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1993 wili be remembered for the many new beginnings which
occurred in the Juvenile Division of Common Pleas Court. On
January 1, 1993, Judge Michael B. Murphy officially took office.
Judge Arthur O. Fisher and Judge Michael B. Murphy will dually
serve as the judiciary for this Division.

The renovation of the Juvenile Court building at 303 W. Second
Street came to fruition in two different phases. In June of 1993,
units of Clerical Services and Legal Services were moved into
their completed areas on the first floor. The staff in these
departments had continued working in the Juvenile Court build-
ing during the construction period. These staff should receive
- accolades for their fortitude while working in these uncomfortable
. circumstances.

- The personnel that had been temporarily located outside the

- building during the renovation process moved back into 303 W.
" Second Street in December, 1993. These personnel should also be
f?écognized for the inconveniences encountered during this period.

The untimely deaths of a number of children as a result of abuse
nflicted in their home raised the consciousness of our commun-
As President of the Board of Commissioners of Montgomery
nty, Donna B. Moon established the Child Protection Task
e with the belief that “with all of us working together, we can
re the most efficient system possible for the welfare of our

”

ren.

venile Division continues to be challenged with the

1s task of protecting the community from delinquent acts
ed by our youth, while protecting our children

e been victims of abuse. Sadly, we continue to witness
elation of abused children becoming troubled

nts. i
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MISSION STATEMIENT

We are a Court of law dedicated to the task of uphold-
ing the Constitution of administering the laws of our land in
a just and equal manner. We must strive to provide individu-
alized justice for our children and protect our community,
carefully balancing the interests of both. We believe there
must be consequences for violation of the laws and tha
treatment begins with legal consequences. These con
quences are intended to teach one responsibility an:
accountability for their actions. Yet our goal is not to punis}
but to rehabilitate whenever rehabilitation can be effected
without endangering the community.

Goals:

We are a Juvenile Court and, although protecting children is S
everyone’s responsibility, we must be the catalyst in rallying
the entire community toward that end:

e Provide for the protection of the community
through just and speedy consequences,

s Protect the abandoned, neglected and abused and
to assess and seek treatment for children in need;

e Be sensitive and responsive to individual victims
and their families;

e Provide individualized justice for the offenders;

» Hold those accountable who fail to meet their
obligations as parents, guardians or custodians;

e Be aleader in the effective and cost-efficient utiliza-
tion of community resources for the treatment of
children and families;

¢ Demand high professional standards for ourselves
and make every effort possible to demand the
same standards from other government agencies
and service providers.

We must pursue these goals vigorously and honestly with
the utmost respect for the rights of all our citizens. ]




Referral

l

! Referrals are indicative of incident referrals not number of youth.
(Example: One child may have been involved in three incidents or referrals ).
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REFERRALS BY LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY

DEPARTMENT MALE FEMALE TOTAL
SHERIFF 465 131 596
DAYTON 2254 567 2821
STATE PATROL 10 6 16
KETTERING 338 136 474
BROOKVILLE 25 24 49
BUTLER TWP. 6 5 11
CENTERVILLE 199 55 254
CLAY TWP. 11 4 15
ENGLEWQOOD 118 18 136
FARMERSVILLE 4 1 5
GERMAN TWP. 6 1 7
HUBER HEIGHTS 336 126 462
GERMANTOWN 45 8 53
JEFFERSON TWP. 13 2 15
MAD RIVER TWP. 131 48 179
MADISON TWP. 287 101 388
MIAMI TWP. 219 165 384
MORAINE 72 6 78
MIAMISBURG 216 76 292
NEW LEBANON 41 8 49
OAKWOOD 37 9 46
PERRY TWP. 10 5 15
PHILLIPSBURG 0 0 0
RANDOLPH TWP, 26 5 31
RIVERSIDE 7 0 7
TROTWOOD 310 141 451
UNION 25 6 31
VANDALIA 173 34 207
WEST CARROLTON 156 32 188
TOTALS 5510 1720 7260




SCHOOL ATTENDING BY TYPE OF REFERRAL

Dayton City Schools DELINQUENCY UNRULY Dayton City Schools DELINQUENCY UNRULY
MALE  FEMALE MALE  FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE
HIGH SCHOOLS NEW LEBANON SCHOOLS (cont )
Belmant 315 84 23 34 New tebanon Middle Schoal 1 0
Dunbar 141 48 12 15 New Lebanon Elem. School O 0 0 0
Meadowdale 223 74 14 35
Patterscn 204 49 17 29 -
Cotonel White el 1 22 NORTHMONT SCHOOLS
Northrriont ~igh School ae g 29 13
Northmont Jr. High Schoo! 16 7 9 5
INTERMEDIATE SCHOOLS Englewaod Elementary School 0 0 0 G
Fairport 69 34 12 19 Englewood Hills Elementary 1 0 0 0
Fairview 1563 19 17 25 Northmoaor Elementary Schoal 1 0 0 0
F.C. MacFarlane 110 14 " 12 Northwood Flementary School 0 0 0 0
Kiser 133 42 1" 13 O R. Edgington Elem. School 1 0 a 0
Roth 119 54 19 " Union Elementary Schoot o 0 0 o
Stvers 50 24 4 19 Philipsburg Elementary O 0 o 0
Wilbur Wright 158 31 24 26
CATHOLIC SCHOOLS
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS Archbiskop Alter High School 5 5 0 0
Allen 3 3 ¢ O Jokin Caroil High Schaol 5 1 0 0
Belle Haven 13 12 2 5 Chaminade Julienne High
E J Brown 5 3 1 0 Schaol 15 1 0 e
FG Carlson 3 5 0 1 Ascension Elementary School 0 0 0 0
Cleveland 34 G 4 2 Bishop-Leibold Elern. School o] 0 0 ¢
Cornell Heighits 2 2 2 0 Corpus Christ Elem. School ¢] 0 s} 0
Eastrmont 9 ¢ #] 6] Dayton Cathaolic Elem. School 0 0 0 0
Edison 23 4 3 3 Holy Family Elementary School 0 4] 0 1
Fairview 0 1 3 0 Holy Angeles 0 0 0 0
Franklin 2 3 o 2 Immaculate Conception ’
Hickorydale Primary (o] 1 i 0 Elementary School 3 2 8] 0
Jane Adame, 9 1 2 o] Incarnation Etem. School 0 0 8] 0
Jatferson 12 1 1 2 Our Lady of Mercy
Kemp 5 5 3 1 Elementary School 0 0 G 1
Lincaln 12 1 o 0 Our Lady of The Rosary
Charles L. Loos 1 2 0 2 Elementary Schoot G 0 1 0
feadowdaie & A 0 o] Precious Blood Elem. Schinol 8] 0 1 Q
Miami Chapel 5 3 O 1 Queen of Martyrs Elem. School 0 a o] o]
McGufifey 1" 1 0 0 Resurrection Elem. School 0 1 o] 4
MeNary 5 ¢ 0 9] St. Albert The Great
Patterson Kennedy 27 2 H 0 Elementary School 0 O Q
Residence Park a 2 1 0 St Anthony Elem. School a 1 O
Residence bark Primary 1 1 0 §] St. Charles Borromeo
Ruskin, 10 1 0 1 Elementary Scheol 0 s} 0 0
van Cleve 10 2 4 2 St Christopher Elem. Schoal 0] 6] 0 o]
Webster : 4 1 1 St. Helen Elementary School 0 0 0 0
Whittier 33 2 3 0 St. Peter Elementary Schocil 0 ¢ 0
Wogaman 10 2 1 2 St. Rita Elernentary Schoo! 0 0 0
Orville Wright 11 1 2 O
Valene 7 2 0 o]
Louise Trey q 0 0 0 CENTERVILLE SCHOOLS
Centerville High School 155 34 36 37
Magsig Middle School 8] 0 o] 0
SPECIAL CENTERS-PROGRAMS Tower tign Mddie Sohoci 5 0 2 0
S Grart Elementary 8 0 ! 0 H.E. Watls Middle School 2 6 0 1
Grace A. Gresne Vocational Cline Elementary School 17 0 0 0
Center 81 23 6 2 Ida Weller Elemeritary Schuot 0 0 0 0
Longfeliow Center 342 35 2z " Normandy Elemantary Schoo! 1 0 0 0
Gorman School for the W.A. Driscol Elern. Schiootl 4 0 ] 0
Handicapped 0 0 0 0 John Hole Elementary Schoot 0 0 0 0
C.C. Stingly Etementary School 0 o o 0
BROOKVILLE SCHOOLS Centerville Kindergarten
Brockville High Soncod 2 9 10 vilage o 0 o 0
Brookville Middle School Ej 12 & 3
Westbrock Elementary Schacl 0 o] 0 2 HUBER HEIGHTS SCHOOQOLS
Brookvile Elementary Schoo! ¢] 0 0 0 Wayne Twp. High Schog! 34 16 13 13
Studebaker Jr. High Schoo 49 20 1 23
NEW LEBANON SCHQOLS Weisenborn Jr. High Scheol 23 6 13 16
Dixie High School 3 11 6 6 Kittyhawk Eiementary Schoot 0 0 0 0




SCHOOL ATTENDING BY TYPE OF REFERRAL

Dayton City Schools = DELINQUENCY  UNRULY Dayton City Schools  DELINQUENCY = UNRULY
SIALE S FEPAALE MALE FEMALE FIALT TEMALY MAALL PEMIALE
HUBER HEIGHTS SCHOOLS (cont.} MIAMISBURG SCHOOLS
Menlo Park Elementary School 3 0 0 0 Miamisburg High School 68 15 9 7
.| Monticello Elementary Schoo! 10 0 2 0 Neff Schoo! 5 7 0 4
't Rushmore Eiementary School 0 0 0 0 Anna K. Wantz Middie School 39 23 11 14
Shenadoah Elementary Schoo! 0 0 0 0 Laveta M. Bauer Elem. School 0 0 0 0
Titus Elementary School 1 0 0 0 Kinder Elementary School 4 0 0 0
Vaitey Forge Elementary School 0 1 0 0 Motind Elementary School 0 0 1 0
H.V. Bear Elementary Schoo! 0 0 0 0
VALLEY VIEW SCHOOLS Mark Twain Elementary Schoo! 0 1 0 0
Valley View High School 46 9 3 1
Valley View Middle School 0 0 0 0 CAKWOOD SCHOOLS
Germantown Middle Scheol 14 ¢] 3 3 Oakwood High School 15 3 i 1
Germantown Elementary School 6 0 0 0 Oakwood Jr. High School 2 0 0 0
Timberlane Elementary School 1 0 0 0 Harman Avenue Elem. School 0 0 0 0
Farmersville Elementary School 0 0 0 0 Edwin S. Smith Elem. School 0 0 0 1
NORTHRIDGE HIGH SCHOOL VANDALIA SCHOOLS
Northridge High School 58 10 8 8 e
Esther Dennis Middie School 5 3 6 2 ot e Lt aehool oy 2 ¥
Grafton Kennedy Elem. Schoot 0 0 o] 0 Smith Jr. High School 2 2 0 5
John H. Marrison Elem. Scheo! 0 0 c 0 Demitt Elementary School a 0 0 0
Murlin Elementary Schooi 0 0 0 0
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOLS Helke Elementary School 0 0 0 0
Jefferson High School 16 9 1 3 Vandalia Elementary School 0 0 0 0
Radcliff Heights Elem. School 10 3 2 0
Blairwood Efementary School 0 0 0 0 WEST CABRROLLTON SCHOOLS
Jefferson Elementary School 0 0 0 0 West Carroliton High Schoo! 122 19 13 17
) West Carroliton Jr. High School 49 16 25 16
MAD RIVER TOWNSHIP SCHOCLS Holliday Elementary School 0 0 0 0
Walter E. Stebbins High School 49 8 16 9 Nicholas Elementary School 0 0 0 0
Mad River Middie Schoo! 2 1 2 o] Harold E. Schneli Elementary 0 1 0 2
Spinning Hills Middle School 38 9 13 10 Russell Elementary School 1 0 2 0
Saville Elementary Schaoi 1 0 0 0 Shade Elementary School 3 3 1 0
V. Stevenson Elementary School 0 0 0 0
Severly Gardens Blementary o o MONTGOMERY COUNTY JOINT VOCATIONAL
Brantwood E'ementary School 0 0 0 1 SCHOOLS
Montgomery County Joint
MADISON TOWNSHIP SCHOOLS Vocational School 218 8 0
Trotwood-Madison High School 220 40 26 43
Trotwacd-Madison Jr. High OTHER PRIVATE SCHOOLS
School B3 20 14 28 Dayton Christian High School 0 1 1 1
Madison Park Elem. Schooi 0 o] o} 3 Dayton Christian Elementary
Clive Hiil Elemertary Schoo! 7 0 1 0 School 0 0 0 0
Shilchview Elementary Schou! 6 3 2 1 Hillel Academy 0 0 0 0
Townview Elementary School 4 0 1 0 Spring Valley Academy 71 14 6 5
Westbrook Viliage Elem. School 2 2 1 0 Center City Schoo's, Inc. 0 1 0 0
The Learning Experience 0 0 0
KETTERING SCHOOLS
Fairmont High School 1N 19 25 22 OTHER
Kettering Jr. High Schooi 94 33 31 30
Indian Riffle Jr. High Sciicol o 0 0o 0 Ousof Gounty = 2
Van Buren Jr. High School 83 12 15 i7 High Schoo! Graduate 6 2 0 0
Beaverton Elementary Not Attending School 200 78 27 20
Sehool ! 2 °o 90 No School 7 2 5 0
Greenmont Elem School 2 1 2 0
J.F. Kennedy Elem. Schao! 3 0 0 0
Orchard Park Elem. School 0 o} 0 0
J. E. Prass Elementary Schont 0 0 0 0
Southda'e Elementary School G 0 0 o] TOTALS 6292 1597 861 895
Oakview Elementary School 1 0 o] 0 VIALE/FEMALE
Moraine Meadows Elementary
School 0 0 0 0 GRAND TOTALS 7889 1756




Reterrals are indicative of incident referrals not number of youth.
{ Example: One clild may have been involved in three incidents or referrals ).




- COMPLAINTS ON CHILDREN

The Juvenile Court is charged with the responsibility of handling
cases of delinquent and unruly children as well as those charged
with traffic violations. The Court must also make judicial deter-
mination relating to dependent, neglected and abused children.

BOYS GIRLS TOTALS
DELINQUENCY 6286 1594 7880
UNRULY 872 915 1787
TRAFFIC 6397
DEPENDENCY 422 389 811
SPECIAL SERVICES 1603 1261 2864
ABUSED 22 29 51
NEGLECT 69 44 113
TOTALS 9274 4232 199063

UNRULY CHILD

As used in sections 2151.01 to 2151.54, inclusive, of the Revised Code,
“Unruly child” includes any chiid:

A. Who does not subject himself to the reasonable control of his parents,
teachers, guardian, or custodian, by reason of being wayward or habit-
uallydisobedient;

B. Who is a habitual truant from home or school,;

C. Who so deports himself as to inju‘re or endanger the health or morals of
himself or others;

D. Who attempts to enter the marriage relation in ainy state without the
consent of his parents, custodian, legal guardian, or other legal authority;

E. Who is found in a disreputable place, visits or patronizes a place pro-
hibited by law, or associates with vagrant, vicious, criminal, notorious,
or immoral persons;

F. Who engages in an occupation prohibited by law, or is in a situation
dangerous to life or limb or injurious to the health or morals of himself
or others;

G. Who has violated a law applicable only to a child.




FAMILY STATUS OF UNRULY YOUTH BY RACE AND SEX

BLACK YVHITE OTHER UNKNOWN TOTAL GRAND

R Lo L R B IREEN
BOTH PARENTS 17 17 "1 97 1 12 18 141 133 274
MOTHEF ONLY 131 122 227 215 L 39 50 398 388 786
FATHER ONLY 27 45 40 0 0 77 64 84 118
MOTHER & STEPFATHER 3 1 22 13 0 0 1 26 15 41
FATHER & STEPMOTHER 3 1 3 3 c 0. 0 0 6 4 10
FOSTER PARENT OR RELATIVE 15 16 12 19 0 0 3 4 30 39 69
GUARDIAN 8 16 6 10 0 © 10 3 24 29 53
OTHER 10 3 5 4 0 0 12 16 9 25
TOTAL 199 183 431 4 2 2 73 85 705 671 1376

UNRULY REFERRALS BY AGE AND SEX

REFERRAL REASONS 11 & UNDER 12-13 14-15 16 & OVER TOTAL GRAND
B ok R M nod TOTAL
TRUANCY 14 6 592 60 110 119 70 £9 253 244 447
RUNAWAY 23 6 74 83 126 238 117 130 340 457 797
UNGOVERNABLE 20 8 €64 40 84 83 89 66 227 197 424
?gwﬂ%gﬂ\és INJURIOUS 0 0 g 0© 0 O 1 0 1 0 1
OTHER UNRULY BEHAVIOR 10 5 3 2 6 23 8 51 17 68
TOTAL 58 20 202 186 342 446 270 263 872 915 1787

UNRULY REFERRALS BY RACE

BLACK WHITE OTHER UNKNOWN TOTAL

TRUANCY

HABITUAL TRUANCY 138 168 2 79 387

SPECIAL TRUANCY REFERAL

(SATURDAY SCHOOL) 8 88 0 14 110
TRUANCY SUBTQOTAL 146 256 2 93 497
RUNAWAY

NON-RESIDENT RUNAWAY 10 19 Q 1 30

RUNAWAY 224 481 3 59 767
RUNAWAY SUBTCTAL 234 500 3 60 797
UNGOVERNABLE

UNGOVERNABLE 103 285 0 36 424

INCORRIGIBLE AT SCHOOL G 0 0 0 0
UNGOVERNABLE SUBTOTAL 103 285 0 36 424
CONDITIONS INJURIOUS TO MORALS g 1 0 0 1
OTHER UNRULY BEHAVIOR

CURFEW 5 59 1 3 68

OTHER UNRULY BEHAVIOR 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER UNRULY BEHAVIOR SUBTOTAL 5 59 1 3 68

TOTAL 488 1101 6 192 1787




- JUDICIAL DISPOSITIONS IN UNRULY COMPLAINTS

. ORDERED:

o Adjusteéd-Admonished .. ... oo P e 66
~Application Rights or License Suspended. ........ e e e e e e 6
LoooCommunity Service. . ... . e e e e e e e e 0
- Conforming Order................. e e e e e e e 0
Courtesy Supervision....... P e e e e 0
Dismissed ............ I e 22
Dismissed Without Prejudice . ... . o i i e e e 191
Fine/Costs ...ttt e e e e e e e 7
Information Only/Ten Years or Younger............. O 0
Ordered to Attend Regular/Saturday School ... ... e e e 260
Other Disposition........ e e e e e U P |
Other Restitution ............ e e e e e e e e e e i e e 2
Support Ordered. . .... e e e e e e e R -
Termination of SUPPOrt. ... . i i i e e 0
Transferred to Other Court. ... . . i i i i i i e e e e 6
DY S . e e e e e ()
Suspended DYS.............. et e e 0
DYS Discharge............... e e e e i e e 1
COMMITMENT:
Juvenile Correction Center .. .. .ottt it i i i i e i e 6
ReturnedtoDYS ............... e e e et e e e e 0
PLACEMENT:
Custody Permanent ...... e e e e e 6
LOR0E] {oTa o I 1o 0o} - 2 S e e 1
Foster Home Placement.................. e e e e ]
Foster Home Temporary .. ov et it it it ettt e et et e e eaaann NN
LegalCustody ..............cciviint. e e e e e e i 0
Long Term FOster Care, . oot i ettt e it ettt e et et et e e et .. 0
Other Public Institution.......................... e et e e e 1
Private Agency or Institution ........ e e e e e e e e 1
Termination of Legal Custody........... e e e e e e 0
Termination of Long Term FosterCare . ............oiviiiniinn.... e e .0
Termination of Placement . . ... b e e e e e e e e e e e e e 1
Termination of Temporary Custody. ............ e e e e e .. 0
TREATMENT:
Probation. . .. e e e e e R 248
Continued Probation .............. ... .. .. oou. .. e e e e 1
CoUNS BTG . ¢ vttt it e e e e e 151
Diversion Alternatives for Youth ........ e e e e e e e 29
FCAP ........... e e e e e e e .27
FIAT L e e e e e ey 8
PEP.............. e e e e e e e e e e e e 6
ECSP......cooeviiivin. e e e e e e e e e e e et e R 0
RAP. ... et e e e et e e e 25
Released from Probation.............. e e e e e . 75
Submit to Chemical Abuse Program......................... e e e e e e 2
PSYCHE ................ et e e e e e e e e e e et e 4
BB e e e e et BN
SOAP........... Y S e e e 0

The above table represents the principal, unduplicated count of dispositions and does not
include combinations of others or other requirements such as the withholding of a driver’s
license when probation is extended, payment of damages, change in custody plus supervision.




NON-JUDICIAL DISPOSITIONS IN UNROLY 1

ORDERED:

Adjusted-Admonished........... AP P e 59
ComInURILY SEFVICE . . i ittt e e e e 0
ConforInIng Order . oo i e e e e e e e i e e 0
Dismissed ................. e e e e e e e 2
Dismissed Without Prejudice. . . . i i i i i it e e e i 266
Costs ..ot P 0
Information Only/Ten Years 07 YOUNger ..o oo it es ettt it ee e it iennans 6
Ordered to Attend Regular/Saturday School ... ... ..o o oot e e 1
Other DIsposItION. . .. i i i i et i i e e 0
OtherRestitution........... oo i, e e e 0
Protective Supervision ................ e e e e e 0
A U0 (0 2 T O RN 0
Transferred to Other Court .. ... .. i e i e 0
TREATMENT:

COUNS NI .« .ot i e e e e e e e e e e e bl
Diversion Alternatives for Youth............ A e e 668
B A P e e e e e e e e 0
AT e e e e e e e 0
PP L e e e e e e e e e 0
ECSP. . i e e e e e B 0
RA P . L e e e e e e e e e e 8
Submit to Chemical Abuse Plogram .......................... e e .. 0
PSYCHE...... L e e e e e e e e e e RN 0
BB e e e e e e e e 0
SOAP ...l e PN e 0

Non-judicial dispositions are made by the Referees in case review as distinguished from the
court adjudication and others in judicial cases. While non-judicial dispositions often involve
cooperative planning and action between complaints, parents, chiidren and Coust ofhcxals, in
most cases the latter suggested the procedures and conditions to be followed




DELINQUENT CHILD

As used in sections 2151.01 to 2151.54, inclusive, of the

Revised Code, “delinquent child” includes any child:

A. Who violates any law of this state, the United States,
or any ordinance or regulation of a political subdivision
of the state, which would be a crime if committed by

an adult, except as provided in section 2151.02 of the
Revised Code;

B. Who violates any lawful order of the court made under

this chapter.

FAMILY STATUS OF DELINQUENT YOUTH

BY RACE AND SEX

BLACK WHITE OTHER UNKNOWN  TOTAL GRAND

MoOF MoF MoOF MoF Ao TOTAL
BOTH PARENTS 102 40 510 142 3 1 17 15 632 198 830
MOTHER ONLY 741 279 875 265 10 46 24 1463 568 2031
FATHER ONLY 72 17 186 39 0o 0 17 5 275 61 336
MOTHER & STEPFATHER 22 8 77 18 10 0 100 27 127
FATHER & STEPMOTHER 4 1 14 4 0 0 0 0 18 5 23
FOSTER PARENT OR RELATIVE 111 37 61 19 0 0 6 4 178 60 238
GUARDIAN 72 31 27 13 0 0 9 9 108 53 161
OTHER 46 33 41 23 0 0 8 2 95 58 153
TOTAL 1170446 1591 523 5 1 103 60 2869 1030 3899




DELINQUENCY REFERRALS BY AGE AND SEX

REFERRAL REASON 11 & UNDER  12-13 14-15 16 & OVER  TOTAL GRAND
AN I R B R i
HOMICIDE 0 o 0 0O 5 0 15 4 20 4 24
ASSAULT & MENACING 77 133 44 258 67 304 100 772 233 1005
KIDNAPPING & EXTORTION 0 0 0 3 0 3 1 6 1 7
SEX OFFENSES 12 15 0 49 5 32 3 108 8 116
ARSON & RELATED OFFENSES 53 14 103 2 203 34 207 23 566 94 660
ROBBERY. BURGLARY & TRESPASSING 43 3 152 25 310 34 374 39 879 101 980
THEFT & FRAUD 100 328 102 692 218 778 218 1899 557 2456
GAMBLING 0 G 0 0 O 0 0 0 © 0
AGAINST PUBLIC PEACE 8 27 10 77 20 132 27 244 60 304
AGAINST FAMILY 1 i4 10 56 43 65 24 136 80 216
AGAINST JUSTICE & PUBLIC
ADMINISTRATION 0 13 2 7 10 63 24 103 36 139
WEAPONS CONTROL 3 1 26 0 64 2 105 16 198 13 211
DRUG OFFENSES 2 0 12 5 81 4 101 10 196 19 215
FEDERAL OFFENSES 0 © 0 0 0 0 (VR 0
LOCAL ORDINANCES 1 0 e 25 8 24 "9 10 69
VIOLATION OF COURT ORDER 8 3 97 &7 394 164 356 &7 ub5 311 1166
OTHER DELINQUENCY 4 0 19 i1 4 38 11 64 24 88
LIQUOR VIOLATION c 0 3 i3 10 101 28 116 41 157
FLEEING & ELUDING 0 0 0 22 2 34 0 65 2 67
TOTAL DELINQUENCY 312 952 280 2290 625 2732 611 6286 1594 7880
DELINQUENCY REFERRALS BY RACE
REFERRAL REASON BLACK WHITE OTHER  UNKNOWN TOTAL
HOMICIDE 22 2 0 0 24
ASSAULT & MENACING 560 428 3 14 1005
KIDMAPPING & EXTORTICN g 1 0 7
SEXUAL OFFENSES 50 62 0 116
ARSON & RELATED OFFENSES 201 440 0 19 660
ROBBERY. BURGLARY & TRESPASSING 426 535 e 19 980
THEFT & FRAUD 1113 1268 5 70 2456
GAMBLING 0 0 0 0 0
AGAINST PUBLIC PEACE 125 164 0 15 304
AGAINST FAMILY 75 137 0 4 216
AGAINST JUSTICE & PUBLIC ADMIN 86 45 0 8 139
WEAPONS CONTROL 126 79 0 6 211
DRUG OFFENSES 128 81 0 6 215
FEDERAL OFFENSES 0 0 0 0 0
LOCAL ORDINANCES 39 27 0 3 69
VIGLATION OF COURT ORDER 532 570 0 64 1166
OTHER DELINQUENCY 19 66 G 3 88
LIQUOR VIOLATION 7 139 1 10 1567
FLEEING & ELUDING 36 28 1 2 67
TOTAL 3551 4072 10 247 7880
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n Rights or License Suspended. .. ... i e e 112

DY SO VI, L ottt e e 81
BHIOIMING OFder. L . oot e e e e e e 0
QUL LS SUP I VISION . . o ot vttt ettt ettt e et et e e e e e e e e e e e e e 1

SIS S . . oot e e e e e e e e 747
Dismissed Without Prejudice . ... .o i i i i e i et et et e 1299
B DUR I eI, . . oo e e e e e e 3
0 T L 007 - PP 236
Information Only/Ten Years of YOoUnger .. .. ..ottt i i et et 1
Ordered to Attend Regular/Saturday . . ..o ovv it e i it e e it et et e e 6
Other DispOSItIOn . . .. i i i e e e e e e e e e 172
Other Restitution .. ..o i e e e e e e 602
Protective SUPeIVISION. L ... e e e e e 0
RS Ut O . L . e e e e e 602
SUPPOIT Ordered. . . oot e e e e e e e 7
Termination of Protective Supervision . ... ... i i i e e 0
Termination Of SUPDOIt . ... o i e 5
Transferred to Other Court. ... i i i i i it e it et e 252
Transferred 10 Adult CoUrt ... ..ot i i e it e et e e e e 82
COMMITMENT:

Department of Youth Services (DY S). .. oot e i e e e e 219
DY S DisCharged. . .. o e e e e e e e e 34
Juvenile Correctional Center. . ... it it i e et et e e et e 383
Suspended CommMUEIMENt . .. ...ttt i it e e st ettt e e e 592
Returned t0 DY S . . L e e e 32
PLACEMENT:

Custody Permanent. . ...t i i i it e e e e e e e 1y
AR 0 Ta <3 o) o) - 2O OO 17
Foster Home Temporary . ..ot i i i e e e et ettt et e e e e et e e 1
Legal Custody . ...t e e e et 4
Long Term FOster Care . ... .. i e it e e et et ettt et it s 0
Private Agency or Institution .. ..... ... . i e e e 38
Termination of Legal Custody . ... oot i i e e e e e 0
Termination of Long Term Foster Care. . ... .. ottt it e e e et e aas 0
Termination Of Placement. .. ...t i i it e e e e e et e e 8
Termination of Temporary Custody .. ... ..ot i e et ettt e 7
TREATMENT:

Probation for Investigation . .. ... .. i e 2373
Continued Probation .. ... . it i e e e e 346
Diversion Alternatives for Youth ... ... . i i e e 16
L0000 1= = GO 477
Y A 282
Sy 61
8 0 O P 7
Probation for SUPervISIOn . . .. ...t e e 952
R P L e e e e e e et e 12
Released from Probation. ... ... i i i i i i e i e e e e 495
Submit to Chemical Abuse Program . ...... ... . i i i e i e i 23
X P 28
Psychological ASSESSITIENT .. ...\ttt it e e et it e e 69
Sexual Offender Assessment Program. ... ...outior ittt it e cie ittt anns 29

The above table represents the principal, unduplicated count of disposition and does not include
combinations of orders or other requirement such as the withholding of a driver’s license when
probation is extended, payment of damages, change in custody plus supervision.




NON-JUDICIAL DISPOSITIONS IN DELINQUENT COMPLAINTS

ORDERED:

Adjusted-Admonished . ... ..o 751
CommuUnIty SEIVICE ...ttt e e 0
Conforming Order ... ... .. i 0
DIsmISSed . . e e 11
Dismissed Without Prejudice ....... .. o e e 1321
Information Only/Ten Years or YOUNZer. . ... ..ottt i 86
Other RestitUution . . ... ... e e e 0
RSt UtION . . oo 2
TREATMENT:

Probation for Investigation. . ... . . . 19
Continued Probation ... ... 0
Counseling. .. ..o 0
Diversion Alternative for Youth . ... o 8
O AP . 0
I AT L 0
PR L 0
D 20
Submit to Chemical Abuse Programt .. ...ttt et e 0

Non-Judicial dispositions are made by the Referees in case reviews das distinguished. froni

court adjudication and others in judicial cases. While non-judicial dispcsitions ¢ '
cooperative planning and action between complaints, parents, children and Cou
most cases the latter suggested the procedures and conditions fto be followed, ;




- MOTIONS TO TRANSFER TO ADULT COURT

SINDOVERS FILED
1993 34
1992 17
1991 38
1990 18
1989 16
1988 20
1987 18
1986 21

[ QU

GRANTED

DENIED OR

WITHDRAWN

o ~Ul~E TN

14
9
21
4
9
15
11
13

*THESE MOTIONS ARE INITIATED BY THE PROSECUTORS OFFICE.

JUVENILE TRAFFIC OFFENDER

Section 2151.021 ORC defines the Juvenile Traffic Offender as “a child who vio-
lates any traffic law, traffic ordinance, or traffic regulation of this State, the Uni*ed
States, or any political subdivision of this State, other than a resolution, ordinance
or regulation of a political subdivision of this State the violation of which is
required to be handled by a parking violations bureau or a joint parking viola-
tions bureau pursuant to Chapter 4521 or the Revised Code.”

REFERRALS
i
MONTH : NEW TRANSFER TOTAL
January 319 26 345
February 455 35 490
March 411 26 437
April 447 57 504
May 314 43 357
June 346 74 420
July 413 50 463
August 635 33 668
September 685 84 769
October 512 21 533
November 577 26 603
December 719 89 808
TOTAL TRAFFIC REFERRALS 6397




COMPLAINTS ON ADULTS

The Court has jurisdiction to determine the custody and parentage of
a child and to handle actions against adults charged with violations
relating to children.

PARENTAGE COMPLAINTS

Parentage action is initiated by the filing of a complaint: 1) by the mother against
the alleged father; or 2) by the alleged father against the mother.

These complaints are generally for the purpose of child support. Aid to
Dependent Children (ADC) may require their claimants to initiate Parentage action
in order to qualify to receive ADC support. The alleged fathers may file for the
purpose of visitation rights or custody.

PARENTAGE REFERRALS *
NEW CASES FILED CASES TRANSFERRED TOTAL
IN, REACTIVATED
OR REDISIGNATED
JANUARY 273 0 273
FEBRUARY 284 0 284
MARCH 240 0 240
APRIL 300 0 300
MAY 276 0 276
JUNE 416 0 416
JULY 281 2 233
AUGUST 242 2 244
SEPTEMBER 179 2 181
OCTOBER 98 0 98
NOVEMBER 105 14 119
DECEMBER 112 0 112
TOTALS 2806 20

* Case count is based upon statistics provided to Ohio Supreme Court. Star.
fall of 1993, the calculation of statistics changed from counting families to
child in the case.




 SUPPORT COMPLAINTS

s 8 Support complaints generally involve one of three types of cases:

1. Parentage Cases
2. Parents who have separated but not divorced and the mothers have filed
for ADC.
3. Children who have been legitimized in Probate Court and have then filed
and application for support.
The purpose of these civil proceedings is to determine the reason for failure to pay
child support and if the defendant is in contempt of Court.

SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT/MODIFICATION REFERRALS *

! NEW CASES FILED CASES TRANSFERRED TOTAL

! N REACTIVATED

‘ OR BEDESIGNATED
JANUARY 35 84 119
FEBRUARY 36 62 98
MARCH 95 78 173
APRIL 57 55 112
MAY 55 63 118
JUNE 60 68 128
JULY 31 22 , 53
AUGUST 39 153 192
SEPTEMBER 32 76 108
OCTOBER 49 62 111
NOVEMBER 28 81 109
DECEMBER 29 52 81
TOTALS 546 856 1402

* Case count is based upon statistics provided to Ohio Supreme Court. Starting in the fall of 1993,
the calculation of statistics changed from counting families to counting each child in the case.

URFASA REFERRALS *
NEW CASES FILED CASES TRANSFERRED TOTAL
IN, REACTIVATED
OR REDESIGNATED
JANUARY 40 29 69
FEBRUARY 80 0 80
MARCH 15 42 57
APRIL 37 24 61
MAY 34 1 45
JUNE 32 30 62
JULY 11 4 15
AUGUST 15 19 34
SEPTEMBER 24 21 45
OCTOBER 31 44 75
NOVEMBER 10 83 93
DECEMBER 26 32 58
TOTAL 355 339 694

* Case count is based upon statistics provided to Ohio Supreme Court. Starting in the fall of 1993,
the calculation of statistics changed from  ounting families to counting each child in the case.




ADULT PROBATION

The Adult Probation Dept. of the Juvenile Court is responsible for all =
adult cases involving an adult in an offense against a juvenile or with af “
juvenile. This could include such things as incest physical abuse $exua

abuse, neglect, contributing to unruliness, etc.

Following a plea of guilty or a finding of guilty, a pre-sentence inve
tion is conducted by this department which is subsequently used in tt
sentencing of the defendant. Should the defendant be placed on pr _
tion as part of their sentence, they are supervised through this depart- =
ment. This includes the monitoring of such areas as mental health coun—‘_ .

seling, community service, their cooperation with necessary agenaes_ £
and any special terms felt necessary by the Court. G

The Incest Diversion Program allows a defendant, after being evaluated,
to enter a plea of guilty to the incest charge and enter into mental health
counseling both on an individual and group level. Also available is cou
seling for the victim and the other program, the defendant is require
perform 150 hours of community service. If at the end of his counseling
the minimum of which is approximately 18 months, he has successfully
completed the program, his record is sealed and all charges dismissed. = -
Should he not follow through with his program at any time, he is -
returned to court, entered into the regular criminal system and placed =
on probation. ;

The Adult Probation Dept. also plays an active roll in the attempts by
the various school districts to see to it that the children in their areas
attend school as prescribed by law. A program has been established
whereby the parents of any child not attending school regularly are
requested to attend a meeting to discus: the problem. At these meet-
ings, in addition to the parent/parents, a representative of the referring
school district is present to present the problem as seen by the school.
These meetings have been very successful in resolving the problem,
thus avoiding criminal charges against the parent,

In addition, this department is available to students of the various
Universities and Colleges as well as High School students of the area to
provide information on the subject of Sexual Abuse, Physical Abuse and
Neglect.




(o] T (0 F: 12 (s O 51

Engaging in Sexual Conduct witha Minor. ... . i i e 5
Encouraging Delinquency . . ..o i i e e e e e e e 0
TOTAL 173

FIne And CoStS. . .t et i e e e e e e 2
SUSPENAEd SO I e . .ttt ettt it e e e e e e e 0
Suspended Sentence and Probation ... ... i i i e 63
AdJUSTEd Lo e e e e e 46
Sentenced to InstitUtIONS ... . i i e e e e e e e 4

NeW Probation Cases. .. ..ot i i ettt e i e e e e e e 63
Probation Completerd ... .. i i e e e e e 21
Probation Revoked. . ... e e e e e 2
Active at End 0f Year . . ..o i e e e e e 122

New Referrals . . o it e e e e e e s 2
Completed PrOgraml. . oo v ottt et et i te e e et e e 1
REVOKEA. L e e e e e e 0
Active at End Of Year . . . ..o e e e e 23
Parent/Schoo]l ConferaNCES. . . oottt e i et e e e e e e e e i e 103
Criminal Charges Against Parent For Child’s Truancy ..........o vttt iiiea e, 69
Parents Placed on Probation ... ... i e e e e e 16
Parents Completing Probation . .. ... . o i i i i i st e i 0
Forensic Referrals .. o e e e e 8

DU GRS L o . L i e e e e i e 7




DEPENDENT CHILD

Section 2151.04 (AD 1 & 2)

A. A child who is homeless or destitute or without proper care or support
through no fault of his parental-guardian or custodian.

B. Who lacks proper care or support by reason of the mental or physical
conditions of his parent-guardian or custodian.

C. Whose conditions or environment is such, as to warrant the state, in the
interests of the child, in assuming his guardianship in that (state reason).

D-1. Who is residing in a household in which a parent-guardian-custodian or
other member of the household has abused or neglected a sibling of the
child, or

D-2. Because of the circumstances and other conditions in the household, the
child is in danger of being abused or neglected by the parent-guardian-
custodian or other member of the household.

NEGLECTED CHILD

Section 2151.03 (A-D)

A. A child who has been abandoned by his parent-guardian or custodian.

B.  Who lacks proper parental care because of the faults and habits of his
parent-guardian or custodian.

C. Parent-guardian or custodian neglects or refuses to provide the child
with proper or necessary substance, education, medical or surgical care,
or other care necessary for the child’s health, morals or well-being.

D. Parent-guardian or custodian neglects or refuses to provide special
care made necessary by his/her mental condition.

ABUSED CHILD

Section 2151.031 (A-D)

A.

A child who is the victim of sexual activity (sexual conduct or contact
or both) where such acts would constitute an offense.

Who is endangered - conditions create a substantial risk to the health
and safety of the child.

Exhibits evidence of any injury inflicted other than by accidental means,
or exhibits an injury which is at variance with the history given.

Because of the acts or omissions of his parent, guardian or custod
suffers physical or mental injury that harms or threatens the ¢
health or welfare.




 SPECIAL SERVICE

The term “Special Services” pertains to malters brought before the
Court which ordinarilly do not involve offenses. These matters
include various types of motions, record expungements, writs, and
certifications from other courts.

DEPENDENCY, NEGLECT, ABUSE AND SPECIAL SERVICE

REFERRALS BY AGE AND SEX

REFERRAL REASONS 11 & UNDER 12-13 1;1-15 16r& OVER TOTA’L GRAND

B S AR A N T
ABUSED CHILD 20 17 0 d 18 1A 22 29 51
LACK OF CARE OR SUPPORT 423 348 28 3t 26 29 14 25 491 433 924
cusToDY 81 72 12 13 14 16 8 8 115 109 224
MARRIAGE g 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 1 3
OTHER SPECIAL SERVICE 7 8 2 2 4 0 5 1 18 1 29

TOTAL 531 445 42 49 45 54 30 35 648 583 1231




JUDICIAL DISPOSITIONS IN DEPENDENCY-NEGLECT COMPLAINTS

ORDERED:

Adjusted-Admonished . ... ... .. i i i e e L0
Custody Remain With Parent .......... i i i e et et 2
1 E-) 44T« 81
Dismissed Without Prejudice . ... .. i i e e 87
Other DisPOSIION . o vt e e e e e e 5
Protective SUPEIVISION . . .. e 213
Support Not Ordered .. ..o it e e e e e 459
SUPPOIt Ordered . ..ot e e e e 7
Termination of Protective Supervision. . ... ittt i i 2
Termination Of SUPPOIt . .. .ot e e 0
Transfer to Other Court. ... .o i i e i e e e e i 4
Updated Case Plan Approved . .. ... i i e et e 5
Visitation Granted. ... ... i e et e e e e 44
PLACEMENT:

Custody Permanent . ... i e e e 22
CUSEOAY TeIMPOTATY « o o\ttt it et et et e e e it e e, 298
Foster Home Placemient . . .. oot i i et e e e e 0
Foster Home TemMPOrary .. ...ttt it ittt e ettt e, 0
Legal Custody ... e 145
Long Term Foster Care. .. ...t ittt ettt e ettt e, 7
Private Agency or Institution . ... ... i i e e 0
Termination of Legal Custody . ... .. ..o e e e 2
Termination of Long Term Foster Care . ...t it i i 0
Termination of Placement . ... .. i i e e e 0
Termination of Temporary CUSIOY. . ..ottt i ettt e 5
TREATMENT:

COUNS NG . o o e e
B AP L e
Bl T e e e e
PP o e e

Chemical Abuse Assessment
Psychological AssessIment. . ... ... it i e e




. JUDICIAL DISPOSITIONS IN CHILD ABUSE COMPLAINTS

_~ ORDERED:

7 Adjusted-AMOMISNET « ..\ttt et e e e 0
Custody Remain With Parent . ... ..o v i i i i e e et i s i ncnnenns 0
L)L 1T « S P 2
Dismissed Without Prejudice . . ... o i e e e 5
Other DISPOSIION . . ottt e i i e et e e e e e e e 0
Protective SUPeIVISION - oot i e e e e e e 16
SUPPOIt NOt Ordered . . oot i it e e e e e e e e 36
SUPPOIt O rdered ..o ittt e e e e e 0
Termination of Protective SUpervision . .. ... o i i i i et i e s 0
Termination Of SUPPOTL. . ..ot i i i et e e e e it e e et i e e 0
Updated Case Plan AP Proved. . ...ttt i it i et ettt et e e e s 0
Visitation Granted . ... ot i i i i e e e e e e 4
PLACEMENT:

Custody Permanent . ... ... i i it i i et et e 0
LR ET] oTa ) =) 111 To) -V /20 G 30
Foster Home Placement. . . ... o i i i e it e et et e et e e 0
Foster HOme TempOrary . ..o oottt e it et et et e e ittt it e ian s 0
LAl CUS Oy . oottt i i i i e e e e e e 8
Lomg Term FOSter Care o ...ttt ittt ittt e ettt e s e e e et e et e onenneananns 0
Termination of Legal Custody ... ...ttt i i i i it e e ettt et tin et anenrenans 0
Termination of Long Term Foster Care. ... ... i i it it e ettt et inannnnns 0
Termination of Placement ........ ... . i it i e 0
Termination of Temporary CustOdy . ... ov it i it i e i ittt e e enaans 0
TREATMENT:

COUNSEIING . ottt i i e e e e e e e e e 0
LN 0
24 20 O 0




JUDICIAL DISPOSITIONS IN SPECIAL SERVICE COMPLAINTS

PLACEMENT:

CUStOdy Perman it . oot i e et e e e e i 70
RN T-3oTe | ) 1] 0o} 1 120 103
Foster Home Placement. .. ... ittt et ittt e e e ettt ettt et 0
Foster Home TemPOrary . .. .ot i e et e et s et e e e it et e 0
Legal CUS Oy . ..ot e e e e e e e s 621
Long Term Foster Care. ..o e et e e e e e e 65
Private Agency or Instilubion . .. ... o e e e 7
Termination of Legal Custody . ... v v vt i e e e et e i 50
Termination of Long Term Foster Care ... ... it e e et e et eens 46
Termination of Placement . .. ... i i i i i i i e e e e e 11
Termination of Temporary CusStOdy. ...ttt i it e ettt et it e ie e eeans 232
Termination of Permanent Custody. . ... i i e i e e e e e e 5
TREATMENT:

CoUNS Ol . o oot e e e e 13
Y P 3
B A T o e e e e e e e e e 1
3021 S P 2
Probation fOr SUPEIVISION. ... v i i i e i e e e e 68
Probation for InVestigation . ... .ot i e e e e e e e e 3
Continued Probation ... .. .. i i i i e i e e 63
RA P L e e e e e e e e e e 0
Released from Probation. ... ..o i i it e e e e 53
Substance AbUse ASSeSSmMIeN. ...t ittt it i i e e e e e e 1
Juvenile Correction Center ...ttt it e it BN 2
Psychological Assessment. . ... ...t i e 10
ORDERED: .

Adjusted-Admonished ... .. e e e e e e 8
Application Rights or License Suspended. ... ...ttt i it ettt e 0
oM Order. o i i e e e e e e e e e e
OIS VIO, L . ittt ittt et et et e e s et e et e e e
Contempt of Parent. .. ... .
Custody Remain With Parent .. ... it i i e e et ettt e et et
SIS, o .o e e e e e
Dismissed Without Prejudice ....... ... i i i i et e e i i et

B pUNGEmMENtS . L o e e e e
<Y 06 T3 - P
Marriage Granted/Denied .. ... ... . e e i e e
Other DispositiOn . oot et e e e e e e e
Protective SUPeIVISION. ... i e e e e e
T35 L (o o
SUPPOrE NOL Ordered ... ..o i i et e e e e e
SUPPOTE Ordered. . .. o e e e e e e e e
Temporary School Custody Granted . ................c.coiiinnn...

Terminat.on of Protective Supervision

Termination Of SUD DO . .ot et e i e et e et it ettt et et e
Transfer to Other Court. .. ... i e e et ettt e ettty
Updated Case Plan Approved .. ...t e e e e e e e
Visitation Denied .. ..o . e e e e
Visitation Granted. . ... i i i e e e e e

Visitation Suspended . ... ... i i e e e e
COMMITMENT:

DYS Commitment . ... ... i i »

DD S I Tl ¥ ¥ ¢ <1 PP







' ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES IS RESPONSIBLE FOR OVERSEEING THE DAILY
INTERNAL COURT OPERATIONS AS THEY APPLY TO THE FOLLOWING AREAS:
FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE GENERAL FUND BUDGET; FISCAL MANAGE-
MENT OF FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL GRANT MONIES; MAINTENANCE OF FIL-
ING SYSTEMS; THE ISSUANCE OF LEGAL SERVICE; BUILDING INVENTORY; MAIN-
TENANCE OF COURT STATISTICS; DATA PROCESSING OPERATIONS; TRAINING
AND STAFF DEVELOPMENT, PUBLIC RELATIONS, STATISTICAL ANALYSIS AND

PUBLICATIONS, PERSONNEL RELATED.

DEPARTMENTS:
CLERICAL SERVICES
DATA SYSTEMS
HUMAN RESOURCES

DETENTION SERVICES

DETENTION SERVICES HAS THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR HANDLING THE
BEHAVIOR OF THOSE YOUTH DETAINED BY THE JUVENILE COURT AND
OTHER AUTHORIZED AGENCIES. DETENTION IS DEFINED AS THE TEMPO-
RARY CARE OF CHILDREN IN PHYSICALLY RESTRICTED FACILITIES PENDING
COURT DISPOSITION OR TRANSFER TO ANOTHER JURISDICTION OR
AGENCY. DETENTION MAY BE UTILIZED FOR THOSE CHILDREN WHO HAVE
COMMITTED ACTS OF DELINQUENCY AND WHO REQUIRE SECURE CUS-
TODY FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE COMMUNITY. WITH STRICT LIMITA-
TIONS, DETENTION MAY ALSO BE USED FOR CHILDREN WHO HAVE COM-
MITTED UNRULY ACTS, WHOSE SAFETY IS IN JEOPARDY, PARTICULARLY IF
SHELTER CARE FACILITIES ARE NOT AVAILABLE.

THE BASIC FUNCTION OF DETENTION SERVICES IS TO PROVIDE SECURE
CUSTODY AND GOOD PHYSICAL CARE FOR JUVENILE OFFENDERS. THESE
SERVICES INCLUDE A FULL RANGE OF PROGRAMS FOR DAILY LIVING. EDU-
CATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES AND SPIRITUAL ACTIVITIES ARE AVAILABLE.,
RECREATIONAL SKILL DEVELOPMENT AND A VARIETY OF OTHER RELATED
ACTIVITIES ALL ADD TO THE CHILD’S OVERALL PHYSICAL WELL-BEING.
FOOD SERVICES AND MEDICAL SERVICES PROVIDE FOR THEIR BASIC PHYSI-
CAL NEEDS. DETENTION SERVICES WAS ACCREDITED BY THE AMERICAN
CORRECTIONAL ASSOCIATION IN JANUARY 1990 AND WAS GRANTED REAC-
CREDITATION IN 1992.

DEPARTMENTS/PROGRAMS:
CLERICAL SERVICES FOOD SERVICES
CORRECTION CENTER HOME DETENTION
EDUCATION AND SPECIAL MEDICAL

PROGRAMMING YOUTH LEADERS




DETENTION SERVICES SUMMARY

BOYS GIRLS TOTAL
TOTAL DETAINED 1069 427 1496
AVERAGE LENGTH
OF STAY 13.4 9.1 12.2
TOTAL DAYS
OF CARE 14,287 3,859 18,146
RELEASED 1,030 417 . 1,447
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 38.2 9.1 48.2

HOME DETENTION (H.DJ)

The Home Detention Program is an alternative used by initial hearing officers,
whereby a youth is released from the secure “lock up” of the detention facility
and supervised under a strict monitoring system, both through electronic
monitoring equipment and personal contacts, pending court disposition in the
case. Professional and volunteer staff enforce a contract by making three con-
tacts per day with the youth.

NUMBER OF YOUTH ENTERED THE PROGRAM 234
NUMBER OF YOUTH SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETED 195
NUMBER OF YOUTH TERMINATED 237
CONTRACT VIOLATION 42
NUMBER OF YOUTH SERVED 246
% OF YOUTH SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETING PROGRAM 82%

JUVENILE CORRECTION CENTER (J.C.C.)

The Juvenile Correction Center is a dispositional alternative where youths are
committed to a secure treatment wing of the detention facility for a specified
period of time not to exceed 30 days (usually 2-15 days).

BOYS GIRLS TOTAL
TOTAL DETAINED 361 N/A 361
AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY 9.8 N/A 9.8
TOTAL DAYS OF CARE 3,518 N/A

3,9
RELEASED 351 N/A

AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION 9.7 N/A




 LEGAL SERVICES

LEGAL SERVICES IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE JUDICIAL PROCESSING OF COM-
PLAINTS FROM REFERRAL THROUGH THE DISPOSITION. THE JUDICIAL
PROCESSES HANDLED WITHIN THIS COURT INCLUDE DELINQUENCY/UNRULY
COMPLAINTS, PARENTAGE COMPLAINTS, AND TRAFFIC COMPLAINTS. THE
ATTORNEY REFEREES AS WELL AS THE INITIAL HEARING OFFICERS ARE WITHIN
THIS DEPARTMENT. THE C.A.S.A. PROGRAM AND CITIZEN REVIEW BOARD
FUNCTION AS A CHECK AND BALANCE SYSTEM THROUGH THE USE OF VOLUN-
TEERS, CLERICAL SUPPORT IS PROVIDED BY THE COURT REPORTERS, ASSIGN-
MENT OFFICE AND THE SUPPORT OFFICE.

DEPARTMENTS/PROGRAMS:

ASSIGNMENT OFFICE

ATTORNEY REFEREES

C.A.S.A. (COURT APPOINTED SPECIAL ADVOCATE)
CITIZENS REVIEW BOARD (C.R.B.)

COURT REPORTERS

FAMILY INDIVIDUAL ASSESSMENT & TREATMENT (F.LA.T.)
INTAKE

INITIAL HEARING OFFICERS

SUPPORT OFFICE

COURT APPOINTED SPECIAL ADVOCATE (C.AS.A)

The Court Appointed Special Advocate Project is a joint effort of the Juvenile
Court and the Junior League of Dayton, whereby community volunteers are
trained to act as guardian ad litems for abused, neglected and dependent chil-
dren. They interview all interested parties, make recommendations to the judge
or referee, and monitor the child’s case from an advocacy position, through the
implementation phase of planaing.

NEW CASES ASSIGNED 71
NUMBER OF CHILDREN SERVED 130
ACTIVE VOLUNTEERS 60

INACTIVE VOLUNTEERS 10




CITIZENS REVIEW BOARD (C.R.B.)

The purpose of the Citizens Review Board is to review the status of
each child in the care or custody of private and public agencies or
institutions to determine that a plan for a permanent, nurturing envi-
ronment exists and that the agency is working toward the achieve-
ment of that plan. This Board is made up of community volunteers
whose basic responsibility is to see to it that there is a plan for each
child and that there are methods to achieve the plan and that all are
in the best interest of the child.

AGENCIES REPORTING

CATHOLIC SOCIAL SERVICES/

LUTHERAN SOCIALSERVICES . ... ... .. i 34
CHILDRENS SERVICESBOARD . ...ttt 3148
RESOURCE PLANNINGPROGRAM. . .. ..... ... 26
TYPES OF PERMANENCY PLANNING REPORTS EVALUATED
CASEPLANS/ORIGINALS . . ... 566
SEMIFANNUAL REPORTS (SAR). . ..o 699
AMENDED CASEPLANS. .. ... .. i 1525
PROGRESS REPORTS. . ... e 2
TERMINATIONS. . .. e e e 635
TOTAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN

MONITORED: . . ...t ittt et iieesennnnas 3208
TOTALNUMBER OFREPORTS:. . ...... ... .. ... i, 3531

FAMILY INDIVIDUALIZED ASSESSMENT AND TREATMENT PROJECT (F.LA.T)

The Family Individualized Assessment and Treatment Project is a
Juvenile Division Project operated in conjunction with area sc...al
service agencies to provide family treatment and referral for families
referred by probation staff with acute family dysfunctional problems.
Home visitation is a part of an aggressive outreach component.

Total Number of Referrals Screened: . .............. ... ....... 157

Types of Services
ASSESSIMIENES . . ..ot
Completed Treatment ............. ... ...,
Treatment Recommended. ............................
ReferredtoOther........ ... ... ... ... .. ... ...
Support Group Participants. .................. ....




TPE JUDGE FRANK W. NICHOLAS
RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT CENTER FOR YOUTH

NICHOLAS RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT CENTER IS A COURT-OPERATED CENTER LOCAT-
ED ON 60 ACRES IN JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP. THIS PROGRAM IS DESIGNED TO SERVICE
BOYS, AGES 11-16, WHO HAVE BEEN ADJUDICATED DELINQUENT OR UNRULY DUE TO
PROGRESSIVE INVOLVEMENT WITH THE JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM. THESE YOUTH
ARE USUALLY NOT RESPONSIVE TO THE CORRECTIONAL EFFORTS OFFERED BY THE
PUBLIC SCHOOLS, VARIOUS OUTPATIENT COUNSELING SERVICES OR THE SUPERVI-
SION PROVIDED BY THE JUVENILE COURT PROBATION DEPARTMENT. FOR THESE
YOUTH, SPECIALIZED TREATMENT AND EDUCATIONAL SERVICES ARE OFTEN NEEDED.

DEPARTMENTS/PROGRAMS:
FAMILY SERVICES
HOME INSTRUCTION PROGRAM (H.L.P.)
NICHOLAS-LIBERTY SCHOOL
RESIDENTIAL ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM (R.A.P.)

NICHOLAS RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT CENTER WAS ACCREDITED BY THE AMERICAN

CORRECTIONAL ASSOCIATION IN JANUARY 1990 AND WAS GRANTED REACCREDITA-
TION IN DECEMBER 1992.

NICHOLAS RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT CENTER 1993 SUMMARY

This year continued to demonstrate the increasing and critical need for residential ser-
vices within Montgomery County. This was evidenced by an agency record seventy-
nine (79) juveniles referred for consideration for placement from the Court’s Resource
Planning Program (RPP). The Court’s increased focus toward community-based reha-
bilitation has remained consistent over the last three (3) years, wherein the program
has averaged seventy (70) referrals and thirty-three (33) admissions each year.

The typical youngster accepted during the year was a 14 year-old male who averaged
four (4) delinquencies, involving such offenses as Criminal Damaging, Petty Theft,
Grand Theft, and Violation of Probation. Within this group, the number of offenses
ranged from one (1) to one youngster who entered the program with eleven (11) offens-
es.

Nicholas continued to provide a spectrum of treatment resources during the year for
the Court and the community through the RESIDENTIAL ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM

(RAP), the HOME INSTRUCTION PROGRAM (HIP), and CHORE SERVICE.




The Residential Alternatives Program (RAP) recorded a program high (115) referrals,

while forty-two (42) youth, both male and female, and their families were accepted
and served by the program. Court personnel continued to play a major role in offer-

ing early intervention as an alternative to probation, evidenced in that 80% of the
referrals came from Juvenile Court Referees and Intake Counselors.

The Home Instruction Program (HIP), through a collaborative effort with local school
districts, continued to provide home-based substance abuse prevention/education
for families within Montgomery County. Overall, nineteen (19) families were served
during the year.

The Chore Service, utilizing a Nicholas youth work crew, continued to provide help
and assistance for senior citizens with simple household tasks and light maintenance.
Over 240 seniors were provided assistance in running errands, general housekeeping,
yard maintenance, outside clean-up, and snow removal. A dual purpose was served
through this resource in 1993 in that a valuable service was provided for the commu-
nity, while simultaneously teaching our youth vital work skills.

TREATMENT PROGRAM: During the year the residential treatment program contin-
ued to grow through the enhancement of the individualized treatment plan, group
process, and community resource expectations. Treatment plans were intensified,
through the use of the student “Needs Sheet”, in motivating the student to develop
skills in the areas of industry, time management, listening/communication, social
interaction, and community resource development. This treatment tool has been
beneficial in helping each student remain focused in acquiring the skills necessary to
successfully complete the treatment program.

The group process was strengthened through the refinement of the orientation
process. New students entering Nicholas were introduced to the program via a stu-
dent/peer orientation method. In this system, the new student is assigned a “buddy”,
a high level student, for the purpose of conveying the rules and expectations of the
Nicholas Treatment Program. The new “buddy” does his best to make the new stu-
dent feel at home and accepted. Overall, new students have indicated that this peer
orientation method had helped them relieve their nervousness about entering
Nicholas and made them feel welcome and comfortable in their “temporary home.”

Our educational focus intensified through the development of a more comprehensive
individualized instructional program for each student. Educational assessment/eval-
uation instruments were utilized to determine student instructional level and need. A
comprehensive student reading program was implemented to stimulate students’
interest and skills in reading.

Staff development was intensified through the refinement of the .
development/training program. Weekly team meetings were initiated to a;
treatment staff with professional development, utilizing training workshop:
service sessions to meet ACA and DYS standards. :




Recreational therapy continued to be an integral part of the treati: cut process in 1993.

. Btudents actively participated in the intramural sports of flag footh.ll, softball, and bas-
o ketball The ‘RUNNER'S CLUB” began in March with twelve (12) vouth demonstrating
. great stamina and dedication by practicing twice each week. The vlub participated in

- the Montgomery County Juvenile Court’s Biathlon, Good Sam %K Run, Lou Cox 5K
- Memorial Run, and the Dayton West 5K. New in the fall was the development of the

i “RUNNIN" WOLVES”, the Nicholas traveling basketball team. During the year the team

" made trips to play Osterlin Treatment Center, Columbus Wilson, Buckeye Boys Ranch,
Bob Hope House, Hillcrest School, and Building Bridges Program. The highlight of the
summer was a four day camping adventure of the staff and students to Hocking Hills.
The trip was “fun” for all as the boys learned respect for nature and learned wilderness
survival techniques.

Overall, 1993 can best be described as an active year, wherein services were provided to
over 300 families through the Residential Treatment Program, Residential Alternatives,
Home Instruction, and Chore Service components of the Nicholas Residential Treatment
Center.

PROSATION SERVICES

The mission of Probation Services is:

“TO ENHANCE AN EFFECTIVE INDIVIDUALIZED SYSTEM OF INVESTIGATION AND SUPER-
VISION IN THE COMMUNITY FOR JUVENILES AT RISK, SO AS TO PROVIDE COMMUNITY
PROTECTION, AS WELL AS TO FACILITATE THE DEVELOPMENT OF SERVICES TO MEET
THE NEEDS OF THOSE YOUTH.”

DEPARTMENTS PROGRAMS:
BUILDING BRIDGES, INC.
COMMUNITY SERVICE/RESTITUTION PROGRAM
FISHER CHEMICAL ABUSE PROGRAM
GEORGE FOSTER HOME NETWORK
RESOURCE PLANNING PROGRAM
PARENT EFFECTIVENESS PROGRAM
PROBATION SUPERVISION UNITS (AREA L, II, II, & IV)
VOLUNTEERS IN PROBATION

PROBATION SERVICES WAS ACCREDITED BY THE AMERICAN CORRECTIONAL
ASSOCIATION IN JANUARY 1991.




PROBATION SUPERVISION UNITS

The backbone of the Probation Department are the four (4) geographical area units.
Each of the “areas” is comprised of a Unit Manager, five (5) or six (6) Probation
Officers and an Area Secretary. Collectively, the Probation Areas are responsible for
investigation of approximately 85% and the supervision of approximately 77% of all
youth referred to the Department. Providing the Court with a pre-hearing investiga-
tion and report (Social History) on each offender is only the beginning. While provid-
ing supervision and monitoring of juvenile offenders, the Probation Officer invests
many hours into building relationships, fostering a sense of positive self-esteem and
developing worthwhile activity outlets within their charges. During 1993 the
Probation Department received nearly 1300 new assignments, which represented a
2.9% increase over last year’s referrals. The department’s staff provided a Herculean
effort in continuing to provide the highest level of services to the Court’s clients and
the community.

During the past year Probation Services has continued in its quest to become a truly
service oriented provider. The major goal of every unit was to work with our ‘recalci-
trant’ youths. Every probation officer’s charge was to focus on the uncooperative
and often unlovable youth and bring them into a trusting relationship. Our volunteer
and paid staff worked hard at involving even the most difficult juvenile in endurance
sports, cultural events and esteem building activities. A concerted effort was made
during 1993 to personally engage all elementary, middle and high school principals of
Dayton Public Schools. The department also continued in its efforts to maintain a
high level of communications with area law enforcement agencies.

PROBATION SERVICES SUMMARY

Investigation Supervision Total
Cases retained from 1992 230 807 1037
New cases received
during 1993 1134 909 2043
Cases closed during 1993 1076 876 1952
Cases active ending 1993 283 840 1123

Additional investigations through Initial Hearing Process: 164
Average Caseload Per Probation Officer 33.34

INVESTIGATIONS
Delinquency Unruly Juvenile Traffic
M F M F M F
Beginning 159 34 12 14
New Investigations 832 191 34 50
Ending 211 44 12 13
SUPERVISIONS
Delinquency Unruly
M F M F
Beginning 524 140 71 69
New Investigations 602 134 65 99

Ending 527 140 78 87




 IN PROBATION

er Program continues to provide invaluable assistance to Juvenile Probation
ent staff, assuming primary supervision of over 300 cases during 1993 while pro-
uxiliary services such as tutoring and case mentoring on an on-going basis.

e hundred sixty-five (165) individuals were honored for their volunteer contributions to
. the department this year, as were numerous church and service groups. As has been the

case in the past, college interns continue to make up a large segment of our volunteer
corps. This past year found more than fifty (50) interns representing eight area colleges
and universities working within the department. ’

Reaching more kids more effectively is always the goal of the Probation Department, and
the Volunteer Program truly enables us to do just that. The community volunteers and
interns are shining examples of the department’s philosophy of bringing change in the
behaviors of our young offenders thrcuagh building self esteem and “relationship” therapy.

FISHER CHEMICAL ABUSE PROGRAM (F-CAP)

F-CAP is the substance abuse unit of the Court. the staff of this program provide chemical
assessments, chemical education classes, counseling, urinalysis and referral to in-patient
and out-client treatment. Additionally, F-CAP staff spend many hours in the development of
relationships through chemical free activities. Youth are referred to the unit mainly
through the Probation and Legal Departments. The F-CAP assessment provides the level of
chemical involvement, as well as some appropriate intervention recommendations to assist
in the effective treatment planning for the youth and family. Through subsidy funding from
the Ohio Department of Youth Services and the Bureau of Justice Administration, F-CAP
was able to expand in-house and community treatment options. During 1993, the Chemical
Education component separated several of the parent/child sessions to more appropriately
deal with their individualized needs.

A total of 319 youth were assessed in 1993 which represents almost a 50% increase since
1989. Of the 319 youth assessed, 90% were identified-as needing some type of chemical
intervention.

A total of 357 families were scheduled for eight (8) hours of Chemical Education classes in
1993. From these referrals for Chemical Education, 25% of the youth were first time offend-
ers and 30% were referred as a result of traffic violations. A total of 187 individuals partici-
pated in the 1993 Chemical Education component.

A total of 15,000 urinalysis tests were comjleted during 1993. Of those completed, 5,250 or
35% tested positive. In addition to being a viable part of assessment, weekly monitoring
provided an incentive to our young clients to maintain their sobriety.




COMMUNITY SERVICE/RESTITUTION PROGRAM (CS/RP)

The Community Service/Restitution Program continues as a dispositional option of
the Probation Department based on an accountability model Youth are placed in
supervised work groups to complete a Court-ordered number of community service
hours (up to 24 hours) or an amount of victim compensation up to $500.00 per
offense. Youth who are assigned to repay victims are credited at a rate of $3.40 per
hour for their community service work at program-supervised work site locations.
The program also maintains records of Court-ordered restitution that is paid directly
from the offender, receiving funding from the ODYS subsidy grant and community
donations.

The Community Service/Restitution Program commends the following organizations
for their dedication and support in providing work site locations during 1993.

City of Dayton
Department of Waste Collection
Recreation and Parks, Northwest Recreation Center
Dayton Public Schools
Belmont High School
Longfellow Alternative School
Meadowdale High School
Kiser Middle School
Roosevelt Center
West Carroliton Public Schools
West Carrollton Senior High School
West Carrollton Junior High School
Dayton and Montgomery County Park District
Englewood Reserve
Cox Arboretum
Developmentally Handicapped Children’s Center
Humane Society of Greater Dayton
Maria Joseph Center
Wegerzyn Horticultural Center

Activity Summary

Referrals received 512 (441 restitution, 71 community service)
Cases terminated 511 (437 restitution, 74 community service)
Successfully completed 475 (394 restitution, 81 community service)
Unsuccessfully completed 68 ( 59 restitution, 9 community service)

Average length of time in CS/RP: 8 weeks
Community Service hours provided: 15,473 hours
Restitution collected for payment: $44,703.42
Restitution paid from program funds: $46,102.63
Total restitution paid: $90,806.05
Number of victims compensated: 654

Average restitution per victim: $138.85
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'idges is a privately supported arm of the Probation Department offering work
v, group activities, intensive casework and a variety of recreational and sports pro-
yming. Juvenile offenders who do not respond to traditional probation involvement are
ferred from one of the four (4) main Probation Areas for group-centered, intensified
-+ supervision. Youth are assigned to weekly, supervised work therapy groups that involve
~ the offenders in emotionally-charged helping roles. For their work with brain-injured chil-
dren, the mentally retarded, nursing home patients, and the home-bound aged, the youth
are paid between $2.00 and $2.50 an hour from private contributions.

Through a strong effort by the board of trustees and the generous support of the communi-
ty, Building Bridges was able to continue the strong programming emphasis that sets ita-
part. Several successful fund raising activities provided additional support, including two
George Foster headed benefit baseball clinics locally, Sertoma Club’s 3 on 3 “Dunk and
Dribble”, and Tom Ruppert’s “BB/?atented Printing Open”. BB staff also rose to the chal-
lenge by securing their own program funding for projects like “Horsin’ Around”, “Boyz
Under the Hood”, “Reading for Dollars” and “Rights of Passage”. Even more important was
that all of the “tried and true” service features of the past 19 years continued unabated and
with strong youth appeal. These included extensive work therapy, tutoring, volunteer and
college intern usage, team and endurance sports, relationship-minded activities, church
and service club involvement, group/foster home care and personalized casework.

A 95.1% success rate of keeping youth out of state correctional institutions was achieved
through this flurry of services with 142 officially handled youth in 1953. A total of 38 kids
lived atsome time within George Foster Homes Programs and 81 youth were considered
“unofficial” (no official Juvenile Court ties), representing either siblings or “at risk” friends.

“Boyz Under the Hood” continued with another exciting Volkswagen restoration project.
Thanks to wonderful support from Muncie, Indiana, six (6) program girls were again invited
to a spellbound week in June in the couple’s Traverse City, Michigan cottage. On the other
hand, the fourth annual “Rites of Passage” for the George Foster Home boys meant an ardu-
ous 3-day August canoe trip down the Little Miami, ending in a leg down the Ohio River to
Riverfront Stadium. “Horsin’ Around” provided an opportunity for some of the BB girls to
become involved in a sometimes strenuous, equestrian therapy activity.

The Building Bridges “Bulldogs” played more out-of-town basketball games than ever before
in their own devised league, including two tournaments in Columbus and one in Cincinnati.
Supported by the “BB/Patented Printing Open”, a lot of winning happened in the individual
lives of the players as well as on the Court.

A grant from the Mathile Family Foundation restarted a work therapy group with adoptable
animals at SISCA, and this year Building Bridges became reinvolved in DP&L”S insulation
program (VIP). There was a summer nature work group at the Germantown Reserve, and a
weekly work therapy group at the Parkview Manor Nursing Home continued to be run by
Sue Elsner, a high school counselor whose volunteer commitment to BB spans 12 years.




Many volunteers and college interns provide that personal touch to “relationship
therapy” and in April, 1993, Vicky Schmitt received the J.C. Penney’s “Golden Rule
Award” for her BB service.

“Reading for Dollars” had a very successful year by nearly tripling the number of
hours logged to 1,730.5 hours. This year high school students from Fairmont,
Centerville, and Huber Heights were involved in a “kids helping kids’, role along with
other volunteers to bring about this tremendous feat. In addition, the Dayton
Foundation provided funding to set up PC tutoring stations.

A Continued strong emphasis on employment found that of the 60 official youth
terminated during the year 45% (27) left with private sector jobs. These included 14
different restaurant establishments, landscaping, construction and department
store work.

Over $158,000.00 in private contributions came in during 1993, and with the support
of the Juvenile Court in probation staffing, per diem reimbursement, utilities and
office space, every donated dollar was channeled into “direct service” to program
youth. Special grants from the Mead Corporation Foundation and Mosier Industries
allowed for the completion of a 7 year capital improvements plan for the George
Foster Home. Through BB support many of the department’s other units were able
to provide additional programming such as work therapy and activities.

SERVICE SUMMARY
Fiscal Year: November 1, through October 31, 1993

Total Youth Served ....... ... i i 223
Total Boys 163 (73.1%)
Total Girls 60 (26.9%)
Official Youth Served™. ........ ... .. i it 142
Status at Termination of Year End
Active 80 (56.7%)
Employed 27 (19.0%)
Foster or Group Home 0 (0.0%)
Relative Home 0 (0.0%)
Student 19 (13.4%)
Married 0(0.0%)
Other 4 (2.8%)
Unsuccessfully Completed 3(2.1%)
Ohio Department of Youth Services 7(4.9%)
Unofficial Youth Served** ... ... .. ... .. ... .. .. 81

* Official Youth refers to those children who were transferred to the Bulldrf .
Bridges program. y =

** Unofficial Youth are those who are deemed “at risk” and who are‘th ’ESIblmgS
of or closely associated with the officially assigned youth.




GEORGE FOSTER HOMES PROGRAMS
‘TQ’C;;I"Youth Servedinl993.................... 38

. Status at Release or Year End Group Home Foster Care

5 In Placement 7
Returned Home 3
Relative Placement 1
Foster or Group Home Placement 0
Independent Living 2
Drug Treatment 1
Runaway 1
Unofficial Cases 8
Ohio Department of Youth Services 1
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Total oLl 23 15
George Foster Home Programs (a boys group home and a foster care network)

do not represent a sub category of the Total Youth Served, but rather a special
look at “official” youth who needed this specialized additional treatment.

ENHANCED CARING SUPERVISION PROGRAM (ECSP)

The Enhanced Caring Supervision Program provides “super intensive” relationship
therapy and monitoring to a small caseload of felony offenders (eight (8) for each of
2.5 probation officers, total of 20). Probation officers maintain close, personal contact
(usually daily) with each offender and parent(s), and coordinate multiple service
providers for each youth during all four (4) program phases. Juveniles assigned to
ECSP are involved in many Building Bridges and Probation Department Activities, with
a strong behavioral contract and family counseling component. Since its beginnings
three years ago 51.49% of assigned youth have successfully completed this rigorous
program.

PROGRAM SUMMARY

Number of youth referred to program .............. 20
Number of youthserved. ......................... 33
Number of youth continued in program............. 15

Number of youth successfully completing program. ... 7
Number of youth committedtoDYS................ 11




RESOURCE PLANNING PROGRAM (RPP)

This program is one of the Probation Department’s specialized units providing a
wide range of services and programs. RPP assists with case planning, especially
when other agencies are or need to be involved; evaluate the appropriateness of out
of home placement for court involved youth; alternative case planning through the
Court’s Screening and Assessment Committee; and provide case management ser-
vices for youth on probation. When placement is warranted, RPP works out the
funding by utilizing the Court’s placement budget, DYS subsidy funding, negotiating
cost sharing with other agencies and coordinating referrals to the Inter-agency
Clinical Assessment Team (ICAT). In 1993 over 210 cases were referred from the pro-
bation staff which represents a 5% increase. A total of 130 cases were reviewed by
the Screening and Assessment Committee during the year. All referred cases are pre-
screened and an informal review process assists the Probation Officer in defining
the treatment plan. If necessary, a referral for a formal screening by the Committee
is scheduled.

RPP provide on-going supervision and case planning for those youth in out-of-home
placement, during aftercare supervision, averaging 70 cases for the unit. Program
staff also complete investigations for youth who are in placement and in the custody
of Children Services. During 1991 and 1992 there were 26 and 27 cases respectively
investigated by the unit. The unit also obtains over 150 financial disclosure informa-
tion reports from the parents necessary for the court to order child support for chil-
dren in placement.

The Resource Planning Program continued to provide a volunteer parent support
group called “Parents On the Move” (POM), where over 40 parents participated dur-
ing the 18 meetings during 1993. Community leaders were invited to speak on a wide
range of subjects dealing with parenting issues and the parents were also involved in
several youth activities, training seminars and other parent support groups. POM
parents and staff were involved in presenting an area-wide “Youth Talent Show” at
Stivers Middle School in June, where over $500.00 was raised to support training and
programming for the group.

RPP’s unit manager also served as the Court’s “Service Broker” with the Youth and
Family Collaborative, formerly New Futures. Continued efforts to identify service
gaps and barriers for youth, as well as to improve servire delivery were the main
functions of the broker. Coordination with other agencies’ service brokers included
Children’s Services, Department of Human Services, Dayton Metropolitan Housing
Authority, Dayton Public Schools and the Alcohol, Drugs and Mental Health Services.
Special joint agency projects during 1993 included the “Joint Agency Intake .

Assessment Pilot” and “Start Right” - an effort to address school absenteeism in DPS
students kindergarten through sixth grade. Along with other agencies’ staff, 55 C
staff were involved in making personal contact with identified families in the “Star
Right” project, resulting in a substantial improvement in school attendance in ‘eve;
45% of the cases. e
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- PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES

PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES ASSISTS IN THE OVERALL DIAGNOSIS AND EVALUATION OF
REFERRED YOUTH TO AID THE COURT IN SELECTING THE BEST POSSIBLE DISPOSITIONAL
ALTERNATIVE. THROUGH CLINICAL INTERVIEWS, INTELLIGENCE AND ACHIEVEMENT
TESTS, NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL SCREENING TESTS, AND OBJECTIVE AND PROJECTIVE
PERSONALITY TESTS, A THOROUGH CLINICAL ASSESSMENT CAN BE MADE OF EACH
REFERRED YOUTH. THIS INFORMATION ALONG WITH EXISTING SOCIOLOGICAL DATA
COMBINE TO SERVE AS A SOLID BASIS UPON WHICH RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CASE
PLANNING AND TREATMENT CAN BE MADE.

PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES SUMMARY
JANUARY THROUGH DECEMBER - 1993

g =
[\~]

Initial Studies Completed
Psychological Re-Evaluations Completed

Certifications

[.Q. Testing Only
Personality Testing Only
Competency Evaluations

3]
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TYPE AND NUMBER OF TESTS ADMINISTERED
INDIVIDUAL INTELLIGENCE TESTS

Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale

Revised 23 3
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for

Children-Third Edition 52 24
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for

Children-Revised 5 1

ACHIEVEMENT TESTS

Wechsler Individual Achievement Test 7 6

Wide Range Achievement Test-Revised 62 23

Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test 1 1
TEST OF ORGANIC BRAIN IMPAIRMENT

Bender Gestalt 64 27




PERSONALITY TESTS

Minnesota Multiphasic Personality

Inventory 16 2
Millon Adolescent Personality

Inventory 72 23
Sentence Completion 85 24
House-Tree-Person 86 28
Kinetic Family Drawing 81 27
Projective Drawings 13 0
Roberts’ Apperception Test 14 6
Jesness Inventory 40 17
Self-rating Depression Scale 10 8

DISTRIBUTION OF ESTABLISHED LEVELS OF INTELLIGENCE

Very Superior (130 & Above) 0 0
Superior (120-129) 1 0
High Average (110-119) 3 1
Average (90-109) 25 3
Low Average (80-89) 17 10
Borderline (70-79) 21 8
Developmentally Handicapped

(69 & Below) 12 6

RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES

Big Brother/Big Sister 13 1
Certification to Adult Court 16 1
F-CAP Assessment 24 9
Residential Treatment Center 8 3
Medical Examination 17 7
Neurological Examination 4 5
Neuropsychological Examination 2 4
School Tutoring 11 3
Parent Receive Skills Training 21 8
Department of Youth Services 8 0
Anger Management Training 31 11
Refer to Children Services Board 12 12
Family Assessment 27 13
Empathy Training 30 2
Social Skills Training 23 4
Family Therapy 42 14
Group Therapy 10 6
Individual Therapy 55 24
Probation/Continued Probation 35 10
Vocational Guidance 26 5
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' I PERSONNEL

ARTHUR O.FISHER, JUDGE
MICHAEL B. MURPHY, JUDGE
HENRY N. KUNTZ,
COURT ADMINISTRATOR
LEE TOWNSEL, DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR
WALLACE McCORMICK, BAILIFF
RALPH CLANTON, BAILIFF
GENE WEAVER, ADULT PROBATION
OFFICER
PATRICK O’NEILL, LAW CLERK
BETTY LEVE, COURT REPORTER
ROSEANNE HELPLING,
COURT REPORTER
NANCY BROOKS, ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY

II. ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

JOSEPH E. GREENWOOD, DIRECTOR

MANAGERS
ELMER AHRENS, CLERICAL SERVICES
SAUNDRA K. LAPRISE,
HUMAN RESOURCES
SUSAN MELVIN, DATA SYSTEMS

CLERICAL MANAGER
SHARON LINTZ, OFFICE MANAGER,
CLERICAL SERVICES

SUPPORT STAFF
BEVERLY BOECKMAN, ACCOUNTING
SPECIALIST, CLERICAL SERVICES
BERNICE THURMAN BROWN,
SECRETARY, HUMAN RESOURCES
ROBERT HOWE, TECHNICIAN,
DATA SYSTEMS

J. CHRIS SELCH, SYSTEMS
PROGRAMMER, DATA SYSTEMS

ROMONA WILSON, SECRETARY,
DATA SYSTEMS

CLERICAL
EVELYN ALCALA
RUTH ALEXANDER
ANNA BROWN
SHARON CANON
SUSAN CATRINE
SONIA DRESHER
ALICE DWORKIN
JULIA EWING
LARRY FLOWERS
BRENDA HALL
JUDY HENES
DEBORAH KING
SUSIE PARSONS
DOROTHY POLLARD
DIANA RUST
DOTTIE SMITH
KATHY STOCKER
SHIRLEY TUCKER
ANGELA WALTER
SUSAN WINN

III. DETENTION SERVICES

GEORGE R. HOLCOMB, DIRECTOR
JIMMIE L. CARTER, ASST. DIRECTOR
LAWRENCE KOHLER,M.D.,
MEDICAL DIRECTOR
RAYETTA GRIMM, DORA LEE TATE
CENTER/ACCREDITATION MANAGER

SUPPORT STAFF/SUPERVISORS
FRONZETTA CLANTON,HOME DETENTION
DEBORAH CROUCH,

TREATMENT COUNSELOR




OLIVER HOWARD, CUSTODIAL

TERRY KASH, HEARING OFFICER
CHERYL KNIGHT, OFFICE SERVICES
HARRY LEEDOM, ADM. ASST.

BETTY LOWERY, Y/L COORDINATOR
PATRICIA RHODEN, R.N. -

AILEEN ROWAN, FOOD SERVICE

CURT STEINER, FOOD SERVICE

DANNY YORK, PROGRAM COORDINATOR

YOUTH LEADER SUPERVISORS
JOYCE BLACK

GLADYS COUSIN
ELIZABETH HARMON
NARCISSIA HUGHES

DAN HUGUELY

YVONNE MADDOX-THOMAS
DAVID SHOPE

DOROTHY THOMAS

PHILIP URSO

ETHEL WIGGINS

YOUTH LEADERS
ABDUL AHMAD
ROBERT ALLBRITTON
PEGGY BARNETT
LARON BROWN
JEROME BUSH

HENRY CAVER
ARTHENA COOK
QUINTON COOPER
ROBERT COPELAND
RONNIE COPELEND
CHERYL CURRY
APRIL DESAI+
WILLIAM DUNN
GROVER F. DURHAM, I
TIMOTHY FERGUSON
SHELLY FICKERT
DANIEL FUHRMANN
MARK GARDNER
RONALD GOSHAY
ROBIN GRIMES
JOSEPH HIGDON,II
GOTTFRIED HODGE
STEVE HOLLOWAY
JACQUELINE HUNTER
PHILIP HURLES
WILLIAM JARVIS,JR.
CYNTHIA JORDAN

ROBERT KANTHAK
KENNETH KOVALESKI
DAVID KOZLOWSKI
NEARETTA LEE
SYLVIA LETT

RICK MOODY
MARY PITTS

C.C. SMITH
PATRICK TILT
MONICA TURNER
JANICE WILLIS
GISELA WRIGHT

DAYTON BOARD OF EDUCATION
ASSIGNED TEACHERS

J.D. GRIGSBY

KAREN KURITAR

SANDRA MORGAN

SPECIAL TEACHERS AND INSTRUCTORS
SHEILA JARVIS

DONALD LAWRENCE

SHERRY MILLER

STEVE OROSZI

SHEILA PENNINGTON

ZELMA PINKNEY

MEDICAL

FRED HILL,EMT-A
ELIZABETH KEFERL,R.N.+
MARY MOON, R.N., EMT-P+
FRED SINAY, EMT-A+
MARILYN STEINER,EMT-A

HOME DETENTION
JAMES COLLINS
WILBUR KENDIG
WATT SMITH+

CLERICAL
JANE STAMM
DEBBIE MOODY

FOOD SERVICE & HOUSEKEEPING
DAVID DUNN
ANDREW GAUL-+
DWIGHT HOOPER
VIRGINIA IVERY
SHIRLEY JACKO
MARVA DAVIS




THANIEL FUQUA
JAMES HALL

OTIS HOLLOWAY
STEVEN MOORE
ADMISSIONS

RUTH BAKER
JOHN ALLERDING+
TOM CASTLEMAN-+
GARY FAGAN+
WILLIE FULTON+
KENNETH FULS+
WILLIAM GRANT +
ROY HOLLIS+
HERB MARSHALL+
LORI MASTERS+
THOMAS SHULTZ +
MARK WELLS+

IV. LEGAL SERVICES

DENISE MARTIN-CROSS, DIRECTOR
HELEN L. JONES, ASST. DIRECTOR*

ATTORNEY REFEREES
MABEL BECKER
ELIZABETH ANNETTE CUNNINGHAM
ALBERT JAMES DENEKE
JOHN E. DORSTEN
WILLIAM A. FALKNOR+
MARGARET GASPER
WILLIAM HORNE
ELAINE STOERMER+
RAYMOND SWOPE
REBECCA WOLF

MANAGERS AND SUPERVISORS
SHEILA JENKINS,MGR.,
CITIZENS REVIEW BOARD

BARBARA BUDDENDECK, MGR., C.A.S.A.

S. KAREN KREUSCH, MGR.,
LEGAL SERVICES

LARRY SHEN, SUPV., INTAKE SERVICES
CECILE SKIDMORE, MGR.,,
SUPPORT OFFICE
KITTY BARTLETT, ASST. MGR,,
SUPPORT SERVICES

INITIAL HEARING OFFICERS

ROSE GUIDERA, CUSTODY SPECIALIST
THOMAS M. SHULTZ

CAROL SCHAIPER

DEBORAH TAYLOR

DAVID N. WEST

COUNSELORS
THOMAS CASTLEMAN
JERALD CONNELL
LILLIAN FIELDS

RONALD WIMMERS, EDUCATION COOOR-

DINATOR

COURT REPORTERS
WANDA BAKER
ROSEANNE HELPLING

CLERICAL

MARY ANN BEAM

LINDA BRADLEY

VICKI BRADY

RUTH BYRD

JENNIFER COLLINSWORTH

GINA DEAK

IRELITA DONALDSON

REVA DUDLEY

ELAINE FORD

MARY GOUGH

SANDRA HRUSKA

DEE JONES

LYNICE-DUNLAP JONES

LINDA SMITH

SHARON STEVENS

FREIDA STEVERSON

ROBIN THOMAS

CONNIE WAYMIRE,
ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY

DIANA WILSON




V. JUDGE FRANK W. NICHOLAS
RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT
CENTER FOR YOUTH

LEE E. TOWNSEL, DIRECTOR
DONALD L. LAWSON, ASST. DIRECTOR

NICHOLAS-LIBERTY SCHOOL
EARLE MUNDELL,PRINCIPAL
LINDA GORDAN,TEACHER
SUZANNE IRISH, MEDIA
SPECIALIST/CHAP.I TUTOR
BETTY TITUS, TEACHER
AUDRA VARNELIS, TEACHER

FAMILY SERVICES

GENE COLLIER

BLAISE IPSARO,COORDINATOR

RICHARD GREEN,RESOURCE COUNSELOR
MARILYN GROSS,COUNSELOR

CHERYL LANGFORD

MELODIE MORROW

TREATMENT STAFF

RONALD ALLEN,FREEDOM COTTAGE
SUPERVISOR

STEPHEN BURNETT, LIBERTY COTTAGE
SUPERVISOR

COUNSELORS
ALVIN BAILEY
OZELL EARLY
GINE GREENE
BRENDA SHANER
DONALD BRANCH
SIMEO ESIPIKU
DOUG MILLER
JAY ETTER
TRACY HOGE
GILBERT HINGA
WELDON REYNOLDS
MARK SHEPHERD

SUBSTANCE ABUSE PREVENTION
AND EDUCATION PROGRAM
TIMOTHY MCKINNEY

ALFRED POWELL

CLERICAL

LAURETTA MCGHEE

CATHERINE WATSON,ADMINISTRATIVE SEC-
RETARY

FOOD SERVICE
GLADYS BLAKELY,COOK
KAREN ROWAN,ASST. COOK

VI. PROBATION SERVICES

MICHAEL PRATT, DIRECTOR
PAUL WHITE, DEPUTY DIRECTOR

MANAGERS AND SUPERVISORS

KEITH BRYSON,SUPV.,.ENHANCED CARING
SUPV.PROGRAM

GARY A. FAGAN,ADMIN. ASST.,OPERATIONS

LINDA R. FISH, MGR., ARREAII

WILLIE FULTON,MGR.,AREA I

DANA H. KANE,AREA IV

KEVIN KLOSE,ADMIN.ASST.,
COMMUNITY RESOURCES

DOMINA MATTHEWS,MGR.,FISHER
CHEMICAL ABUSE PROGRAM

JAMES C. ORME,MGR., RESOURCE
PLANNING PROGRAM

RONALD REIGELSPERGER,
BUILDING BRIDGES

JOHN C. STEIN,MGR.,AREA Il

JOSEPH V. WILSON, MGR.,COMMUNITY
SERVICE/RESTITUTION PROGRAM

PROBATION OFFICERS
JOHN ALLERDING
DALE BAKER
KRISTINE BROWN
TIM CLARK

LISA BERRY*

TONY BLAKELY
APRIL DESAI*




DEBRA O’SHELL

CAROLE THOMPSON,
ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY

SHELLY YOUNG

VII. PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES

|
\
l
|
f - 'TOMISTVAN
~ ARIE JOHNSON DR. LAURA FUJIMURA,DIRECTOR
' HERBERT MARSHALL TAVA SLONE,PSYCHOLOGY ASST.
LORI MASTERS-KREILL LEANNE MANUEL,
MARVA MATTHEWS STUDENT INTERN ASST.*
MIKE ORANGE KENNETH J. SWARTZ,
GERI PEQUES STUDENT INTERN ASST.+
DARLENE POWELL MARILYN WILSON, SECRETARY
' BARBARA REICHEL
PHILIP ROHRER
DE’ANNA STILTNER+
MICHAEL THOMAS
KATHY VANGEL + PART TIME OR SEASONAL ENPLOYEE
JEFF VANN * NO LONGER EMPLOYED WITH JUVENILE
TRACIE WEAVER DIVISION
MARK WELLS
ANDREW WEICHERS
' GARY WORTHY
|
|

SUPPORT STAFF
ROGER BARNES,

WORK THERAPY SUPV.,B.B.
CHERYL BOWSER,

WORKSITE SUPV.,CS/RP
LUCINDA COLLINS,

WORKSITE SUPV.,C5/RP+
CHRISTOPHER DUTTAMEL,

WORKSITE SUPV.,CS/RP+
VERTIS L. MARTIN,

WORKSITE SUPV.,CS/RP+
SANDRA RENNER,

CS/RP PROJECT COORDINATOR
RONALD SEXTON,

TRANSPORTATION OFFICER

CLERICAL

CAROL COLLIER

MATTIE FLOURNQOY

PEGGY TAMES

SUSAN JOHNSON
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