~.~,.;..~; ... ~r'"'~.'~~,"-~" 



Age (years) 

under 10 years 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

11 

18 & over 

unknown 

Total 

TABLE 34 
ADMISSIONS TO "1A~YL;iND'S CHILDREN CHfERS 

BV AGE AND RACE - fISCAL 1973 

Maryland Children's Center Waxter Children's Center 

Caucasian Negro Other Total Caucasian Negro Other 

14 13 27 2 1 

16 8 24 5 1 

19 16 35 6 5 

28 50 2 80 30 8 

86 105 1 192 126 26 

115 164 1 280 294 68 1 

157 171 328 404 106 

104 87 2 193 415 92 3 

54 78 132 282 121 1 

1 5 6 12 6 

1 1 6 4 

594 697 . 7 1,298 1,582 438 5 

Total 

Total Caucasian Negro Other Total 

3 16 14 30 

6 21 9 30 

11 25 21 46 

38 58 58 2 118 

152 212 131 1 344 . 

363 409 232 2 643 

510 561 277 838 

510 519 179 5 703 

404 336 199 1 536 

18 13 11 24 

10 6 4 1 11 

2,025 2,176 1,135 12 3,323 
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The .services andfaciIities of the Maiyla~dState" IJepaJ,"tment of .' 
Re~lth and' Mental Hygiene" ate operated' on a .. non~dh;criminatoty 
basis. This. policy 'prohihitsdiscrimina tionon:the"basisof race,< color, 
sex, or national origin and applies. to theprpvisionofservic/!, use 
of'. facilities, opportunity . to participate; pra~tice of employment . and 

..... granting of : advantages,grivileges' alJd accomitl0dations. .' 




