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ATTENTION

ASST, IRECTOR OF COURT SERVICES

Honorahle John P, Collins
Judge of the Juvenile Court
2225 East AJo Way

Tueson, Arizona 85713

Dear Judge Collins:

I am pleased to submit to you the 1974 statistical
report for the Pima County Juvenile Court Center. I am con-
fident that it will provide valuable information for both
professionals and interested citizens. .

In retrospect, the year 1974 has brought us closer
to our goal for e total community-based -treatment program,
as envisioned by you and the Court Center staff in January
of 1973. The philosophy of a community-~based treatment pro-
gram encompasses two basic concepts: that of providing an
individualized treatment and rehabilitation program for
children in the environment (community) in which they are

living and also that of involving thevcommunity, both direct-
ly and indirectly, in the treatment program itself. In this

regard, I feel a number of milestones should be mentloned
specifically.

During 1974, the number of placement facilities in
Tucson for the rehabilitation and/or therapeutic treatment
of delindquent or emotionally disturbed children continuéd to

grow &and existing facilities were able to expand and stabilize

their programs and services. At present, with & few excep~
tions, the child placement agencies in the Tucson area are
capable -~ both in terms of numbers and programs - of provid-
ing the needed services for the children of Pima County.,

" The Court Center use of community“méntal health

agencies was expanded this past year under the Family Counsel-

ing Program, established in 1973 by the State Legislature.

Additionally, 316 Tucson citizens participated in the Volunteer

Services program of the Juvenile Court Center and contributed
thousands 0f hours to aid probation officers in meeting the

~ needs of children under the Jurisdietion of the Court. Ezaeréi
funding, through a grant from Arizona State Justice Planning
Agency, allowed the Court Center to implement Project Carrers,

an intensive day care program for children under a suspended
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“ecommitment; this has proven to be a viable alternative to in-
sarceration and an effective tool in reducing recidivism amoung
participants., All three of these programs have increased both
+he quantity and the ‘quality of services to children, while
allowing them to remain in their own community.

.Also, again through the aid of a federal grant, the
Juvenile Court was able to contract with Open-Inn, Inc., a
temporary residential facility for runaway juveniles with the
goal of providing crisis intervention and counseling for )
children and their families. 1In =nddition, the wtilization of
Open-Inn provides an alternative to involving children in the
Juvenile Justice System and enables the community as & whole
to participate in a solution to this problen.

Tywo fingl projects, begun in 1974 and whose impact
should be felt in the coming year, are well worthy of note here.
First of all, the Pima County Juvenile Court Foundation was
incorporated in the fall of 197hk. This community group was
formed for the purpose of amplifying existing programs at the
Court Center snd for supplying funding for various projects.
And finally, in the summer and fall of 19TL, construction
began on the three (3) treatment facilities, to be located on
the Court Center grounds. OASIS, as it will be called, will
provide for short-term residential treatment and evaluation of
children under the Jurisdiction of the Court.

To date, the community response to all of these
specific programs, and to the concept of community-based treat-
ment as a whole, has been tremendous in terms of moral support
and time, materials, and services donated. However, even in
view of the great strides Torward in the year 197h, the .staff
and I, under your direction, look forward to an even more
productive year in 1975. : v o

Respectfully submitted,

Fkances Belman, Acting
irector of Court Services
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LINSION NUMBER ONE

SOHN £ COLLINS

Inwenile Gonrt
Superter Gonrt of Hie State of Avizona
Pima Geunty Juvenile Gourt Genter '

22285 EAST AJO Way
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85713

; I believe that 1974 was marked by significant
progress in achieving our goal of community-based treat-
ment. Administration and Staff at existing facilities
have gained, through experience and maturation, an ever
increasing ability to deal effectively with children in
trouble. New community resources developed in 1974 have
~in turn contributed.fresh perspectives on alternative
treatment programs. We have continued in our dialogue
with the public in respect to the needs of our young
people, and we believe that the expesrience has been
mutually rewarding.

Emphasis on the prevention of the entry of
juveniles into the court system may be guaged in a variety
of ways. We have had only a 3% increase over 1973 in the
total numbers of children referred during a year of rela-
tively large population increase and at a time when the
attendant circumstances in the community contributed to
some measure of unrest among our youth. The recidivism
rate, particularly for older children, has decreased
dramatically. This is particularly impressive in that
success is seldom achieved with this age group. ‘

: Noting that the most frequent offense for both
boys and girls in 1974 was "runaway', the Court Center
assisted in the development of Open Inn. Open Inn functions

as a facility, apart from the Juvenile Lourt, where shelter

and services are made available to youth who often have
very few alternatives.

Thus, in a small way we began in 1974 to meet
our greatest challenge to date; the removal of status of-
fenders from the juvenile justice system. We recognize
that we have an obligation and responsibility to effec-
tively serve the needs of serious law violators among the
juvenile population. We know too, that many young people
are processed through the juvenile justice system for be-
havior that does not warrant legal sanctions and/or incar-
ceration. Therefore, our task is twofold: to develop al-

ternative resources within our ‘community for those children

whose problems can best be handled without intervention by
the Court; and to afford our citizens the best protection

possible from serious law violations on the part of our youth.
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~ Federal legislation currently in being will
direct status offenders, at first, out of detention and
incarceration facilities, and eventually, divert them
from the juvenile justice system entirely. The Pima
-County Juvenile Court Center is (planning now for these
changes, both internally and in‘the community as a whole.
" The ground work is being laid for implementation of these
far-reaching goals. = S

. We ask that the community givé active support
and assistance in this transition -- for the good of the
community and that of the youth themselves! =\

Sincerely, o S»

S\ A A a0 : |
AR
n P. Collins

JPC/ms
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. PIMA COUNTY JUVENILE COURT CENTER
ORGANIZATION AND SERVIGE

197h

The Juvenile Court Center, operating under and for the
Juvenile Court, Superior Court of Arizona, has original and.
exclusive Jurisdiction, as set forth in the Arizons Revised
Statutes, over all delinguent, dependent and incorripgible
children under the age of eighteen years. These children

‘are referred to the Juvenile Court Center by law enforce-

ment agencles, schools, parents, guardians, social agencies,
and individusl citizens. ’ :

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES ~ provides central‘administration,
genersal accounting, research and development, personnel,
supplies and maintenance, clerical and stenographic services.

. BCREENING AND CRISIS INTERVENTION - serves as the intake
unit for the Juvenile Court Center and provides casework in-
vestigations, assessment, counseling and short-term supervision
for children prior to adjudication. This unit is open 2k hours
per day, seven days per week.

V.I.P. (VOLUNTARY INTENSIVE PROBATION) ~- provides voluntary
counseling services for pre-delinquent or pre-adjudicatory
children and their families. The V.I.P. group functions as =a
preventlon unit and recelves referrals from parents, children,
family physicians, schoole, ete.

PROBATION SERVICES - provides individual, family and group
counseling and supervision of =all children placed on probation
by the Juvenile Court. '

DETENTION SERVICES -~ operates a shelter .care home for the
Juvenile Court Center for the care and custody of all children
detained prior to, or until disposition of, their cases.
Medical, educational, recreational and counseling services are
provided.

VOLUNTEER SERVICES -~ provides for the reéruitment, training
and supervision of community volunteers for the Juvenile Court
Center. ‘

TRAFFIC UNIT ~ provides services foy all children under
the age of elighteen who receive traffic ¢itations., Services .
include*a traffic probation and DWID (Driying While Intoxicated
and/or Under the Influenée of Drugs) counfeling progran.

o
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C.A.T. (COMMUNITY ACTION TEAM) - the main purpose of this
unit is to develop community resources, primarily local group
homes for the placement of children under the auspices of
private or public agencies. The second function of this unit
is interagency communication to foster improved communication,

‘cooperation and Jjoint iInvolvement with other agencies. The

third priority is community education about the Juvenile Court
programs through a series of fllms, speeches and other formal
and informal presentations.

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT - provides program evaluation and
planning as well as independent research capability. This unit
has developed and is responsible for the maintenance of an on-
line computer system. This unit prepares all grant appllcatlons,
monitors funding sources and accounts to such sources on funded
projects.

S,

SCREENING AND CRISIS INTERVENTION UNIT

The Screening and Crisis Intervention Unit serves ss the
intake unit for the Pima County Juvenile Court Center and
operates 2L hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year.
Referrals are accepted from law enforcement agencies, parents
and schools. ‘Assessment, casework investigations, counseling
and short-term supervision for children are all provided.

Philosophically, the direction of the unit is aimed at
emphasis on the psychological and social aspects of a court
referrsal rather than solely on legal aspects of a case, Also,
emphasis ifs“placed on immediate counseling intervention at the
time of referral, as people are most open and willing to make
changes in a time of ecrisis.

Once a chlild has been referred to the Court Center and an
in-depth interviev has been completed, the Juvenile casevorker
has & number ‘of options that may be pursued in dealing with
the problems. Also, it is at this level that it is necessary
to determine 1f a referral is acceptable and if detention of
the child is warranted or not. Additionally, if appropriate, .
the cagse can be adjusted and no further court action taken. ‘Q

Future interviews can be scheduled for counseling sessions with

the family or referrals can be made to other community,agencies,
if it appears that another program or type of expertls§ is more
appropriate. k¢

If further court action in a case is necesssary, the case-
worker will enlarge his evaluation of the child and family in
order to prepare & written recommendation to the court for
disposition of the referral. This report includes a complete
summary of the family's social situation, as well as identifi~
cation and evaluation of the presenting probidems.

The date presented in the following tables describes the
children referred to the Juvenile Court for delinguent or
Juvenile status offenses. Delinquent offenses are acts which,
if committed by an adult would constitute a violation of .
federal, state, or local laws. Juvenile status offenses, on
the other hand, are acts which, if committed by an adulz would
not constitute @ law violation ~ e.g. running awvay from home,
possession of tobacco, ete. Referrals for dependency or traffic
offenses are considered in later sections. ‘

In looking at the characteristies of children referred
and thelxr behavioral problems, two perspectives were used,
The first focuses on the child as the basic unit of analysis;
the second, on the referral itself. Since & child may be
referred to the Court more than once during a year3 the number

RSt
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of referrals is a more useful indicator of the actual workload
of the Juvenile Court staff. On the other hand, in looking at
recidivism end diversion, the number of children is a more
useful measure. The relationship between the number of re-
.ferrals and the number of chlldren is examined in Tables 1
cand 2. :

TABLE 1

This table presents the number of children referred for
delingquent or Jjuvenile status offenses and the number of
referrals from 1970 to 197h

RUMBER ? X
OF |
CHILDREN
YEAR REFERRED NUMBER OF REFERRALS |
1970 | 3,737 | k4,935
1971 4,353 . | 5,727
1972 5,064 | Ts 053
1973 4,920 | 7,783
11k ] 6290 T 9,319
/\, e, 4 . . L

\\\{_: o

EYALUATION OF TABLE 1:

3]

During 197k, 6,290 children were referred to the court for
delinquent or Juvenile status offenses; the total number of
referrels was 9,179.. Most of the large increase oOver the 1973
totals can be .attributed to a number of 1mprovements in the
collection. of data and a changs in the method of computing
vearly totals. In prior years, the yearly totals were based
on cunmulative monthly reports, while in 1974 a true yearly
. Bummary was derived from the data base. Comparing the results
of these two methods, we found the cumulatlve monthly method
under-colinted the number of children by o9 (5,063 versus 6,290)
and the- ‘number of referrals by 13% (8 12k versus 9, 179). If we
agsyme that the same un&er—reportlng occurred in 1973 and adjust
the/“973 totals upward by 24% and 13% respectively, the % in-
crease over 1973 levels is 3.0% for the number of children and
L.4h% for the number df referrals. :

: Bevause of ‘these changes, cross-year comparisons (in par- .
ticular, net increases or declines) are difficult to interpret.
Fn most c¢ases where cross-year comparisons are made, we will
focus on comparing the distribution of 1tems for one year with

=

the correspondlng dlstrlbutlon of items for another year
rather than the total number of itemso :

TABLE 2

The follow1ng table examines a child's previous contact
with the Juvenile Court and the number of tlmes e child is 2
referred-to the Court durlng the year.

v

P;evious Contact Male Fgmaie
, i ) N % X %
['New'" ~ No Prior Referrals 2,789 | 63.5 L. b1k Th.,6
014" -~ With Prior Referral | 1,605 36.5 . 482 254
| (before 197h) ’ -,
fotal Children 1 h,39h 100,0 1 1,896 1-100.0
No. Referrals During 197k Male . Female
o a N ok N %
1 3,225 73.4 | 1,49k | T78.8
2 ' 668 15.2 245 12.9
3 126 5.7 80 L.2
L 61 2.5 39 2.1 &
5 30 1.k 16 8
6 18 T 11 6
. T 7 . “ T b
8 5 .2 e 100
9 , 2 L1 1 .1
10 1 - 1 UL
11 . : 1 - - -
: , 3 12 : ) 1 - - .
Total Children e 4,394 1100.0 { 1,896 }100.0

'EVALUATION OF TABLE 2:

Prior Contact with the Court - Of the 6,290 children referred to
the court, 4,203, or 66.8%, had no previous contact with the
court. - Boys were more likely than girls to have had a prior
referral, 36.%5% versus 25.4%,

Number of Referrals duripg 197h - Looking at the number of times
children were referred, the most striking fact is that about
three~fourths of the children had only 1 referral during the
yesr. Only 10% of the children had more than 2 referrals.

There is salso little dxfference between males and females
in terms of the distribution of referrals: T73.4% of the males
and 78.8% of the females had only 1 referral. The average
(mean) number of referrals per child is 1,50 for males and 1.38
for females; the median is. 1. 18 referrals for males and l 13 Tor
females.

e
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The fact that only about one-fourth of the children

TABLE 3 = Continued
head more than one referral during the year is a rough -

o

"W%é

“indicator of the success of diversion programs. For a more . ~ ’ = Male 7 v — Fenadtle ;
detailed examination of diversion and recidivism see thble Education - . - - .
L4 and the accompanying dis sion. . o ) ;
; : panying cussion Elementary ‘3h8 | ;.g , ng ug.%
TABLE Junior High ‘ 1,552 3 -3 3.1 ;
PhE S High School 1,737 39.3 6oL _31-g
Selected characteristics of children referred during 'CQllege . ' '7ig ‘ 16.8 372 ‘ 19:6

197k for behavior offenses are described in this table. Not Specified T 30L 100'0 1 1,896 100.0
Since some of these factors may have changed during the year, Total PR e ) 2 55 : —=2 S
e.g., age, thé table is based on the characteristics of the Mgfian Gradg in Schoo L2 , : ;
child at the time of the first referral in 19Th. - - .

. ‘ . ' Eome Situation
' ' Frivate Institutions o |
k&ce~Ethnic Origin N Hale ; i Female,‘%‘ : or Placements 658 15.0 283 1h.9
' T ' Both Parents 1,889 hg.o gig ig,g
’ ' ' 16.2 :

sgtomziem | o | v | ot oo o oer | W)

exican American 913 0.8 336 CATGT Father Only Fath 355 o it 5.7

lack : : 233 5,3 , 100 5.3 Mother~Step Father . ‘ ’

i ™ ) : Father~-Step Mother 87 2.0 35 1.8

merican Indian 137 3.1 . b5 2.4 other Relatives . 83 1.9 | 28 1.5
e eci > 14 | 2 -2 Foster Parents 25 .6 : 22 l.2
Not Specified Lo 18:0 39 20.8 {Not Specified 76 10.8 ’ 241 12.7
Total 14,394 100.0 1,896 100.0 lrees T T39% o6 5 — 507 T35
jhee ‘ 1 EVALUATION OF TABLE 3:

%gderfB | ‘ | 1 gg f?_ 4 2 2 Sexual Distribution - Boys continue: to be,muchVMOre-likelywk

9 o S 66 1'5, 1hA' .3 than girls to be referred to the Juvenile Court; they repre-

o o R . S 9. L d. AR
10 e . 87 5.0 23 1.9 sent 69.?% of all ch{ldrep.referre »

i; o e ;gg 2'2 129' 256 Race-~Ethnic Background - The race-ethnic background for some
" _ : E " ‘ ? “2 ‘197 of the children was undetermined. Of the remaining 5,105,

3 '227 29 &is“ %3'2 65.3% were Anglo-American, 2L.5% Mexican-American, 6.5% Black, p
i ’ 62 15.1 h09\ 21.6 . and 3.8% American-Indian. This disiribution closely parallels ’
lg 260 ;I'g 33% i%'é that of the total juvenile population in Pima County given in
1T 927 21.1 258 13.6 the 1970 census. | S L - ‘
iaffs ified B s : 13 2 Age = Most of the children referred to the Court for behavioral
Toé lpec = N 39{- - 10023 1.8 g 00'2 offenses were in their late teens;_dnly lh,h% of the boys and
Mod:a A‘ ’1542 - ’lgVB £90.0 '11.5% of the girls were under 13. The median age at time pf :

coran o 2t s JERLS + 12 Years first referral was 15.2 Jears for boys and 1k.8 years for g%rlsé

T ' ‘ T Such age differences are due to many factors; as will ?G‘POLnte
School Enrollment _ 7 ﬁ out later, differences in actual behavior as well as dlffergncqs
: . ‘ ‘ ” ~ ‘ : \ ’ s of the community and policies of law enforce-
Enrolled 2,919 66.% | 1,231 649 e np work o PERTRONANT e
Not Enrolled A k75 33.6 | 665 35,1 men gen ] ‘ o - L
%}ncludes Not SPGCiiéed)h s : 1 ‘ - ‘ iy Sehool Enrollment and Grade - School dropout has often been ,
otal .. '}R —1 ’3914; 100.0 : 1,896 100.0 cited as & contributing factor in delinquency s%nce‘gh%ldgen ;
‘ » TR “ 3 not in school have more opportunity to get in trouble lan
| ol sented here cannot be used to assess its importance. Of the
W 6,290 childreh, 66% were enrolled in schodl at the time of L
v ’ " their first referral; the remaining 34% were either not enrolled
. 6 - or their enrollment status was not determined. L -
SN . PO A i,
! \\\\‘s . o Tl e ‘ S s
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. " Looking at the grade in school, we find that for the
3,654 males whose grade in school was specified, 9.5% were

in elementary, 42.5% were in Jjunior high, and 4T7.5% were in

LI

high schocl; for females, the corresponding figures are
6.3%, 53.9% and 39.6%. This reflects differences in the

Tage distribution of boys and girls.

Home Situation -~ Although the data presented here cannot be
ased to determine the effect of "broken homes'" on delinguency,
it does serve to indicate the relative frequency of certain
family types among children referred to the Juvenile Court.
0f the 3,918 boys whose home situation Was specified, L48.27%

were from homés with both® parents present-versus 43.3% of the

girls. Single parent families represented 21.0% for boys

versus 23.3% for girls. ~ 0

TABLE 4 ;
‘ : J

- Phis table compares the number of children referred sgnd
the total number of referrals during 19Tk according to wheve
the’child lived (as of December 31, 197hk). The distribution
of children by census tract of residence is also illustrated /
on the map which follows. . 7 ¥

7

CENSUS -, Number of Children Number of Referrals
TRACT ‘Male Female]|Total Male Female| Total
1 3k, 6 Lo 45 T 17 s2..
2 2k 6 30 35 - ST ka2l
-3 27 3 30 41 3 by
ok 15 8 23 21 15 36
5 12 . 8 20 13 8 21
6 - .10 .9 19 1k . 12 26
ST - 26 S16% ko 38 . 19 57
8 ‘20 6. 26 28 9 1 .37
9 ko 15 55 59 31 90
10 19 7 26 32 1k k6
11 35 10 ks T2 11 83
12 5h 16 70 109 25 13k
13 60 25 . 85 107 38 | 1bLs
1k L9 1k 63 90 18 | 108
15 2k 13 37 36 16 52
16 12 L 16 19 5 2k
17 13 3 16 a7 6 23
18 31 b k5 by 20 6k
19 2h 9 33 ! 18 59
20 80 18 98 136 Z¢ 165
_ 21 - 37 10 L7 15 1h ] 89
22 6T 32 99 113 5L 1 167
23 91 35 126 185 51 | 236
Table 4% continued-on page 9.
- 8 -
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TABLE 4 - Continued

<G

Number of Children

CENSUS Number of Referrals
TRACT - " Male | Female]Total Male Female|Total
22k 86 52 138 152 84 236
25 130 52 182 19k 75 269
26 - k6 21 67 93 25 118
27 37 12 Lo 65 7 | 82
28 i 2P ‘13 35 28 17 45
29.01 39 16 55 51 21 72
29.02 8 k 12 12 L 16
30 55 22 TT 17 24 101
31 61 16 7T 88 33 121
32 23 9 32 32 10 h2 |
33.01 39 ik 53 63 15 T8
33.02 L6 17 63 61 23 8k
3k 25 16 b1 Lh 30 | Tk
35 22h 67 291 367 113 480
36 32 20 52 k9 35 | 8k
37 143 78 221 231 110 341
38 93 31 12k 160 62 222
39 55 ~33 88 88 . 53 141
bo.o1 31 1 32 by 2 k6
ho.02 158 52 210 246 84 330
40.03 235 11k 3L9 365 158 | 523
ho.ok k5 20 65 65 26 91
40.05 89 ks 134 136 56 192
40,06 53 22 5 93 29 122
Lo.oT 143 T1 21k 22k 82 306
h1301 56 . 27 83 86 43 127
hi1.02 T5 L1 116 118 68 186
Lo 6 0 6 7 Q T
k3.01 Lsy 12 57 67 15 &2
“h3.02 T 2 9 9.1 4 13
43.03 1 2 3 1 2 3
~4h.o1. 62 17 79 93%{ 30 123
bh.o2 88 | k3| 131 129 68 197 |
~hs.01 s | S T2 27 99 118 36 154
k5,02 & Wiy 17 61 .. 56 | 22 | 78
" h5.03 b2y 30 4 2. 7" 65 .38 | 103
k6.01 80 ok ~104 106 33 ‘139
46.02 23 T 30 29 9 38
b7.01 39 10 | ko 53/ 18 TL1]
47.02 37 19 |, 56 56 36 92
48 212 | 7 16 18 bl 22
L9 1 2 3 14 0 2 3
50 » 48 | 2k 72 58 1 303 88 |
3,460 1,413 14,873 5,468 2,07h l7.5k2 "
Out of o L O T
Coéunty 97 78 | 175 110 85 195 |
Qut of N 1 " B 5 -
State _1h2 77 4 219 155 8L 239
Out of : B - |
Country - s | 7 - o5 1 7
Unknown 693 } 323 11,016 835 362 11,197
TOTAL 4,394 11,896 [6,290 6,569 2,61019,179
T Y -




n ; 0 w :
=3 ® o
wm
o ) o 0 .
0 0 O 85§ ey B
. » =42 m o O & PP S Oy QO]
e ..Q el [+}] » h 14} e~ 32 [O ] o [} H o0 n o g e -%. & & & #f o
QO EHW M o o 4 uNOH ‘ o St H e oo N oo
PP AP O o d RN o e 0O o Sdg P ON Y2 g S
g p 0g 3 o . g2 o0oE BH83DO 0w o n e (V] 0ogy @ H & OO : . =i
o 0 O Byerd By el ! oS W@ Nwnn 8 ynd H e )
OV E HSoadodwe g0 d nn—~ g HEHAd o Qg m 0o op ~
K HagAddEgd. RHbBOoaEHd He o on  ogd O ey o s o
OO0 U Qe B o HiEwnd g A Bl P oo o flel @ : P 4w g
0.9 0 N HOg . P d a0 d 0 dp U 0 3 oo~ © d o ] Ve
@ a P Hgad ol b s o b (OIS I SO o B R SR SR o omo& Py OO VO M~ ujo)
R e T T N e S T M4 800 = &+ o DO o4 O~ Ol
R R A a8 LA vEOUZS B O < v o g0 = o
R - E R R R n L E o SO e oA =R ) - o
SoulE 00 o &P o e ® PGSO 00 P ¥ oo & o e oy
g .a U P e g os 0 g PN A B3 EO bl o Lo B VRVLY :
s nod@d. 0o 0@ ns o wun o & B oelm g oo 0
+ o N Sun oo O P therd O oS rg RN Lo BN O n g
w On 0P Pt o o O r g~ 0 M & S Py 30 0w vioQgw g v o & v
£ 5490 o8 o a o o o SO o - 5-a e R e
: ~ O oo™ S U g oC ean n wo w g o = 3 40U » i) W -\ =0 0o
H pREY - POH o4 TOD 0 BnSN 84 0 B U RN o PN
; BH& PP TP N [ ] ged & O P U A 4~ ® O [o RN« I J I N o ™M QIO M o
: g3 0d300O0QT Qe G 1 g ¢ P oagdnddo [ DR <] 2 A nm o n Qo ~{O
: P [ORNSREC R ST~ o g0 oOgd P8O 00 MR Ry 2 0% R " ;
; Lo dR SR 38 9 b+ Yo U o (SIS R = © ol )] oo O™ W e
: 2008 «0 ® O Ay @ e O 0 o o 4o B L Tpr] &l () —
; . S A nog (R I e B [ R N A = vt I R I ) i
: Leoesg » o n ot oo w o.m KWL % 4 &0 g H & 0 o
{ tdeHL @0 nuow o g QR @ W . O s 0 O% d ok = 1
; Hdo-Hd oM SuduPdn moO ™A g fu D . < 44 IR O O Nk NP Oy
. QP 8 00--pP 0~ R TREL AN VRN e WL i A0S $4 o 3 o H 0 oe oo O N O
g HO0d 00 e 3N O Qe G0k b o.g oo S oo |G =l inat = o - olin
ey £ O OO N B > S EAD o L0 M S £ Qoard e 2o o o = o
P nasAadH B v o\ od ok L3 AU Howd el Q 5Ol ™ O
U O P . @ £ .o S OH B + g ] [ o SR < o BEEN
& H ~ B — o 0 dd T~ o o o ) g0 - ‘N U Ol
vl P RO OHGO HOO & bk 00 I MO PO , = > o Hlg
=+ HPe RSN N oM PR OV B Q O e O~ VI TR« 38 ) & o nwdlp
Wun o OnHWAd S oo ot~ W 0B UH P AN s OO WY H b8
Rl 2090 v UL S db N 040 POoPoON = I
Hi vl M E P PP HP Y & NP ot ot n o oPpdAd eL) E O+ d o ad ol O £
m 3 g o ¢ LS E-RR St POV O PR @ WwH N d = [ rd
< O WO L ey MO UQ e 00 B+ B el 0H =i~ [T g Plo Y% ot
B4 Lot 43 W ® b o S H a0 o e} 30 d el - Lo F aa e 4] B .o ol 1}
0 & O s by fE P SeAEow oy WY e 0P v O~ O O A Lk S g o of =
g3 5T A o INO gM1 00 ) od HE dhaw g an e Mgl o St 4 oY
o OO0 Ny O N B~ D LI ¥ o'w oow A HE b o 3@ o RS R o O]
: Pagagdbedo Q& pom L9 O nd P =] Qe o g o] « o g el
= o P P OO O K+ U o LIEL I - Q0 0 O MU W L] b4 QO ot - H o] 44 ©
o ot o P o PN oOoungg # ndo 3o dg.S PP o : O~ td o} O < il
M P g e 9w o o g gerog O 0N OR O P 0 s o 20 U el =] o] ol o
B4 g s.ag-g O i 3 U S d o S Re Rz bow o S SR o] ot 53w o EE) < o o ol
<t o o () ot O B Ol 1 3 B4 o £ 3 e m + N O 4t . 3} [ 4 (3] 4
) g8 0 BPL U S g0 g g g 0™ w0 LR = ot i 0O O M KA
=3 (VR T, JK o JROS TE ~ S L O WD P~ OO San U d g e fa] [ o et O OHOO [
< P 200 a oW o S I~ IR . IS poA g O~0 d o I~ T o3~ [T (3] WMo, el
= S OO i M40 00 0 dpOgdaony o [SRRE I I~ 86 o =B B =R S N o] N o]
= O <= o p MG 4 . O S o opdd N H o - £ H O P o <4 S M <O R

VU Mn =00~ 0507040 0q0M 0y
0.9 008 0030083 008 00 300
68°6,0%6.0%0,0%5,0%5 080,690 0!
8,00 2008903 005 00 $0e'g 00 800
050°0,0%0,000,0%0,0%.0P0,6%0485%0

0 Po
o0 20030030080 L 008
0,096,0%0,,%! s oS
. 0%,
g 8008 60
T

0,90
0099,
00
So.. 00

Q,
£+3

‘oo
Q,

006 3
o8
:

& Q0
Q! 80070070050 075

o

Q

o
ADS,

O O, Q,
3 00°20,0% 5
o 050 204w L Bna O e B e e i
00 2002 0oy, 3 «,edoooe‘wmﬁ;ocoowoo
o ocoooooa PR 0,0% 0% 0%0 0%0 o
e O g o 2 0 9
200 5 00 0, 09, ec'd oo g oo

[- R
%0,%0 o .00

o o~

oo 1

i nw m

2500 6 50%0,0° ,

3i00 8 00.83 00500 3 90 3005003 00.§ IR 23 s

00 000 050°0,6°858°0,0%0,0°0,096,6°0,

803003 00300200800 a0 3 00} B e 5D

- 96020,020,0°26,0%6,0%0,0%9,895,0 o] §oS
; , : ; 23298008 90,809 890 80088 o g koot
- ! g 00 2’00 8 009 00 300 © 0.3
-] gy

Boo

corly @
CHOH AL
=X ‘o

v
.
-

10

WL 650

W1 Y
7 m
MI
: v
& .
RAWE B
20 2 00 2 0o . o PR S ;
o ] o 4 H I - T4 : .
c. o0 0 _ 0 6.0 i o ; EFA - By
a8 o © oo B o\ Samy presmadeosaummiinouen .
‘ 10 g 00 [ 00 4 o 3 : g %= T iz o=t
N s 0,00 06 0,0 0 ) 5 e R . x [ TR P~
H o0 - - 0Q < i Gauad 3] m
o o{90°¢C a® ou Samad 1 . E4 9
8,0 ) : OO
10 o @ o ; i <
oo
2 ag © B
Py 00 o OT 3
ocoo .
Z 00 @ syl o
a . y y Ry
©"a0 e o O NI WA B
e I p o S . . ; % ) o Q ~°0ﬁdh°t‘°°@b°..u@0000¢6., a
o 8 f : % 80650 50060058 o
o.aao ' : 0 V0 PadT800050800,00¢, E
uw LS . . : . . =
o Gy
oo
¢ o 00
; 2 a0
00606
- o S,
- o S
; [ p 60,0°860°0,0°8, /
‘ ® a2 ¢ 0 o.0 & G 0 ) 2R c2 00 S 6e 306 g1 o/
LR 0 2ot 0% 00 200 2 8% nn Bo e o faalianlinhinlint.

o e ittt At ] o e S ey 1 o S Rk

e e g SR, . i o 2 Ot e s e e gty




TABLE 5 -~ Continued

Male i k Female
Referral Method N v q N 9
Physical ‘ 3,546 5k.0 1,293 "Lo.,s5
Paper 3,023 46.0 1,317 50.5
Total Referrals 6,569 100.0 2,610 100.0
Referral_Type ‘
‘belinquent 5,036 76.7 1,298 49.7
Juvenile Status 980 ik.9 | 1,111 - ho.6
flot Specified 553 8.4 201 - T.1
Total Referrals 6,569 100.0 ° 2,610 100.0
Source of Referral
Tucson Police Dept. 5,010 76.3 1,957 75.0
Pima Co. Sheriff Dept. |1,105 16.8 k30 16.5
So. Tucson Police Dept. 143 P2 35 1.3}
Dept. of Public Safety 76 1.2 30 1.1
Parents 68 1.0 61 2.3
Tuvenile Court : ' 18 .3 15 .6
Other 146 2.2 82 3.1
ot Specified 3 .0 0 | .0
flotal Referrals 6,569 100.0 2,610 100.0

Female

Age 5 % N %

o ‘ .

Under 8 b1 .6 3 .1
8 37 .6 6 .2
9 78 1.2 19 T

10 11k 1.7 27 1.0

11 203 3.1 65 2.5

0.2 334 5.1 152 5.8

13 565 8.6 335 12.8

14 1,016 15.5 600 23.0

15 1,182 18.0 607 23.3

1.6 15518 23.1 450 . 17.2

17 1,41) 21.5 321 12.3

1.8+ , 59 -9 22 .8

iNot Specified 8 .1 3 .1

flotal 6,569 100.0 2,610 100.0

Median Age 14.9 years 14.7 years

_[School Enrollment

Enrolled h,h4o2 67.3 1,751 6T7.1

Not Enrolled 2,147 32.7 859 . 32.9
(Includes Not Specified) ' '

Total ‘ 6,569 100.0 2,610 100.0

Education

Elementary L48 6.8 - 13% 5.1

Junior High 2,548 38.8 1,216 h6.6

High School 2,72k b1.s 858 | 32.9

College 25 Wb = 3 .1

Not Specified 824 12.5 400 15.3

Total 6,569 100.0 2,610 100.0
edian Grade in School

Home Situation

Private Institutions
, or Placements 1,197 18.2 hto 18.1

Both Parents 2,726 k1.5 925 35.L4
other Only 1,120 17.0 Loz 18.9

Eather Only 203 3.1 ° - 49 1/9.

. Mother-Step Father 518 7.9 290 1.1
- {Father-Step Mother 129 2.0 b5 1.7

[other Relatives 134 2.0 38 1.5

Foster Parents ke T hsg 1.7
Not Specifled ho6 . 7.6 253 9.7
Total 6,569 100.0 2,610 100.0

TABLE 5 ~ Continued

EVALUATION OF TABLE 5:

Cornigidering the characteristics of the children referred,
the distributions based on the number of referrals are very
similar to those based on the number of children. This is to
be expected since about 75% of the chlldren had only one
referral during 197h.

. ¥ .
Referral Method =~ Children may be "physically" refé%red in which =~

case they are physically brought to the Court Centen by the

'referrlng agency (parents, police, etec.). In the cale of a

"paper referral'", the referring agency (usually law e\forcement)
notifies the court personnel that a complaint has been, filed and
the parents are to call the Pima County Juvenile Court Center
within 72 hours for an interview date. In general., paper refer-
rals are’used for less serious offenses or when immediste action
is not required. g |

The higher proportion of physicsal referrals of boys compared
to girls (54.,0% #ersus 49.5%) probably reflects differences in
alleged offenses,

Referrgl Type =~ Referrals are c13551f1ed 1nto four categories by

the S8CI worker accordlng to the alleged offenses: 1) delinquent;

- 13 -
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2) Juvenile status; 3) traffic; and 4) dependency. ' These are
extremely broad categories which indicate the worker's &ssess-
ment of the serliousness of the referral rather than a deter-
mination based on the alleged offenses. Offenses themselves
‘will be discussed in detail in the next series of tables.

0f the 6,016 male referrals in which the ref2rral type
was specified, 83.7% were delinquent and 16.3% were juvenile
status. The corresponding percehtages for female referrals
were 53.9% and 46.1%.

These striking comparisons indicate that alaost half of
the girls but only one-fifth of the boys referred have been
brought to the Ztﬁention of the court staff because of Juvenile
offenses. The explanation of these differences is complex:
girls may be more likely to 1) commit" Juvenlle offenses (in
particular, runaway; and/or 2) be referred for juvenile offenses

than boys. The importance of sex in defining how a person acts )

and how others react is clearly seen here. : .
Source'of‘Referral - These figures are not intended to indicate
the volume of Juvenile casework handled by such agencies, since
only cases officially referred to the Juvenile Court and classi-
fied by SCI Workers as delinquent or Jjuvenile status offenses
are included. About three-~fourths of the referrals to the
Juvenile Court come from the Tucson Police Department and the
Pima County Sheriff's Department is responsible for another
16.7% of the referrals. Overall, law enforcement agencies are
responsible for about 96% of all referrals.

TABLE 6
; Male , . Female

Month N % N A
January ' ' 549 8.4 207 T.9
February 388 5.9 230 8.8
March " 658 10.0 2ho 9.2
April 592 9.0 232 8.9 | «
May 626 9.5 22h 8.6
June : 576 8.8 202 T.7
July. L6y 7.1 15% 5.9
August : 529 8.1 183 ‘7.0
September k72 7.2 188 T.2
October : 589 9.0 275 10.5
November 536 8.2 232 8.9
December 590 9.0 242 9.3
Total 6,569 100.0 2,610 100.0

EVALUATION OF TABLE 6:

Looking at male referrals, the peak month is March, the

“.lowest month is February; for female referrals, the peak comes

in October and the low point 4s in July. In general, the data

- 14 -

- Tollowing spould be noted:

tends to dispel the myth that referrals increase.in the summer
months because children are out of school; several plausible
explanations for the low referral rates during the summer
months have been suggested: a decrease in the level of pmllce
activity as the result of vacatlons,‘an absolute decrease in
the number of children in the area - some leave to seek Jobs
elsevhere o7r go on vacations, and finally, weather and llghtlng
conditions S < ;

Tables/ » 8, 9, 10 and 11 describe the alleged offenses for
which childyen were referred during 1974. The relationship
between the 'number of offenses, referrals, and children is ex-
tremely complex. In interpreting the number of offenses, the

A=

I

l) a j 1ld may be referred’ for more than one foense,

, e.g. burglary and.runaway¥

P

2) a child may be referred for multiple counts of the

same offense, e.g., two separate burglaries (in
this situation, only one. burglary offense Wwould be
counted) . 3

The frequency of a given offense represents the number of tames
that offense is specified on the referrals. Thus, to state
that there were 10 burglary offenses may indicate:

1) one child had 10 referrals alleging burglary, or
2) ten childrern each had 1 referral alleging burglary.

T

The actual number of children referred for selected offenses isg
given in Table 10.

In additlon to these problems, it cannot be too strongly\

cemphasized that we are dealing with alle ed, not proven, offenses.

The classification of offenses is made by the SCI worker at thé
time of referral; this initial charge may later be amended or
dismissed entirely.

For descriptive purposes, offenses are classmfled into
five general categories:

1) Juvenile Status Offenses . |
2) Minor Personal Offenses . S
3) Major Personal Offenses :
k) Offenses Against Persons

5) Offenses Against Property

Note: the speciflc offenses included in each of these generai
cetegories are listed 'in Table 11. ‘

o w‘

* Of the 9,179 referrals to the court, 1,367 or 1lk. 9%, had more

than 1 alleg\ offense on a referral.

- 15 -
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TABLE 8 .
. L TABLE
This table shows general offense categcries’by sex for 197h. ‘ : 2
‘ 3 This table lists the ten most frequent offenses by sex.
) ’ <
_BOYS GIRLS MALES . ,
) e A TOTAL ’ : % OF ALL NUMBER OF
o NO.. OF [ % OF ALL | NO. OF | ¥ OF ALL| NO. OF RANK | OFFENSE OFFENSES | OFFENSES |
QFFENSES OFFNS. | OFFENSES | OFFNS. | OFFENSES | OFFNS. o , E i
2 ’ ‘ ' 1 Runaway 11.6 - 907
Juvenile Offenses 2,228 28.3 1,530 5k.1 /3,758 5 Burglary 10.% 817
. . o : v 3 Shoplifting 9.6 754
Crlmin&l Offenses . ‘ - h Dangerous Drugs 9 R 5 71;8
Minor Personal Offns. 363 k.6 - 89 3.1 hso 5 Larceny: Except 9.k 7h1
M&JOZ’ Personal Offns. l,h59 18.6 226 T.9 1,685 Shopll‘ftlng .
Offns. Against Persons 483 6.2 93t 3.3 576 6 Malicious Mlschlef 6.3 495
Offns. Against Property | 3,319 2.3 895 31.6 L,21h T Liguor . 5.7 Lh7
, 8 Curfew 4.3 35
Total Criminal Offenses 5,624 T1.7 1,303 | L4s5.9 6,927 9 Joyriding 3.9 302
‘ L e : : N 10 - Trespassing 3.7 . " 293
TOTAL OFFENSES 7,852 | 100.0 |2;833 |100.0 |10,685 - '
: : | RANK | OFFENSE OFFENSES | OFFENSES |
As Table 8 shows, Juvenile offenses dominate the list. for females. - . .
Of the 2,833 offenses, some 1,530 (54.1%) were juvenile offenses; 895 ' ' S ’ : S
> o 1 Runawa . 506 .
(31. 6%) vere offenses against property; and 226 (7.9%) were major o Sﬁopli?ting 2;;?, i 6h§ | R
personal cffenses. More specific information as to the top ten offenses 3.5 Health,Welfare,Morals 5.6 R 1 159 ;
can be found in Table 9. : 3.5 Dangerous Drugs , 5.6 159 ;
: ' 5 Incorrigible. . h.8 136 R
In addition to a higher number of offenses~ ‘boys al d» showed a more Z Larcenyga Except 2.6 : ?3 g ;
varied pattern. Of the 7,852 offenses, 3,319 (42.3%) were offenses ~ Shoplifting k |
against property; 2,228 (28 3%) were juvenile offenses; and 1,459 7 Liquor 2.5 70 I T - C
(18.6%) were major personal offenses. More specific information as to 8 - Burglary | 53 Eoi o ’
the top ten offenses can be found in Table 9. 8.5 ;Simple Assault 5,0 o 61>'f _ s
‘ ‘ : 8.5] Disorderly Conduct 2.2 : . i
. = 10 w,grfew 1.9 4
EVALUATION OF TABLE 9: -~ | | - . f ;

For both boyé and glrls, the<pffenses included in the "top

ten" are similar, although the exact ranking différs., Runaway

is the most frequent offenses, but accounts for 37.5% of the
female offenses and only 11, 6% of 'male offenses. Shoplifting
(22.7%) plus runaway makes up 60% of all female offenses, while
.the distribution of male offenses is more differentiated. For
-males burglary, shoplifting, and other larceny repregsent.29. kg of
all offenses; dangerous drugs and llquor violationg are. another ,
15.2%, TFor girls, shoplifting, other larceny, and burglary >
‘account for 27. 6%; dangerous drugs and liquor law violatlon for
another 8.1%. : :

- 19 -
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TABLE 10

This table presents the actual number of chlldren who
were referred at least once in 19Th for selected offenses.

Male : Female

- - % OF ALL | % OF ALL
OFFENSE : v N CHILDREN - N CHILDREN
’Runaway o | f 706 |° léﬁl 759 40.0
Larceny—Shopllftlng 736 16ﬁ8 ' 620 32.7
Larceny~0ther ‘ 680 15.5 | 65 | 3.k
Dangercué'Drugs 635 S 1k.5 ') 146 | 7;7
Burglary 588 l3.ﬁ | h9: | '2.6
‘Liquor Violations koh | 9.2 67 3.5
Malicious Mischief 368 8.4 B 33 1.7
CurfewA | ‘ 332 - 7.6 | 50 2.6
Tfesnassing : | 284 6.5 29 1.5
Simple Aseault 230 . 5.2 ;‘;;sq» R 3,2
Joyriding : | ﬁzéh: 6.0, e 1T B EoR
_Disnrdeniy Conduct 196 | :h.j ‘3 60 3.2
‘Incorrigible 130 | 3.0 | 124 6.5
Aégfavated Assanlte"w137 A“3.1 1 2o L2

Note: A child may be counted more than once; i.e., a child
referred for burglary and for runaway would be counted
once in the burglary totals and once in the runaway
totals, but a child referred twice for burglary would
only be counted onece in the burglary totals.

%)

EVALUATION OF TABLE 10:

1n general thegse results correspond to those presented

- in Table 8. Looking at boys, we see that about 15% of the boys

' ware referred at least once for the following offenses: shop-
lifting, other larceny, burglary, runaway, and dangerous drugs.
9.2% were referred for llquor law violations. In general ‘boys
ahow a very differentiated p&ttern with no one offense accounting

R

- 20 -

Table 11 Continued on page

- for more. than. 20%. : : >

v

'Girls, on the other hand, show a very ‘distinctive- pattern'

ﬁho% of the girls were referred for runaway and 32.7% for

shopllftlng, the percent of girls referred for ahy -other offense
is extremely small. , £,

One clear 1mp11cat10n of the high percent of girls referred e
for Juvenlle status offenses such as runavay, incorrigibility,. |
curfew, and hesalth, welfare, and morals offense is that the
removal of status offenses would have a much greatsr impact in

. terms of reducing the number of girls referred than boys.

TABLE 11
This table presents a detailed breakdowu of alleged offenses
by sex of the child for 19T7L.

JUVENILE » | Male | Female | Total
Runavay | ~ 907 1 063 1,970
Incorrigible 152 ° 136 288
Curfevw = ' 355 5h hog
"Health, Welfare, Morals ‘ :
~ (Includes Suicide) oy 159. Lo3
Liguor Offenses == | bl 7O 517
Tobacco Offenses - Ly 6 50
Truancy R ’ : 53 s 32 | 85~
Escape . . 15 2 7 |
| other ah 11 8 | 19 | o
 Total Juvenile Offenses - l2,228 1,530 3,758 -
MINOR PERSONAL BEHAVIOB, Male |Female | Total
. k.,_\_'l, N ‘ i
Disorderly Conduct ] 204 | 61 265
Disturbing thé Peace R 13 5 j;'*%&.
Loitering/Vagrancy - 38 3 |
| False Information to Offlcer T2 ‘ 20 . 92
BB Gun/Slingshot 1k : 0 : 1k
| Other | R 22 o o 22
Total Minorigefsonal Offenses 363 89 5452

Lfgl -



MAJOR PERSONAL OFFENSES

Male Female Total
Dangerous Drugs: Marij. 600 120 720
Dengerous Drugs: Glue/Paint k2 12 “Sh
Dangerous Drugs: Other 106 27 133
Carrying Concealed Weapon 96 3 99
Other Weapon Offense 51, 1 52
Malicious Mischief hos 38 ’ 533
Obstruct Police - 33 6 39
Obstruct Justice- 9 I 13
Prostitution 0 L L
Other . 27 11 38
Total Majom Personal Offmns. [ 1,459 226 1,685
OFFENSES AGAINST PERSONS - Male Female Total
Homicide 2 0 2
Manslaughter 1 0 1
Kidnapping 11 5 16
Rape/Sodomy 28 2 30
Aggravated Assault 1hk 22 166
Simple Assault 250 61 311
- Child Molesting 19 0 19
Lewd and Lascivious Acts 27 3 30
Other 1 0 1
Total Offns. Against Pers. 483 93 576
OFFENSES AGAINST PROPERTY ‘Male | Female Total
Robbery 85 15 100
Burglary: Resldeqfial 523 by 567
Burglary: Non—Residential 294 21 315
. S8tolen Vehicle: Joyriding - 306 1T, 323
Stoxen Vehicle: Other .113 9 122
Larceny: Shoplifting TS5k 6h3 l 397
Larceny: Theft from Auto 241 10 251
Larceny: Bicycle Theft 168 .9 177
Larceny: Other 332 5L : 386
Stolen Property 81. 6 ~ 87‘
Arson f Lo 10 c 52
Extortion 8 1 9
" Fraud 63 16 T9
Forgery - 11 7 18
Trespassing 293 29 322
Other .5 g "9
. 0 R .
Total‘bffgs.wAgainst Prop. | 3,319 895 L,21k

{7,852

“ 22 -

The referral
worker, probation
been filed on the
by dismissing the

Intervention Unit.

DISPOSITIONS

Depending upon the severity of the alleged offenses, the
child's previous history with the court (if any), family
circumstances, the attitude of the child, and many other
factors, the referral may be adjusted at intake, forwarded to
another unit in the court or outside agency, or Held for
further investigation.

may be adjusted at a later date by the SCI
officer, or VIP worker, If a petition has
charges, the case may also be "adjusted"
petltlon.

TABLE 12

The following table describes the intake dlspositlon‘of‘
« referrals to the court made by the Screening and Crisis

» Male Female
DISPOSITION N % N %
Adjusted ~ Lack of Evidence 206 3.1 39 1.5

| AdJusted - Not Serious Enough 550 8.4 207 T.9
Adjusted ~ Admits, but no
Court Action Necessary 2,35k 35.8 | 1,083 k1.5
Forwarded to SCI/Held Pending| 1,486 22.6 ks6 | 17.5 |
Forwarded to VIP 110 1.7 90 3.k
Forwarded to FPO 573 B.7 131 5.0
Forwarded to Other Agency 316 k.8 by 1.7
Other Jurisdiction-Out of -
County, State or Country 267 T 1Tk 6.7
Information Only 70T 10.8 386 { 14.8
TOTAL REFERRALS 6,569 100.0 {2,610 }100.0

EVALUATION OF TABLE 12

48.4% of referrals to the court were adjusted at 1ntake" , !
21.2% were not adjusted, but held pending further investigation;. :
2.2% were forwarded to the VIP Unlt and T.T% to Field Probation §
Teams for further disposition -~ in most cases,. these were refer— §
rals -of children currently in the VIP program or on probation; ]
3.9% were forwarded to other agencies for disposition ~ in most =~ %
cases, these were referrals of children committed to the State
Department of Corrections or wards of Welfare Department; 4,8%
were referrals of children living outside Pima County, and the
remaining 11.8% were 1nformatlon only type referrals.
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"TABLE 13

- This table focuses on post-intake adjustments.

o i Male | Female
POST~INTAKE ADJUSTMENT ~ N N
Adjusted by 8CI, VIP, or FPO: ‘

Lack of Evidence | 81 1h
Not Serious Enough 32 ‘ 11
Admits, No Court Actlon : :
Necessary 198 60
Petition Dismissed: R
.Lack of Evidence : a 21 )
Not Serious Enough ' 3 i 0~
| Admits, No Court Action ' o
i Necessary i L3h 182
Other . : , 9 L
JTOTAL POST~INTAKE ADJUSTMENTS,‘ 778 27h$

l
EVALUATION OF TABLE 13: '

There were &n addltional 1,052 post-1ntake ad justments; of
these, 396 (37.6%) wére adjusﬁed by<the SCI, VIP or FPO workers,
while 656 (63.4%) were adjusted by dismissal of petitions.

Thus, of the 9,179 referrals, sone 5,E9l or 59.8% were
eventually adjusted; the corresponding figures for male refer-~
rals and female referrals were 59.2% and 61.4%. The effect of

‘diverting almost 60% of all referrals from further involvement

in the Juvenile Justice System has far-reaching implications.
First, it drastically reduces the time and manpower that would
be needed if such cases were adjudicated. Second, in terms of
the success of such efforts in preventing further referrals,
only 25.0% of all children seen during 1974 had more than one
referral, and only 16.8% of children whose first referral was
in 197h had another referral.

-‘gy -

¢

This table is intended to examine total program effectlve—
ness as defined by recldlvlsm rate.
- recidivism as an index of

TABLE 1&

success

o

Although the use of
is a hlghlyudebated 1ssue,,

no alternative measures have been agreed upon or generally

ugsed.

Male'

Female

% o

Rec

£ Total
Male

idivists

Female
Recidivists

% of‘TotdlYa

Children with one
or more referrals
prior to 1974 and
one referral in

197h

935

bh.h

287

B1.7

1T

Children with one
or more referrals

prior to 1974 and -

two or moresrefer-
rals in 197h

670

31.8

195

11T - :
Children with no
referrals prior . to
1974 and two or
more 1vferrals in
- 197k '

499

23.7

207

S0.0

TOTAL CHILDREN WHO

689

'RECIDIVATED IN 197k
v

or more referrals
prior to 197k and
no referrals in

197h

Children with one’

2,104

h,o5h

100.0

N/a

2,697

100.0

- N/B

Children with no
referrals prior to
197k and only one
referral in 19Tk

2,290

WA

11,207

CN/A

TOTAL CHILDREN WHO

|.DID NOT RECIDIVATE

IN 197k |

- N/A

3,904

N/A

RECIDIVISM RATE_ 

{2k.9%

7 ot

D ﬁ/A;' '
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17.9% for. male

;‘female

comparison. °

divism studies.

EVALUATION OF TABLE 1b:

The children studied represent all children with a com~
puterized referral hlstory as of December 31, 19Th. Thus, -

“ineluded: in this populatlon are all referrals for pre-

adjudicated, adjudicated, poetnadjudicated, committed, and

probation children.

. The overall recidivism rate was 21.4%; 24.9% for males
and 15.0% for females. The overall redidivism rate may be
further broken down into two components‘ the recidivism rate
for "old” children {those with at least one referral prior to
1974) ahd "new" children (those with no referrals prior to
197hk). The recidivism rate of the old children (recidivists
were defined as children with one or more referrals in 1974)
was 23.6%; 28.4% for males and 15.2% for females. The reci-
divism rate of new children- (reClleiStS were defined as
children with two or more referrals in l9Th) was 16.8%;°

and 14.6% for females.

This analysis suggests that not only i the recidivism
rate declining, but also that the difference between male and
is also shrinking. .

This conclusionvls further substantiated by an analysis
done on the recidivism of childreéen in 1973. This study took

| all children on the computerized system as of December 31,

197h and then looked at the referrals of children during 1973.
Strictly speaking, the population used in the 1973 study is
not comparable to that 'of the 19Th study since the referral
histories of all children who turned 18 during 1973 were not
available. This exclusion would have’ the probable effect. “of-
lovwering the recidivism rate since in general older - chladren’

'are more likely to be referred.

« The results of this study are summarized in Tableyis,e
corresponding 197h flgures areﬁlncluded in parentheses for

5

= e TABL& 15 e oo

L]

This table summarizes the results of 1973 ‘and 197k reci- -
Recidivism for 197k is in parentheses next to,

the corresponding 1973 figure.

b‘

4

Syl

Male 'Femeled | Tdtelj'
.| Overall Recidivism Rate 26;9(2h.9);e18.8(15.o) 2h.0(21.4Y
| Recidivism Rate (01d TR RS U SRR i
Children) 3k.6(28.4) [22.6(15.2) | 30.4(23.6)
‘Recidivism Rate (New ; e R
Chi;dren) ‘ ;7.0(17.9) LU h(1h.6) | 16.0(2678)
- 26 - | :

smong the most noteworthy are:

for the har ucore delinquent chlla.

N

o ’

EVALUATION OF TABLE 15: R
~ As mentioned earlier, the recidivism rates for the 1973
population did not,. include children who turned 18 during
19735 if these children had been included; the rates would
have been higher than those reported. Thus, there appears

to have been a substantial drop in the recidivisnm rates,
particularly among "old" children; and some decline among .
"new" e¢hildren. Several factors contributed to this decline;
increased staff effectiveness
at the intake level, generally smallex caseloads among pro-
bation staff, and specialized intensive care (Project Carrera)

. (5./
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‘DETENTION HOME

The Pima County Juvenlle Court Center malntalns a

‘detention home for children detained prior 1o their court

V)

hearing or until disposition of their'case. Services are
provided by detention employees with the intent of initiat-
ing the rehabilitation process during the detention period
and positively influencing behavior of children. The
establishment of such a constructive rehabilitation program
for the benefit of detainegs began in July of 1973, at which
time the Court Center received a federal grant through the
Arizona State Justice Planning Agency. The rehabilitation

progrem continued in l97h and included a learning center,

a recreational program, staff training and an institutional
rules‘program. , ; S &

Learnlng Center Program:

The Learning Center Program is aimed at offering each
¢hild a positive and rewarding classroom experience, emphasiz-
ing practical academics and self-awareness. The educational
program-is flexible and individualized to meet the varying
needs of a diverse population. :

Children work individually or in small groups and are
exposed to a variety of materials, stressing academic
aptitudes such as math, language arts, reading &nd writing
skills. Detention staff assists the teacher, further person-
alizing the needed instruction. Also, in addition to the
regular classroom program, tutoring is available as the need
for special instruction becomes apparent.

Recreatibnél'Pngram:

A full sctivity program is malntalned for chlldren
detained., These recreational activities help a child to

- maintain an individual identity and a sense of rastery and

worth as a person. The program exposes the child to a wide
range of soclally-acceptable recreational activities of
direct therapeutic wvalue; also boredom is reduced among
chllﬁren and staff is able to relate to the children on an

vZoyable level and thus influence their behavior. Activities
&lso provide a natural outlet for pent up energy; consequently
tensiold 1is reduced smong detalnees, and property damage and
disturbances decrease. s

o

"Activities inelude wrestllng, volleyball, basketball,

~badminton, pool, football, table tennis, gymnastics, relays,

~ Phase System:

arts and crafts and drama. , s

47

| . =

o

The phase éystem,was devqloyed for the Detention Home as
o form of preventive discipline. The environment is arranged

o 52‘8 -

oft

§

N

as to encoursage approprlate or expeﬂted behavior by extendlng
privileges and respon31blllt1es as the child is ready for
them. This type of discipline is Jelated to development and
is .defined as positive encouragemeﬂt, guidance or teaching
of the kind of behav1cr conszderedwsoclally appropriate. It
is not achieved by fear, frequent use of punltlve practices
or highly restrictive controls. Rather, it is built into
every aspect of the institutional/ program and supported by

a concenkrated effort of the staff to promote and encourage
behavior b¥ responding p031t1vely to it rather than waiting
for behavior and responding negatively. Consequently, a
positive climste. is created, punishsa le 1nc1dents decrease,
and the child!s detentlon perlod evo ves ate a learnlng .
experience rather than a punishing one.r* ‘
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" TABLE 164 ,
, , TABLE 16B
1hiq table presents a S5-year cqmparlson of (l) the numberfof
children detained, (2) the total number of days these children
spent in detenticn, and (3) the average daily occupancy of ‘

;s table graphically represents admlsSlons to detention
over a ;five year period.- g : : O

o

- 31 -

dctentlon. : . o i ﬁ
. . : : : 2200 -r J ‘
- i | : ‘ e 0 L .
, , ' 1970 11971 1972 1973 © 1974 2100 g | R
DETENTION. ADMISSIONS & o 4
. , ; - ; 2000 T |
Male : 4 1,085 ¢#i1,121] 1,189 1,367 § 1,421 ;
Female L 549 614 1 675} 7601 632 1900 T,
Total ' 1,634 4§ 1,735 1,864 1 2,127} 1,985 , ki
, ‘ : <Y ' D 1800 T
TOTAL DETENTION DAYS ]
’ o ‘ 1700 7
Male . 10,050 | 10,697 | 9,710} 12,601 | 9,226 : , e :
Female 7,194 6,746 6,586 7,928 1 4,632 1600 T . ; : T : =
Total 17,244 116,843 16,296 | 20,529 1 13,858 i g
: . o . o i ¢ 1500 - S
I AVERAGE DATLY OCCUPANCY : [ T R J . ~ 'y
R | , ‘ 1kob + — ]
Male 27 28 27 34 25 o ' , /x—/ G
Female 20 .18 18 22 13 M 1300 + _ | il
Total : 47 46 45 56 38 4 | » ' ; ‘
| 3 1000 | -~
g //yM - °
EVALUATION OF TABLE 16A: | e —
, . s |
Total detentlon admissions in 1974k decreased by 6.7% when com- o 1o00¢ T B
pared to 1973. Male admissions increased by 4.0% while female = o
~admissions decreaBed by 16.8%. Although total detention admissions g 900 =+ »
decreased by 4.7% in 197k, the total number of days children spent B2 8 ) . .
in detention decreased by 32.5% over 197hk. Of this figure there was 00 T e ;
a 26.8% decrease in the total number of days maleg spent in deten- ; : T ; : ‘~.\\ |
tion while there vwas a 41.6% decrease among females. Table 17 700+ . ‘ . "
examines the length of time detalned for chlldren releasea from 6 ,,.~%é‘i v ;
detention during 197h. . : ¢ 00 r }P"”‘ °
: The average daily occupancy remained somevhat stable from 1970 500 7+
through 1972, an average 46 children in résidence per day. In 1973 400 < E
thig figure lncreased to 56 children per day and in 197k decreased 00 1 )
to 38. This decrease in the average occupancy to pﬁ e~19T0 levels 00 + ®
is primerily due to staff awareness that many previous detentlons 300 .
were in&ppropriate. T %, ‘ n ;
L('J,?,: 200 -+ H
o ; ) 100 + )
o = | it
Y . Yesr 1970 1971 T1972 1973 TR e
K ; ' ) : S ' X g : © SRR
‘k . . i : ) i
’ Y - Total ———————
| A - Male ——r —
- 30 = § Female—« = — -,
Pl . » i
R |
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TABLE 1TA

-~

During 19Tk, the Juvenile Court staff placed & much higher
value on control of the detention facility occupancy figures.”
As a consequence, not only were fewer childnen~detained but for

This table shows ,the number of days spent in detention by
children released from detention, federal detainees. are

excjuded
four years. See Table 18 for a description of the offenses»‘

which resulted in pre-adjudication detention, °’

NO. OF 1977 ‘ 1973 | 1974 1

4
DAYS IN NUMBER OF . % OF NUMBER OF % OFT NUMBER OF X &TF ,
DETENTION CHILDREN _ TOTAL | CHILDREN _ TOTAL CHILDREN  TOTAL
1 262 13.4 295 14.2 344 17,3
2 395 21.8 501 L 24.2 600 30.2 {
3 265 14.7 271 13.1 212 10.7 | N «
4 = 182 10.1 157 7.6 175 8.8
5 124 6.9 1264 6.1 75 3.8
6 50 2.8 86~ ' 4.1 70 3.5
7 49 2.7 60 2.9 52 2.6 @
1-7 1,307 72.4] 1,496 72.2 ] 1,528 76.9 ;
8-14 177 9.8 210 10.1 208 10.5
15-21 112 6.2 96 4.6 143 7.2
22-28 90 5.0 66 3.2 47 2.4
29-35 59 3.2 59 2.8 22 1.1 R
36-42 31 1.7 46 2.2 13 .6
43-49. 14 T 30 1.4 13 .6
50-63 11 .6 33 1.6 1 .1
64-77 | 6 .3 18 .9 3 .2
78-91 .0 - 8 A .5 .3
92 + 1 .1 12 .6 2 .1
TOTAL 1,808 100.0{ 2,074 100.04¢ 1,985 100.0 o
MEDIAN “{ o o | - oo
STAY : 3.51 days - 3,39 .days- 2.73 days

EVALUATION OF TABLE 1T7A:

During 1974, children spent fewer days in detentlon than 1n
the previous two years. The median length of »stay in detention-—-
declined - from 3.39 in 1973 to 2.73 in 197hk; 2.47 for males and
3.52 for females In 1974, 6.7% mdre children were released
after 3 or less days in detention than in 1973 On the other
fextreme, h T% less childrern spent 8 or more days in conflnement.

In general this table indicates that almost half of all
‘children detained {b47. 5%) were detained for two days or less,
~while T6.9% remained in detention one week or less. In 1973, B&fw%

spent two days or less in detentlmn while 72 1% vere detalned a
- week ox 1ess.‘ : ,

- 32 -

BT

G

S

those children detained, release came sooner than in the previcus =



TABLE 17B
‘Humber of days spent in detention by children released from detention during 197h
" {Federal Detainees Excluded) .

TABLE 18
DETENTION BY MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE STUDY

A special analysis of the rélationship between reported

*
400
o)
t
o offenses and detention was conducted. The results of this
\ study are presented in Table 18. This table lists: (1) the
@5:‘ nunber of referrals for a given offense; (2) the number of .
. referrals for a given offense resulting in detention; (3) the
d4O 0 percent of children referred for a given offense detained;
it and (4) the percent of all detentions that were attributable
o o to a given offense. : ‘ 2P
L. = ; . . v : .
{ If a child was referred for more than one-offense, only -«
peN the most serious offense was counted. For example, if a child
was referred for runaway and burglary, the referral was counted
) éﬂh as & burglary referral. Thus, the figures presented in this
arm table are not comparable to those given earlier. ' -
do B ' ‘
AN M .
¢ B , - No. No. 1% of All | Det'n
g;g S QFFENSE ‘ Referrals | Detentions | Detentions | Rate
£l ,
L P Homicide R 2 2 1 100.0 |
B Sexual Assault . 28 13 .8 he. 4
Assault 73 ] 133 7.9 28.1
=  Kidnapping , 12 9 .5 75.0
B Robbery L : T3 33 TL.e 45,2
) Arson ‘ L9 1k L .8 28.6
@ Weapon _ ) 140~ 29 1.7 “20.7
] Dangeroud Drugs 800 - 126 7.k 15.8
= Burglary o 81T | 1Tk 10.3 | 21.3
- Stolen Vehicle ‘ 374 - v 99 5.8 26.5
o Larceny , : 2,118 [~ 105 6.2 5,0 ¢
P Other Delinquent ' 293 Coos g 3.2 18.4%
5 Vandalism kb1 - 16 .9 3.6 ]
N = ‘Obstruct Police - 73 15 .9 . 20.5
B Public Peace ° {262 51 3G 19.5
= Trespassing 1 235" C10 .6 .3
Sub_Total 6,190 [ 883 52.0 N/A -
o _Liguor E R 330 | 30 1.8 - 9.1
L Incorrigible S 271 170 10.1 - 62.7
Runawvay 1,776 T 508 30,1 * 28.6
m Curfew/Truancy/Health,l ‘ ‘ :
Welfare, Morals 536 , BT 5.4 16.2
™ Other Juvenile ‘ Y 15 .9 34.1
b Sub_Total o 2,957 810 48.0 N/A
. TOTAL* : B Q,1hk7 1,693 100.0 18.5
- : S . # Does not include referrals for traffic or dependency.-
. =% ¥ | t t t $ 4 4 + + : B Cen : :
5 o o o o o o o o o o o
o n =} N © n o n Q 7o o LN
\To 30 {TaN T2 = = (12} o o o 4 !
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Similarly, the extremely low rate for larceny (5.0%) is an in-

A
LVALUATION QF TABLE 18: dicatidn of thé preponderance ¢f shoplifting offenses.

oL Overall, in about one out of every five referrals the chlld

was detalned. In looking at the reported offenses of those

children detained we see that 48.0% were referred for juvenile
status offenses: (30.0% for runaway, 10.0% incorrigibility, 5.1%
‘for curfew/truancy/health, welfare, morals, and 1.8 for other

liquor offenses) and 52.0% for delinquent offenses (the 3 most
frequent being burglary (10.3%) assault (7.9%), and dangerous i
drugs (7.4%). K

For Jjuvenile offenses, the detention rate for incorrigibility
is extremely high 62.7%, while the rates for runaway (28.6%) and
other Jjuvenile are also high compared to more serious delinquent
acts -~ such differences reflect differences in the reascn for
detentions.

.
o

COMMUNITY HOME DETENTION PROGRAM:

A Community Home Detention Program was established on an
experimental basis in 19T7h as an alternative for children with
one or several law violations who would normally be detained in
our detention facility. Under this program a child is super-
vised intensively by & detention officer in his own or a relative's
home or bther appropriate community placement prior to his court
hearing. The primary objectives of this program are to reduce
the number and length of stay of children detained and to facfli-
tate the reintegration of the child into his home and community.

Such differences are due to a large extent to differences
in the number of referrals for each offense, i.e., the more
children referred for a given offense, the more children one
wonld expect to be detained. To overcome this problem, detention
rates (the percent of &1l children referred for a given offense
vho were detained) were computed.

In evaluating differences in detention rates, a number of
limitations must be pointed out. First, a child can be detained

only if there are reasonable grounds to believe: Children are accepted into the Home Defention Progran after

a period of observation and evaluation in detention and after a
staffing with the c¢hild, parents, caseworker and’oﬁher'interested
parties. TLength of stay in the program varies from several days
to several weeks, depending on the scheduled date of the child's .
hearing or other special conditions. ‘

(1) that otherwise the child will not be present at
any hearing; or

(2) that the child is likely to commit an offense
injurious to himself or others; or

{3) that the child must be held for another juris-

‘ diction; or

(4) thet the interest of the child or public require
custodial protectlon.

TABLE 19

This table reports the act1v1ty of the home detention progranm

In determlnlng if .such reasonable grounds do exist, the in 197k,
recelving officer considers a complex set of factors: the ) -
seriousness of all alleged offenses, the number of offenses, the — - : - ‘
‘ .M o F Total
attitude of the child and his/her family, family situation, recom- g g ale» . B emalg ; 22
mendation of law enforcement officers, previous history (e g , y - ' S 5 & L. : .10
prior contact with the court), and many others. gitzigeguizigzmgf Home 2 (} 1 ‘3 :
. . 3 . R : : i ) . r——— 1 pr
Second,'withln a given categoryﬁimany different specific - Total No Chl}dren : '.8_ s : ?
~offenses are included which may represent differences in serious- Present for Court Hearing 6. '5 = 11
ness. Dangerous drugs, for example, encompasses both the pos- Not Present : ' ) 0 [ D f
seggion of marijuana and ‘the sale of heroin; assault includes Total Children 3 5 i3
both simple sdssault and aggravsted assault. . : ' '
. . . . . . ‘ ‘ . ! . P . ‘ N v : . | ‘
Third, only the most serious offense is counted. The impact Ave?age Number of Days 1n‘ rogrgm ﬁ ;7 :
of multiple counts of the same offense, or additional less serious % Two ohildren Placed 1n program twide tl male  l'femaié) ; - o
offenses is not measured. : : T ; S ] SO - -

<
=

With these limitations in mind, a few conclusions can be

drawn. For delinquent offenses, the most serious offenses in

. general have the highest detention rates: homicide 100. 0%, ‘

e ‘sexual assault 46.4%, kidnapping 75.0% and robbery U45.2%. -The

lower rate for assault (28.1%) is probably a reflection of the
relative frequency of less gerious simplé versus aggravated assault.

e D
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" Court in terms of the number and type of petitions filed and

THE COURT

y i i
The Court 1s the hub of activity for the Juvenile Court

Center. The Pima County Juvenile Court is a division of the

Superior Court of Arizona and is mandated to hear all matters

pertaining to delinquent, incorrigible&fnd dependent children
under the age of eighteen. , '

The Juvenile Judge hears matters of all types at the Court
Center. HoweVeﬁg?because of the volume of cases, referees are
also scheduled to hear matters; these include hearings for
detention, adjudication, revocation of probation, disposition,
order to show cause, dependency, traffic and review of probation.
The Arizona Statutes provide that the Court may appoint referees
to hear cases and make recommendations to the Court. Parents
and children may appeal a referee's decision and the case may
then be reheard by the Juvenile Court Judge.

: During 1974 three staff referees assisted the Juvenile
Court Judge as well as numerous Tucson citizens who volunteered
their time to serve as court referees. These volunteer referees
help alleviate the workload of the Court and assure children of
their right to have their cases heard within a reasonable period
of time. Additionally, this type of referee system allows
citizens, and ultimately the community, to have first-hand
knowledge of the procedures and philosophies of the Juvenile

Court .

 LAWYER REFEREES WHO

LAY REFEREES WHO
SERVED IN 197k

"SERVED IN 197h

' Mrs. Claudell Bailey Mrs. Rita Eannah

“Mrs. M, R. Clausen | ‘ Mr. Herbert Lahr
Mr. M. R. Clausen . Mr. J. James Murphy
Mrs. Paul G. Rees - Mr. Paul Present

Mr. Harry Bachstein, Jr.
. ‘Mr. Alan Hanshaw
Mr. Howard Kashman
- Mr. Harold Cole
. Mr. Richard Crites
. Mr. Robert Hirsh
Mr. William Berlat

Mrs. Burr (Alice) Udall

The following tables summarize the activity of the Juvenile

“hearings held.

A summary of the disposition of cases is also
presented. ' :

TABLE 20

ions filed. .

ie

table present§7a five year cross conmnparison of the tYpes of pet
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f“Separaté totals are not available for 197k.

«

" EVALUATION OF TABLE 20

_The total number of petitions filed in l?ﬁﬁqshowed‘a‘az increase over 1973, géing

“from 6,719 to 6,866.

Looking. at the type of petitions filed, we see that the number

delinquency or incorrigibility declined by 9.5% and in terms of

of petitions alleging
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g
For convenience, the different types of hearlngs have

been c¢ombined to form six major categories:

detention hearings and appeals of detention hqbrings

N

legal issues, this figure does ot indicate relative work-
loads in terms of time and/or effort. While 54% of the
adjudicatory hearings before judges were contested, only

" 1) 32% of those heard by referees were contested.
2) adjudicatory only hearings and adjudicatory hearings ‘ ;
' in which a disposition is made : - TABLE ?2
3) dispositional only hearings : ) ‘
k) ~appeals of dispositional hearings o The following table con31ders the dispesition of'
5} review hearings . detention hearings and appeals of detention ‘hearings held
6) miscellaneous hearings in 197h
- TABLE 21
o - : , ; . . ‘ s Disposition
Table 21 lists the number of hearings held in 1974 in HEARINGS , -Released | Detained | Continued | Total
these categories before Judges and referees. , - - ; : N BT
Detention , hop 566 T8  J 1,066
B __Heard By ; , Appeal of Detention 27 ] 29 5 1 . 61
TYPE OF HEARING o Judge Referee , R
| | | N 7 N _’ ‘ '
~ ’ , ' EVALUATTON OF'TABLE 223
Detention ; 12 2.3 1,054 | ho.o
Appeal of Detention : 61 11.6 :’N/A' - By: statute, every child detalned has the right to a
Adjudicatory * 263 50.0 909 36.1 detention hearing in which the referee or Judge determines
o , ‘ , if the child may be released on his/her own,recognlzance,
Dispositional 58 11.0 155 6.2 , or should be detained further. Excludlnggéontlnuances,
Appeal of Disposition 31 5.5 - N/A - about 43% of the children requesting detenbtion hearings
Reviews , 81 15.4 - 350 13.9 were released. The child may appeal the decision of a
Migscellaneous _ 22 h.2 43 1.7 dgtenﬁion hearing; excluding continuances, there were only
: o o 56 appeals and of these, some 48% resulted in releases.
TOTAL’ 526 100.0 2,511 | 100.0 Further information concerning the characteristics of
: children detained is presented in the Detention section.

Tables 23A and 23B give a detailed break-down of the
outcome of hearings before judges and referees. Although
- the outcome of a single hearing may represent a number of
different decisions, for data collection and analy51s pur-
poses, these have been reduced to a single disposition code,
which attempts €to select the most appropriate outeome.

* Includes hearings in vwhich an adjudicatory phase is followed
by a dispositional phase..

’ EVALUATIQN oF TABLE 21:

Of the hearings heard by Judges, half were adjudicatory
hearings (adjudication only or adjudication and disposition).
Whenever possible the court holds both the agjudication and
disposition on the same dates this policy explains the relatlvely
low proportion of dispositional hearings (11.0%).  Another
L7T.1% of the hearings are appeals of previous hearings. Reviews
_represent another 15. h%, in most cases these pertain to the E
status of children on probation or children adjudicated deperdent
-minors and placed in the care, custody, and control of the .-
Department of Economlc Security. ' '

For referees,fthe most frequent type of hearing involves
detention (42.0% of all hearings):; adjudidatory hearings account
- for 36.1%, while review hearings are another 13. 9% ,

In. terms of the total\pumber of hearlngs held Judges heard.
about 17% Since the csases heard by judges involve more complex

- 40 - - J% -
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 TABLE 23A

||HEARINGS BEFORE A JUDGE
197

--af(g-

ADJUDICATION ONLY WITH

DISPOSITION T0 BE SET
| CHARGE DISMISSED BY THE

COURT

DISPOSITION CONTINUED UNTIL

CHILD'D LATH BIRTHDAY

HEARING CONTINUED

REFERRAL ADJUSTED BY THE

COURT
FOUND IN VIOLATION OF THE

TERMS ¢F PROBATION
ADJUDICATED DEPENDENT

CONTINUED IN CARE, CUSTODY-

AND CONTROL OF D.E.S.

AND" CONTROL OF D.E.S.
PLACED ON OFFICIAL PROBATION |

f
|

TERMINATION OF CARE+ CUSTODY

REINSTATED UMDER ACTIVE

PROBATION SUPERVISION
TERMINATED FROM PROBATION

SUPERVISION
CONTINUED ON OFFICIAL

PROBATION
PLACED ON A SUSPENDED

¢

<

COMMITHENT
TERMINATED FRON SUSPEMDED

erem— i

COMMITMENT
PLACED UNDER PROTECTIVE

SUPERVISION

P S A

COMMITTED TO THE DEPARTMENT

OF CORRECTIONS

B

MATTER TAKEN UNDER

ADVISENENT
MISCELLANEQUS ORDERS

RY

TOTAL*

TADJUDICATORY REARING
DELINQUENT NON CONTESTED

T
%

n

ul

]
4

&
w

o

[
o
e

ADJUDICATORY HEARING
DELINGUENT CONTESTED

w
o=

n
n

wt
-4

£

o

i

123

ADJUBICATORY HEARING
INCORRIGIBLE NON CONTESTED

18

ADJUDICATORY HEARING
INCORRIGIBLE CONTESTED,

YR TR I -

ADJUDICATORY HEARLING
DEL. AND INCORR.: MON CONTEST.

ADJUDICATORY HEARING
DEL . AND INCORR. CONTESTED

ADJUDICATORY HEARING ]
DEPENDENCY NON CONTESTED

17

-~ ADJUDICATORY HEARING
DEPENDENCY CONTESTED

fu

10

DISPOSITIONAL HEARING
DELINQUENT

Zoju | e K

23

1L

45

PISPOSITIONAL HEARING
JINCORRIGIBLE

'

DISPOSITIONAL -HEARING
DEL.. AND .INCORR.

DISPOSITIONAL HEARING
DEPENDENCY ‘ ‘

APPEAL OF DISPOSITION
DELINGQUENT

39

APPEAL OF DISPOSITION
INCORRIGIRLE

APPEAL OF DISPOSITION
_DEL . AND INCORR.

APPEAL OF DISPOSITION
DERENDENCY

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE FOR
SUPPORT

APPEAL ORDER TO SHOU CAUSE
FOR SUPPORT

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE FOR
CONTEMPT °

[EURNS L U3 B O A R A U1

TRANSFER HEARING
DELINGUENT

w ol tu] el o

13

PROBABLE CAUSE HEARING
DELINQUENT

APPEAL TRANSFER HEARING

o DELINGUENT
ALL REVIEW HBEARINGS

TOTALS

TABLE 238
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ADJUDICATORY HEARING ,  —— 2 =S 4 & 238 .
INCORRIGIBLE NON. COMTESTED 15 '
ADJUDICATORY HEARING . A2 2 A0 LERS IS ELT N 10 3 1h2
“INCORRIGIBLE CONTESTED yl 1] 1l oy 1 |
ADJUDICATORY HEARING . n
__DELING. AND INCORR. NON CONTESTED b ] : ;
ADJUDICATORY HEARING 2 5 | A 2 - 3 ELY
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children concerned must be kept in mind. While about 50% of
the children adjudicated delingquent or 1nccrr1g1ble were
placed on probation and some 7% committed, to the Department
of Corrections, the overvhelming majority of.children referred
to the court were dlverted from the Juvenile Justlce System

‘before reachlng thls stage.

"EVALUATION OF TABLES 23A AND 23B:

Looklng at the matter con51dered in the hearlng, for
. Judges, over 80% involve delinquency, 10% incorrigibility,
~and 1I0% dependency; for referees, the corresponding per-
centages are 52%, 19%, and 297%. These differences reflect
the divis1on of labor that exlsts within the court.
‘ TABLE 25
Bxeluding continuances, 16% of the adjudicatory hear- S
ings concerning delinguency before judges and 1L4% of those
before referees were dismissed. 3% of the adjudicatory
+ hearings concerning incorrigibility and 27% of those ‘concern-

_This'table provides a seven yeér listing of commitments
to the Department of Corrections by sex.

i " ing dependency before referees were dismissed. .
K* V o | TABLE 24 YEAR BOYS GIRLS TOTAL
ﬁ | § ‘ 1968 13 | 66 205
This table concerns itself with the disposition of o ' 1859 : , 192 { 88 280
‘hearings pertaining to delinquency or 1ncorr1g1b111ty Con~- 1970 136 82 218
. tinuances, and hearings where the matter was taken under 1971 125 : 51 176
‘advisement are excluded. The discussion of dependency matters 1972 592 .20 T2
is yonsidered in a later section, 1973 13 7 20
197k ' 33 . b 37
ADJUDICATORY/DISPOSITIONAL ~ -
MatterHEARINGS BEFORE Degudgeinc Dgifereihc EXPLANATION OF TABLE 25:
Disgosition ’ k ‘ It is obvious that total commitments to the Department of
“ ‘ \ Corrections has decreased since 1969. In relation to total
Y
Piaged on Official ?robation b7 10 16k Za referrals, 1973 presented the most 51gn1f1cant decreabe. _
goﬁtigﬁei :n gﬁgbatl?n ' ig g gg g Although the total number of commitments in 1974 remained quite =
ommittec (o] 8 ‘ 1h
| Placed on Suspended Commitment¥ | 9% 1% T* 1% low, there was a k6% increase over 1973. | .
| DiSPOSitiOn Continued Untdii ‘ ’ ‘ A multitude of factors must be considered in trying to
18th Birthday : ‘ 6 1 52 6 ‘determine the reason for this trend. Probably the “foremost"
Flaced on Prqtective - o : ; reason is the court's very strong commitment to the philosophy
Supervlslon ' ' ” : -t 11 of cOmmunlty~baseﬁ %reatment. Thanks to = varlety of efforts,
' court staff nqw have agcess” to 600% more re51dent1al community
*Included in Probation Dlsposltlons treatment facilltles than in 1969. The community as well hsas
demonstrated it% acceptance of the concept through gllowing
1 EVALUATION OF TABLE Qh treatment facillties to be located in residential areas.
A ,9 ' ; Looking at the dellnquency hearlngs, for bot;\; dges and ’ .

referees, the most common dispositions were "placed on official
probation", followed by "continued on probation'. Judges were
more likely to use commitments (usually .as the result of appeals)
~ Wwhile referees used deferred dispositions more often. For in-
~eorrigibility hearings, the same general patterns are seen, with
the exception that placement on protective supervision is more
likely to be used than commitment by referees. :
In 1nterpret1ng all of these results, differences in the
types of ceses, especially the serlousness of the offenses, and

Tl hh,; - b5 -
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PREVENTION UNIT (V.I.P.)

i The obJectives of the Prevention Unlt have remained the
"same as those initially proposed at the beginning of the
V.I.P. Program (Voluntary Intensive Probation) in September
of 1969. They are: 1) to provide counseling services for
parents and children st a pre- delingquent stage in order to
prevent youths from violating the law; 2) to attempt to
make disposition of law violations without the Court process;
and (3) +to protect the community by accomplishing the first
two obJectives.

The Prevention Unit is organized by geographical area.
with one probation officer assigned to work all prevention
cases from a specific high school area and it's feeder schools.
This hes allOWea the workers to speclallze according to a
particular area's needs. Each worker is responsible for
screening and treatment and referral of cases (famllles) in a
particular school area. The Prevention Unit worker is also
regsponsible for any possible court action occurr¥ing with one
of his cases. The focus of the unit is on moderate and long-
term counseling of pre-delinquent and pre-adjudicated children.

School~Baseﬁ Voluntary Intensive Probation:

. The Pim“'County Juvenile Court Center received a federal
grant in July of 1973 for & school-based V,I.P. Program for
the.Marana and Sshusrite areas of Pima County. The grant
period was from July, 1973 to July, 19Th.

One probation officer®was assigned to each of the two
gchools, Marana and Sahuarita, for the purpose of providing
erisis intervention and family counseling. services for these
areas, as well as to reduce the number. of official law enforce-
ment referrals by 10%. The primary goals of the program were
the prevention of delinquency and d;verslon of chlldren from
the Criminal Justice System.

Overall; the program proved to be a tremendous success in
terms of meeting the goals of the original grant. - The rapport
established between the two probatlon officers and their
respective communitles, sehool boa¥ds, school administrations
and teaschers, and students was excellent. The most important
accomplishments derived from this project were: 1) the
diversion of potential law violators from the Criminal Justice
- SBystem and 2) the contalnment and quelllng of family problems

by means of immediate and long-term family counsellng

Due to the succass of the Schooi~Based W.I.P. project

funding has been assumed locally for the contlnuatlon of the
Program.. 5

e o

"CARRY-OVER
CASES FROM
1973 2h9 ' -
NEW TERMINA-~ ACTIVE CASELOAD
{ MONTH CASES TIONS MALE FEMALE TOTAL
January 26 70 104 101 205
February Ly 29 115 105 220
March 39 27 119 113 232
{ April IV 27 126 i25 251
May 3L 22 131 132 263
June 33 31 - 136 129: 265
| July , 32 1 . 39 128 130 258
| August 25 25 130 128 258
September 28 - 19 1h2 125 267
| October. 38 36 1kl 125 269
. Y November 3k 21 1ho 133 282
- |{ December 20 11 156 135 291
{ TOTAL 197k | 399 357 :
{ TOTAL -
| CASES -
| SUPERVISED e
g197h | ou8®

TABLE- 26

This table provides V.I.P. data regarding new cases,
terminations, and total cEses supervised in 19Tk,

* Includes 27 children on probation or protective superv1sion,
who were superv1sed by V.I.P. Workers. :

EVALUATION‘QF TABLE 26:

. Although the number of new cases accepted for supervision
by V.I.P. Workers in 1974 dropped by 1L4% compared to 1973, the
sctual number of children supervised during the year increased
by 11%. In addition, the average monthly caseload 1ncreased
from 166 in 1973 to 255 in 197&.

TABLE 27 &

A specidl study of the V.I.P. Unit was undertaken using

" the referral history of children involved in the V,I.P. program.

Of the 648 cases reported 1n Table 26, the follow1ng were
excluded:

1)y o1 chlldren who were on off1c1a1 probation or
: protective supervision to V.L.P. Workers;
. <properly speaking, these chlldren are not
V.I.P. cases.



2) 48 children were in the V.I.P. program less
than one month; it was felt that the inclus~
ion of these children was not appropriate
since they were in the program such a short
time.

Of the remaining 573 children, 45 or 7.9% were put on
official probation or protective supervision after starting
the V.I.P. program; such children represent unsuccessful
terminations. These clhildren were also included from the
final population of V.I.P. cases to help simplify the inter-
pretation of the data.

The following table summarizes:

1) +the number of referrals before scceptance in the V.I.P.
program;

2) +the number of referrals while in.the V.I.P. program; and

3) +the number of referrals after termination from the V.I.P.

program.

No. of Children
No. Referrals Before VIP Supervised

' 232

162

67

39 .

: 1k

54 . » 14

FWD O
W

-
o

Total No. Children on VIP* | 528

Date VIP Services Initiated

No. Referrsls During VIP** ' of Children Supervised in 19Tk

Prior to 19Tk In 197k
0 129 69.0 277 81.2
1 37 19.8 39 11.h
2 10 5.3 ' 15 Loy
3 4 2.1 5 1.5
b il 2.1 ‘ 5 1.5
5 . 3 1.6 - -
Total No. Children on VIP* 187 100.0 341 ~100.0
- No. of Children ~
No. Referrals After VIP Supervised %
‘ 0 ' 254 , 87.9
1 ; 2y - 8.3
2 8 ~ 2.8
3. . 3 : 1.0
o o ; | -
5+ - . - . -~
Total No. Children 289 ' 100.0

Terminated During 1974

# Exacludes children on probation or protectlve superv1510n to
VIP workers or children placed on probation or protectlve
supervision while in VIP.

##% For children starting on VIP prior to 197h, the "No. of

Referrals during VIP" includes pre-19T4 referrals.

- 48 -

EVALUATION OF TABLE 27: .

Looking at the previous referral history of the 528
children we see that 56.1% had at least one referral before
entering the VIP program. Because many contacts with
children are not recorded as "official" VIP cases, i.e.,
responses to telephone inquiries and group counseling/rap
sessions in schools, the fact that only 44% of the children
had no previous referrals does not necessarily indicate
more effort and/or importance is given to diversion.

The number of referrals while in the VIP program is
further broken down according to the date the child started
the program - pre-197L4 and 197L4. For the "0ld" children
(pre-1974), 69.0% had no referrals since being accepted in
the program; 19.8% had one referral; and 11.2% ‘had two or
more referrals. {Note: Referrals which occurred prior to
197k as well as those occurring in 1974 are counted).

For "new" children, 81.2% had no referral while in VIP;
11.4% had one referral; and 7.3% had two or more. In inter-
preting the differences between "oid" and "new" children,
two issues should be pointed out. First, "old" children were
on the average, in the VIP program a longer period of time
and hence had more opportunity -~ time-wise to be referred.

On the other hand, a considerable proportion of the "ola"

VIP cases were terminated before 19Tk, so that the remalnlng
"01d" ¢hildren are not a representative sample of the original
"01d" children.' However, the high proportion of children

with no referrals during VIP does suggest that the goals of
prevention and d1version are being achieved.

7o further assess the effectiveness of the VIP program,
a llmlted follow~-up study of children terminated from VIP
was attempted. Of the 289 children terminated during 19T
87.9% had no subsequent referral. Because of the time frame

used, the evaluation of future involvement in the Juvenile

Justice Bystem will require additional follow-up 'studies.

- k9 -



PROBATION SERVICES

. Probation is designed as a treatment program for children
adJudicated by the court; final action on a case igs, in essence,
suspended and the child is allowed to remain in the community,
subject to conditions imposed by the court, under the guidance
and supervision of a probation officer. The aim of probation

is to facilitate the soecial readjustment of the child, based on
the individual needs of each child. The basic goal of the pro-
bation officer is not to take over the discipline and supervision
of a c¢hild, but to reestablish and reaffirm the normal controls
that a child should have in the community, such as the parent,
the school, the church.

Probation services at the Pima County Juvenile Court Center
operate under a team approach to supervision of children. Each
team consists of three or four probation officers assigned to
handle cases in a specified geographical area. By this method
each member of the team is required to familiarize himself with

the total caseload of the team and to assist in staffing and plan- .

ning -for cases. Such an approach has numerous advantages, in-
cluding better supervision and continuity of services for children,
better use of skills by probation officers, improved decision-
making techniques, less staff attrition.

Probation officers provide individual, family and group
counseling services :and utilize a variety of community resources
and agencies in casework. Additionally, volunteers are used to
fully meet the needs of the children and families. '

TABLE 28

Thié table,presents'$~summgry ofvprobaticn»féam caseloads
from 1972, 1973, and 19Th. -

1972 1973 197k

Number of Cases as of January 1 830 T81 551
New Cases from Court +.599 | + 28k + 255
Terminated from probation supv. -~ 469 - 361 - 208

| Turned 18 - 158 |- 138 - 113
| Committed to Dept. Corrections - 65 - 16 - 24
Transferred Jurisdietion +  hT + 24 0

: Number Cases as of December 31 781 551 461

-

For more detail, refer to Table 29.

~

EVALUATION OF TABLE 28:

During 1974, 255 children were placed on official proba-
tion compared to 599 and 284 in 1972 and 1973 respectively.
Ag noted in last year's report, there was a 4%2.6% decrease in
the number of children placed on probation from 1972 to 1973.
This decreasse was attributed to increased effectiveness of the
Screening and Crisis Intervention Unit as well as the Center's
greater use of such programs as the Voluntary Intensive
Probation.

In 19Tk, there was a 10% decrease in the number of child-
ren placed on probation when compared to 1973. The decrease
is consgiderably smaller than the 1973 figure. This indicates
that although screening and alternate programs continué to
have s high impact on penetration into the system, this de-
escalation is fast reaching a plateau.

Of the 806 children supervised on probation during 19Tk,
579 or T72% were males and 22T or 28% were females. This figure
hag deviated non-significantly from 1973. Of the 806 children
supervised, 208 or 25.8% were terminated from probation super-
vision, 116 or 1L4.4% turned 18, and only 24 or 3.0% were
committed to the State Department of Corrections. TFor 1973,
33.9% were terminated from supervision; 13.0% turned 18, and
1.5% were committed. L :

A more detailed analysis of the probation program has

been completed to determine the recidivism rates of children
placed on probation. See Table 30. '

v



TABLE 29

This table Qetails probation statistics by team.

CASELOAD AT END
OF DECEMBER 31,
1974

TOTAL OUT

TOTAL NEW CASES

. TRANSFERRED OUT

COMMITMENTS

TURNED 18

TERMINATIONS .

THANSFERS
RECEIVED

NEW CASES FROM
COURT

AS OF JANUARY 1,
- 1974
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TABLE 30 2

This table provides a comparison of the number of récidivi§t$

among the population of children on official probation during

1973 and 1974. Recidivism for the purpose of this study is de-
fined as any subsequent referral to the Juvenile Court after a
child has been placed on probation. The entire population of
children under probation supervision during the target years
and under the age of 18 was studied. -

POPULATION NUMBER OF _ PER CENT
YEAR SIZE RECIDIVISTS RECIDIVISTS
1973 1,31k - b83 . 36.8% o
197k 1,262 k51 BT 35.T%

EVALUATION OF TABLE 30:

!

!

)

As illustrated above, there was a 1.1% decrease in proba=
tions recidivism in 1974 when compared to 1973. This knowledge
in connection with the fact that there was a 15.4% decrease from
1972 to 1973 would tend to indicate that a plateau has been
reached. ‘ ‘

Nationally, it is estimated that 40% to 50% of Jjuvenile pro-
bation caseloads recidivate; using 50% as a_baseline, the. Pima /
County Juvenile Court Center's probation department is ex- //
periencing probation recidivism rates far below the norm.

Many factors are responsible for this; among them ares
"'(l) Smaller caseloads as a result of better screening;
(2) Better trained staff;

(3) A more intensified treatment program;

(4) The use of supervised vblunteers in the one-to-one

treatment processy .

(5) Greater use of community treatment facilities and

alternatives; and ) /

(6) The team approach to Prébgtibn supervision.

v
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PROJECT CARRERA

Project Carrera began July 1, 1974k as a federally-funded

program designed for use .as an alternative to suspended'commit—
r/ N

I

ment and is described as an intensive group counsellng situation
with three couns;lors in charge qf a maxlmum'of fifteen children.
Project Carrera,‘more‘specifically, ;s‘a d&&-gare pﬁogram -
bfor hard-core delinquent and/or incorrigible chiidren whq have
no positiie alternatives available to éhem, such as a training
pfogram; 5éhool, employment , residentia} treatment, ete. The
primary emphasis of the program is on deéling with,the fﬁmily and
individual Chi;d's probléms Onkén immediaﬁe»basis with6ut;removing
the child from his home. o »

Because of the informality of the program, Qheﬁé isréontinuous,
»Qn-go;ﬁg counseling‘taking'plage, Addi}iqnally, a child has the
opportunity‘to havebcéntinubus support én a‘daily Bésis rather
‘than'on ;,scheduléd ba;;s. |

The main goal of this project is t? ;eduée the recidivism
rate of the experimental*pcpuléﬁibn b# ét‘least 15% as compared
‘tg°the population placed on a suspended commitment%‘ Qf‘the 23

Juvaniles officially enrolled in Project Carrera to date, only

one (l) had to be removed from the community and«placed'in{an;

institution. , R . » %'

Iﬁ shéuld perhaps be noted here that the cost per chlld 5erT
veay for this prdgram amounts to $l~150.00.. The cost of placement
in community treatment centers or 1%§titutlons is. approxzmately

1

eight to ten times that amount.

AJO OFPFICE

a

The Pima County Juvenile Court Center maintains a branch

office in AjJo, Arizona, under the direction of Mr. John Casey.

All programs available to the Court Center in Tucson are
offered to Ajo residents, also. The Pima County Detention
Home, foster homes and group placements are all utlllzed by
Mr. Casey, as are the local Ajo resources and services.

The following statisties have been included in the over-
all totals of the Court Center; however, it is felt that a
bhreakdown on these cases should be offered

X

YM0TAL REFERRALS FOR 197h: S 267
Delinquent 135
Incorrigible k2
Traffic ; 20
TOTAL 267

Delinguent Referrals:

Malie 108

Female 2T

~ TOTAL 135

Dlspos?tions‘ .
R SRR ‘ -
’/dejusted o i 83
Forwarded to Court ; 10
V.1.P. ' 15
Forwarded to Other Countles 2
Information Only 3 30
Forwarded to Other Agencles 8
Unable to Contact i 20

Incorrigible Referrals:

’Male ‘ 11
Female® 31
TOTAL X - Lo
Dis?ositionsi g
Adjusted : 2
Forwarded to Court
V.I.P. '

Forwarded to Other Countles'
Information Only -
Forwarded to Other Agencles

Forwarded to Tucson.

W W o
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Traffic Referrals:

Male'
Female

CHILDREN

TOTAL

i =
gl 2

ACITATIONS:

Dispositions:

AdJusted
Dismissed

Suspended License
Restricted License

Fined

Fined and Suspended License
" Transferred to Adult Court

Forwarded to Tucson office

Forwarded to Other Counties

Unable to Contact

BREAKDOWN OF OFFENSES:

108

53

H
W oW -3 O\

"Liquor Violations 26 Theft 5
Runawey B 34 Assault 2
Possession Marijuana S11 Disturbing the Peace 2
Vandalism 14 Arson » 9
Burglary 8 Possession Incindiary
Incorrlgibility 3 Device : 2
Disorderly Conduct 18 Malicious Mischief 6
Larceny g Trespassing 2
Health, Welfare, Morals 3 ,Joyriding 1
Shoplifting 5 Sex Offense 1
Miscellaneous Public Robbery ‘ 1

Information 1 Other Offenses T
TOTAL: 178
- 56 -

PLACEMENT

[N

2

Residential placement facilities are an integral part of
the Pima County Juvenile Court Center's community-based ‘
treatment program and provide individualized treatment and
rehabilitation programs for children who need placement out
of the home

During the last two years the number of placement facil-
ities in the Tucson metropolitan area has more than doubled
in response to this crucial need for local community placements. i
The ability to keep children within their own community has ‘
enabled court staff to sugment treatment by utilizing their
own talents, volunteers and community mental health agencies.
In addition, caseworkers are able to be more responsive to
the child's day to day needs, as well as to facllitate the
child's return home.

Though other placements are in the developing stages and
scheduled for opening in 1975, the following is a listing of
facilities currently in operation in Pima County:

Arizona Children's Home

Brewster Home

Browndale School

Center for Youth Development and Achievement

Desert Sanctuary S o o
Doberman House ' . s ’
Girl's Ranch, Inc.

Inter-Mountain Youth Center

Jday McCaffery School

Kelley House (Patterdell Group Home)

Saddleback Ranch

VisionQuest

YWCA Residential Intervpntlon Center



TABLE 31 TABLE 32

This table provides a five-year comparlson“of the number
of children supported in Court placements and the respectlve
increasesg in cost of these placements.

This table provides a five-year cross comparison of the
cost of placements used by the Pima County Juvenile Court Center
by copunty cost, state cost and number of children placed.

o

&

| AoEER ‘ gg?gggEM PERCENT OF T PERCENT
RN e CHTLDREN IN | PLACED | TOTAL NO. OF INCREASE/ TOTAL COST OF! INCREASE/
: COUNTY : PLACEMENTS DURING i CHILDR. SUPP.| DECREASE OVER | SUPP. CHILDR.} DECREASE OVER |
: 3 L o : , } YEAR!| IN PLACEMENTS| PREVIOUS YEAR | IN PLACEMENTS|{ PREVIOUS YEAR.
f YEAR cosT STATE COST , JANUARY 1 YEAR 5 ' , . ; ) E§ B
L | o | | i 1970 . 18 N/A ok, S | -
@ 1970 | $ 6,718.94 | ToTaL: $89,785.61 55 129 | o1 : /A $ 96,50k.55 N/A ‘
8 IN STATE: $89,785.61 ' i 1 27 mg : | : i
. ; . ; 971 253 , + 37.5% 169,655.4k1 | + T75.8%
5 OUT OF STATE: NONE g 8 \ | ‘ '
j 1971 | $ T,477.13 | ToTAL: $162,178.28 | 92 o161 1972 311 +22.9% | 397,479.06. \+“l3u'3%
f 0 BTATE: Bob o red P 1973 b3k + 39.5% 1 615,630.96 + 5k4,9%
:’ Ogirgz igﬁﬁggthggﬁEs 1974 b5 + L.6% 9k2,094.50 | + 53.0%
3 | 1972 | $11,124.98 | TOTAL: $386,354.08 75 236
IN STATE: $367,805.82 ,
ouT OF STAgEiS 518,26 EVALUATION OF TABLE 32:
3 * .
, , , ' The most obvious observation in this table is that while
| +973 b1k, h12.16 : %%zé%jhiéoéﬂgéaégg’SG ' 156 278 ‘there has been a continuous increase in the number of children

: OUT OF STATE: . : : placed, ranging from 4.6% to 39.5% per year, the cost of these
! ‘ - 3 i 851 . ok placements has increased st & much higher rate, ranging from
! e 117,854.9 53.0% to 134.9% pér year. In 197k, for instance, 4.,6% more

, | , children were placed outside of their natural home when compared

197k | $15,21k.79 '§§T§¥AT§922 379871 4 16k 290 to 1973. The cost of these placements increased a dramatic
| : uT OF STATg‘S 93.03 ‘ 53,0%. When the cost of placement is adjusted by the number of
- ' ° $210,985.88 children placed, there was a U8.4% increase in the cost of place-
f 210,965 ments. Nationally, it is estimated that a 12% cost of living
' ! increase was incurred during 1974. This would further reduce th
, e = cost to an increase of 36.4%. Many changes weie adopted by the
 ;Va Arizona Department of Economiec Security in 197 Among them were
| EVALUATION OF TABLE 31: readjustments in fee schedules. It is estimated that the remain-
bt 'Generall& this table verifies the fact‘that.the number of“ in5536.h% cost inerease is-due primarily 1o these nev adjusiments, .
. v

L ‘placements made by the Court has -increased yearly since 1970.
f = Of the cost for 19Tk, 22.4% was to provide spécPalized placements
; ~. for children outside of the State of Arizona. This is in com~
§ \ & parigon to l9.1% for 1973.  This is not to be interpreted as an
: inc¥ease in the number of children placed out of state; only an
3 . dncrease in payments. Table 32 provides a more detailed analysis
; of the data contained in thisg table.
- 59 - |
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. OPEN-INN, INC:

The Pima-County Juvendile Court Center was awarded a fed-
eral grént ﬁhrough”the Arizona State Justice Planning Agency
“3p July of 197k for a runaway center. -The court subcontracted
with Open-Inn, Inc., in the fall of 197h to earry out the

grant award. oh . -

The pu%?ose of the grant is to provide temporaxy shelter
- care and counseling to runaway adolescents in order to resolve
.an on-going individual and family problem.outside the frame-

vork of the Juvenile Justice System, while working closely
with the courts and legal authorities. ‘ ~ '

4 Open-Inn's first resident was accepted on -December 1,
1974, though the facility d4id not formally open until ‘
December 17. As of December 31, a total of ten (J30) residents
had been through the program.: In addition, follow-up counsel-
ing and.telephone intervention with runaways and their families
‘was accomplished. ‘ ’ ' v ' :

Open~Inn is operational 24 hours per day, T days a week.. .
As an alternative to involving runaways in the Juvenile Court
‘processes, it 1s anticipated that Opén-Inn will receive:
referrals on approximately 520 runawvays during the first Yyear

of operation. “

The dispositions of the first ten (10) residents of
Open-Inn are as follows: | ' .

one child placed in a foster home
" one child placed with other "relatives"

three children refused to contact their parents
and left the facility -

three children remained in residence at the end of
the month. J ’
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< ‘ DEPENDENCY

The Juvenile Court has original Jurisdiction over all juve~
nile matters and hears all cases that allege children to be de-
pendent. This ineludes children who are abused, sbandoned, with-
out proper care or supervision, neglected, or children under eight
years of age who have committed an offense for which an older 2
child may be adjudicated delinquent or incorrigible as provided
by A.R.S. 8-201 (amended). o

W,

Children adjudicated dependent minors are placed under the
temporary control, care, and custody of the Department of Econo-
mic Security. Casework services for such children and their
families are provided by the Department of Economie Security.

TABLE- 33

The following table presents a 5-year comparison of the
number of petitions and court hearings related to dependency.

1970 | 1971 | 1972 | 1973 | 197k

Petitions Filed 248 203 201 ] 2u8 306 s
) ‘ i o . T o
‘Pre-court Petition G : '
Dismissals 5 SR SR R # * 109
Coﬁrt Hesrings - 1 ' .
Adjudications 156 131 136 150 178 .
Dismissals 120 76 73 - T8 ho
Reviews 293 353 k18 hak 488 . &
J/antinuances 29 51 86 | 106 | k4o |  ©
; /,//" Sy
i /} ‘ ) . '
i /A v #Not Available

i / :
Vs i
. 7 . B .
EVALUATION OF TABLE 33:

The number of petitions filed in 19Tk increased by 23.47%
over 1973. The number of adjudications increased by 18.7% and
the number of review hearings increased by 15.2%, while dis-
missals and continued hearings deeclined by 37.2% and 53.8%
respectively. »

Since & petition alleging dependency or a hearing concern-
ing dependency may involve only one child in s family, some of
the children, or all of.the children in a given family, statistics
are kept on the number of children placed in the temporary care,
custody and control of the Department of Eeonomic Security, the
number of children terminated from the Department of Economic
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Security supervision and the number of referrals alleging de- m
pendency. During 19Tk there were 1,226 referrais for dependency; L
Security supervision and 236 children terminated from the De-~ :
partment of Economic Security supervision. ‘ B
. : - i

228 children were placed under the Department=of Economic . m

- 62 _

VOLUNTEER SERVICES

~

a

The Volunteer Service Unit at the Juvenile Court Center
was established in July of 1973 as a federally-funded program.
Since that time it has continued and expanded to meet the
needs of staff members in providing services to Pima County
children, : : :

The Volunteer Program operates under the direction of . a
full-time director and part-time training officer. The program
provides for the recruitment, screening, orientation, training,
assignment and supervision of volunteers. Additionally, staff ¢
training and assisting staff in the use of volunteers has
become part of the program. o

Services of volunteers in 1974 consisted primarily of
one-to~one assignments, with some volunteers being placed in
the detention facilities, some serving as traffic referees and
some assisting ProJject Carrera. Assignments were based upon
the request of a casevorker. 1In one-to-one matching, consider-
ation is given to the needs of the chikd, the talents and
abilities of the volunteer, the geogra;hical'ldcation of each
and any other factors that might influence the success of the
mateh, ' '

During 197k, 316 Tucson citizens participated in the
activities of the Pima County Juvenile Court Center through.

‘the volunteer program. -This figure includes volunteers fromn.

1973 who continued to serve in 1974, new volunteers; practicum
students and traffic volunteers. Of these, 210 volunteers were
assigned to work directly with children. Continuing training
for volunteers is provided by the Volunteer Service staff and
caseworkers. o ‘ » o o

LR
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TRAFFIC UNIT

~The Pima'COunty Juvenile Court Center under the direction - &
of a Court Referee provides services for all children under lm
the age of eighteen who receive traffic citations. The Year L
197Th witnessed contmnulng attention to traffic safety problems, ' ﬁ
with an emphasis on prevention and rehabilitation of traffic o
offenders. Public awareness of traffic problems was also
stres8sed. . ' )

‘Several alternative dispositions were utilized for the
handling of Juvenile traffic cases. Chronic and serious
offenders were placed on traffic probation and their driving
habits and attitudes were supervised by college volunteers. who
made periodic reports to the Traffic Referee concerning their
progress. Some of these children were as51gned graduate
counseling students from the Unlvefslty of Arigona; School of
Education (Rehabilitation) and the College of Nursing, par-
ticularly those referred for "Driving Under the Influence of
Intoxicating Liquor and/or Drugs." Traffie Survival School///
continues to be used frequently.

During 1974, volunteer referees, mostly pre-law, government
or correctlons college majors, were trained by this department
and thelr services contributed new insights to the handling of
traffic matters and furthered the concept of individual inter-
views for children and parents. All student volunteers have
been granted college credit for their services, furthering
and degepening the bond between the department and the scademic
community. :

Y
Yy,
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TABLE 3

Included in this table are the number of traffic referrals,
some characteristics of the children referred, agency of origin
of referrals and dispositions of traffic referrals. . ;

Male Female o Total

O N . o . B .

" NEW CHILDREN 4 3,113 -~ T99 3,912
OLD CHILDREN 939 .58 997 .
TOTAL CHILDREN ~ k,052 857 h,909 .
TOTAL REFERRALS 6,757 | 983 ' 7:7&6.
AGES:¥* ; ; , ‘ =
. -1b a9 32 - 331

ik 297 o5 ; 348
15 . 524 : T2 . 596 -
16 1,399 330 1,729
1T . 1,533 372' 1,905
TOTAL h,052 \ 857 4,909
REFERRING AGENCIES:
Tucson Police Dept. 5,358 835 6,193
So. Tucson Police 117 1k 131

7 Pima Co. Sheriff ~ 868 88 956

" Dept. Public Safety 382 N hot
Other - o 32 2 3k
TOTAL 6,757 98k T,7h1
DISPOSITIONS:*# ~
Restrictions L,k29 185 1,61k
Adjust 2,575 365 2,940
Transfer k59 : 39 498
Dismiss’ . 852 108 960
Information Only ke 6 5k
Contested Appeals S 193 - L S197

Fined . 1,338 221 1,579

% The total number of ages does not correspond to the total
number of referrals. This is a resul% of . counting 8 child's -
age only once in the spec1f&aﬁ calendar year. - If g child is
referred more than once he isg cOunted only once under the
age category. e

o

*%  The total number of dlsp051tlons is greater than the total
number of referrals. This is a result of more than cne :
disposition belng used Por the same referral in some cases.‘

o

S}
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Male Female = Total L .

VIOLATIONS:
Moving 3,332 skl 3,876 | 'lh.~
Non-moving 3,428 440 3,868 R

TOTAL 6,760 98L T.Thh

EVALUATION OF TABLE 3h:

The total number of traffic referrals increased slightly Hl
(.4%) during 1974. Of these referrals, there was a 3.4% o
decrease in "new" traffic offenders and a 6.4% decrease in w
referrals of children with traffic referrals in previous years. ,E!;

The ages of children referred are distributed in almost

the same manner as in 1973. Children who are 17 years old

represent the most frequent offender.f There does appear to be

a8 gslight trend toward the referral of children at younger ages
(6% increase in children 15 or younger).

e

The only significant changes among sources of referrals E

were a 41.5% decrease in referrals from the South Tucson Police o
Department and a 18.0% incresse in the number of referrals from SRR
L

the Department of Public Safety.

Disposition of traffic cases was vastly different in 19Tk
when compared to 1973. The use of restrictions, transfers to N
adult court, dismissal, and information only increased by 22.4%, e
37h%, 28.9% and 980% respectively. Adjustments, contested
appeals and the use of fines declined by 10.9%, 11.3% and 27. 97 "

regpectively.
Finally, moving violations declined by 11.1% compared to

1973 while non-moving violations increased by 15.8%. The total v43
number of traffic violstions increased by .5% during 197h.

LA ‘\\“—/
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