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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Juvenile crime is a problem that calls for decisive 
action. The public is alarmed, professionals feel 
hamstrung, and many of our next generation of citizens 
are being unnecessarily lost to us. 

The problem grows out of our piecemeal and unsystematic 
response to the illegal activities of our children and 
youth. We manage them differently in Portland and 
Presque Isle. We treat them far from home or not at 
all. We ignore their minor delinquencies, then react 
harshly when they get out of hand. We know what is 
needed to turn most of them around, but have made no 
societal commitment to provide necessary services. 

To effect an enduring transformation in the lives of 
delinquents will require commitment to success, emphasis 
on effective early responsP., and a comprehensive, 
balanced approach to issues of temporary control and 
1 on g- term be h a v i or a 1 changes . We must respond s w i f t 1 y 
to delinquent acts, even minor ones, and we must follow 
through with our help until the offender is able to 
stand on his own. 

The Commission proposes the following actions to achieve 
such a capability: 

1. Create a Bureau of Youth Corrections within the 
Department of Corrections, to integrate juvenile 
corrections into a cohesive whole, to advocate for 
appropriate policies and appropriations, and to design 
and manage sanctions and·services that will be 
effective, economical, and appropriate to the needs of 
this special population. 

2. Create a system of interactive sanctions and services 
for juvenile offenders. Through this new spectrum of 
capabilities each juvenile crime will meet a firm and 
timely response, scaled to the seriousness of the 
offense and designed to lead the offender back to 
appropriate patterns of behavior. The system must 
emphasize catching young offenders early in their 
careers, diverting them from a deeper involvement in 
crime, and strengthening the family and community 
supports that will promote stable recovery. The system 
must be flexible enough to tailor its actions to the 
offender's real treatment needs and to adjust its 
response as those needs change throughout treatment. 
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DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES 

Notes on Comparative Cost 

In general, the less restrictive a service, the less 
expensive it is. For instance, if an offender is conditionally 
released with support by a tracker, pending a hearing, for 30 
days, instead of being securely detained, the savings would be 
approximately $2,000. If a Horne Based Family Service team helps 
a family avoid a seven month placement at the Maine Youth Center, 
the savings would be approximately $19,500. 

An effective system of community-based nonresidential 
services is expected to reduce the demand on residential 
services. No research is available, however, that allowed the 
Commission to predict the level of that reduction. For the 
purposes of this report, it was assumed that the documented 
demand for new residential placements would be reduced by 50%. 
Some experts regard that estimate as overly optimistic. The 
resulting figures, therefore, should be regarded as conservative. 
The true need may be higher. 

Community Employment/Restitution - Programs that make offenders 
accountable for their crimes by requiring and enabling them 
to repay the victim in cash or services or to repay society 
through community service. Can also be used to inculcate 
needed skills. 

Horne Based Family Services (Also called "Family Builders"; 
previously known as "HomeBuilders") - Short term, intensive 
work with the whole family in the horne, usually by a two 
person team. The team provides mental health counseling, 
practical skills development, and mobilization of supportive 
community resources. The purpose of this intervention is to 
strengthen.the family's ability to meet its own needs and 
avoid breakup or dependency on the state. Some families may 
require extended, lower intensity follow-up. 

Evaluation and Assessment (also called 11 D&E 11 for "Diagnosis and 
Evaluation") - Outpatient determination of a juvenile's 
psychological, medical, vocational, and other service needs, 
and development of a comprehensive and integrated treatment 
plan. 

Mental Health Services - Individual or group therapy as found to 
be appropriate as a result of Evaluation and Assessment. 

Emergency Support - Funds for food, clothing, or shelter, or for 
emergency medical or dental treatment. 



Tracker Services (Also called "Supervised Conditional Release" 
[predispositional] or "Intensive Supervision" 
[postdispositional]) -A tracker initiates daily personal 
contact with the offender and may communicate with him or 
her several times a day as needed. The tracker will monitor 
curfew, ensure school and job attendance, and proactively 
help with the resolution of problems in the home, school, 
and community. This program may supplement another program 
or placement and increase its chances of success. 

Regional Wraparound Funds - Flexible funding to allow Juvenile 
Caseworkers to structure atypical programs for offenders 
with needs to access resources outside the usual system. 

Wilderness Survival Programs - Outward Bound and similar 
programs. Usually a month long outdoor program to promote 

·personal resourcefulness, group participation skills, and 
reassessment of personal values and goals. 

Transportation to Programs and Services - Funds to purchase 
transportation to enable offenders to participate in 
therapy, restitution, or other programs. This is a critical 
need in rural areas. 

Respite Care - Strengthens families and improves quality of 
parenting by providing time off for parents in particularly 
high stress family situations. Although the need is widely 
recognized, the volume of need is not yet documented. It is 
under study by the Department of Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation. The Commission suggests that the Department of 
Corrections participate in the research into and response to 
this need. 

Emergency Sheltering Capability/Emergency Foster Homes -
Conventional emergency shelters appear adequate to meet the 
need for interim out-of-home placement for corrections 
clients in populous regions of the state. In rural areas, 
however, potential users are too widely dispersed to support 
congregate facilities. Emergency foster homes provide a 
more flexible way to provide the service. 

Therapeutic Foster Homes - Long term out-of-home care by 
specially trained and compensated foster parents. 

Professional Foster Homes - Long term out-of-home care in 
which one foster parent devotes full time to foster care 
duties. 

Group Homes - Residential facilities providing a structured 
living arrangement. Residents attend the local school. 



Homes must have special capabilities to deal with offenders 
who have exceptional needs. 

Residential Treatment Centers (RTC) - Highly structured group 
living facility with specialized treatment and educational 
capabilities for clients who cannot attend school in the 
community. 

Conventional RTC - For clients who are difficult to 
manage, but not violent. 

Aggressive Treatment Resister RTC - For clients who 
are violent and who consciously sabotage their 
treatment. 

Attendant Care - One on one, round the clock surveillance for 
very short periods. An alternative to secure detention 
during transitional stages in an offenders movement through 
the corrections system. 

Regional Multipurpose Centers - Regional sites for the provision 
of secure detention and secure placements as well as other 
specialized services. Regionalizing the delivery of 
expensive services makes the system more efficient in 
getting the services to the offenders and maximizes the 
chance to maintain and build up the support networks they 
need in their own communities after release. Budget 
estimates are for secure beds, but facilities may include 
both secure and nonsecure programs. 

Detention - Accused juveniles awaiting trial. 
Entry Diagnosis & Plan - It is proposed that all 

adjudicated offenders committed to the Department of 
Corrections go to one of the regional centers for 
evaluation and development of a treatment plan. 

Training School (Maine Youth Center - MYC) - Program for 
offenders requiring long term secure treatment. Current 
design load is 170 clients. Because it is used as a fall 
back from other system components that are overloaded or 
just not in existence, its current population is nearer 250. 
This overloading compromises the integrity of the treatment 
program. Initiation of the full spectrum of community-based 
programs and placements is expected to divert, not only the 
excess so inmates, but a significant proportion of the rest 
as well. Estimates of the number of beds actually needed 
for the long term secure program range from 165 down to 75. 

Post MYC Transition Facilities - Aka "Halfway House" or "Halfway 
Out House". Similar in concept to a conventional group 
home. Residents go to school in the community, but live in 
a structured group setting while they acquire skills needed 
to function well in the community. 



Semi-independent Apartments (Also called "Supervised Apartments") 
Temporary placements to enable clients to learn independent 
living skills, either as a primary treatment strategy or as 
a follow-up to some more restrictive placement. several 
programs are under way with startup money from the federal 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). 
Availability and cost to the Department of Corrections is 
not yet clear. 

Central Placement Review and Development Program (CPR) - A 
cooperative program of the four youth-serving departments to 
use flexible funds to craft unconventional placements for 
offenders with extraordinary needs. 



JUVENILE CORRECTIONS PLANNING COMMISSION 

Juveni~e Caseworkers 

The system depicted in the diagram is not a final plan, but one that 
relies on a continuous review and update of the system to meet the 
needs of the juveniles in the system regardless of any changes 
experienced. Driving the system is the juvenile caseworker whose 
primary function within this proposed system is to assess the needs of 
each juvenile, develop a service plan, and monitor the prov~s1on of 
those services. This process will also entail the reporting of the 
operations of this system to an infrastructure that will readjust the 
list of services to meet current needs of the juvenile corrections 
system. 

The development of this system will require additional juvenile 
caseworkers as well as support staff. The following lists the total 
number staff needed for this component of the proposed system: 

TOTAL STAFF NEEDED Total Available Additional 
Needed Currently Needed 

Caseworkers - Regular 31 37 -6 
Intake Caseworkers 28 0 28 
Caseworkers - Predisposi-

tional Reports 17 0 17 

TOTAL caseworkers 76 37 39 

Casework Supervisors 8 0 8 
District Supervisors 5 2 3 
Clerical Support 23 9 14 
Director 1 1 0 
Assistant Director 1 0 1 
Administrative Secretary 1 0 1 

TOTAL Support Staff 39 12 27 

GRAND TOTAL 115 49 66 

Determination of caseworker and support staff needed is based on the 
following: 

- Caseload limit of 35 juveniles per worker 
- Juvenile Intake Workers would devote 20% of time to community 

resource development 
- 17 Juvenile Caseworkers needed for predispositional reports 

(based on 2250 cases at 15 hours per report) 
- Casework supervisor to worker ratio of 1 to 8 
- Clerical to direct and supervisory staff ratio of 1 to 4 

Juvenile services would be separated from adult services 

APPROXIMATE TOTAL BUDGET 
CURRENT AVAILABLE 

$5,000,000 
1,900,000 

Based on 38% of current Division of Probation and Parole budget which 
is the percentage of probation officers that are juvenile caseworkers. 



INFRASTRUCTURE 

ADDITIONAL DOC SUPPORT STAFF 
NEEDED FOR JUVENILE CORRECTIONS 

Bi-Weekly 
Step C 

II Position R BU $ 

2 Contract Specialists 
(1-Resource Dev. Mgr.) 29 D $1,208.80 
(1-Contract Proc. Off.) 22 B 901.60 

1 Business Manager I 21 D 857.60 

2 Account Clerk II' s 12 A 1' 241.60 

1 Quality Assur. Person 
(Quality Assur. Dir.) 29 X 1,208.80 

1 Auditor I 20 B 820.80 

1 Director Juvenile 34 X 1,484.00 
Services for 

Institutional Services 

1 Evaluation Specialist 
(Management Analyst II) 24 B 989.60 

1 Correctional Plan. Anal. 24 X 996.00 

5 Secretaries 
(1 Admin. Secretary) 16 A 704.80 
(4 Secretaries) 13 A 2,556.80 

1 Staff Develop. Spec. III 20 B 820.80 

(13, 791.20) 
x26 

358,571.20 

1. "R" refers to pay range 
2. "BU" refers to bargaining unit 
3. Anticipate substantial increases in these 

figures between now and full implementation 
due to salary increases, ·health 
insurance increases, plus resulting higher 
retirement and life insurance costs. 

BUREAU 

Retirement 

$ 228.35 
170.32 

162.00 

234.54 

283.35 

155.05 

347.85 

186.94 

233.47 

133.13 
483.00 

155.05 

(2,773.05) 
x26 

72,099.30 

Total 

BC/BS 1318.08 
Dental 161.52 
Life Insurance 

ANNUAL 

$ 1,587.16 
1,560.72 

1,557.34 

3,074.12 

1,587.16 

1,553.96 

1,611.42 

1,567.48 

1,567.48 

1,543.82 
6,148.24 

1,553.96 

24,912.86 

$455,583.36 



JUVENILE CORRECTIONS 
SERVICES SYSTEMS 

List of Sevices 
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Training and 
Information 
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INFRASTRUCTURE 
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M A I N E 

JUVENILE 

ADMISSIONS arxi 

DETENTIONS 

FY 1988 

Prelim:inary Repcxt December 1988 

Maine Juvenile JUstice Advisory Group 
Jail Mcn:itoring Committee 

128 State Street 
A\:gU9ta, ME 04330 

T. T. Trott, Jr., Staff 

Note: This preliminary report does not contain the lSlal. detailed data on 
adult-eerving jriJ.. ad miffiions and detentions of j.tveniles which will be 
assembled and provided at a later date. This report contains SJme summary 
data on j..Ivenile jriJ.. ad missions and detailed data c:n ad missions and 
detentions at the Maine Youth Center. 

LIMITED RELEASE FOR USE OF THE 
JUVENTI...E JUSTICE ADVISORY GROUP 

and the 
JUVENILE CORRECTIONS PLANNING COMMISSION 
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JUVENILE ADMmSIONS AND DETENTIONS AT MAINE'S ADULT-BERVING 
JAILS AND AT THE MAINE YOUTH CENTER, JULY 1, 1987 - JUNE 30, 
1988. 

FOREWORD: Because data from the Maine Youth Center were more 

readily available in oomplete form, the fimt part of this year's (FY1988) 

·.:ruvenile AdmifBions am Detentions Report win be prlmarl:ly msed oo the 

MYC 0 except fer certa:in summacy data available fmm the monthly reports 

filed with the DOC by eadl county jW. Further, the legis'lative Juvenile 

Ca:rect::ions Planning Com mission has already m~de a p:llicy decision to 

recom11end "jill. removal", i.e-. the ~ against using the 

adult-6el'Ving county jWs to rouse jlvenile offendem; and is CUirently 

ooncemed with options fer adj.Xti.cated :)Neniles; JCPC, therefore, needed 

the MYC inf.crmation as eaz:1¥ as possible (hence, this preli.m:inary re1ease). 

SUMMARY: JAILS- JJAG/MSA initiated statuta:y Changes in Maine's 

Juvenile Code, prohibi.ting admiarion to secure detention at the jrlls without 

the p::icr ~ of a Juvenile Caseworker. This change took effect in 

the fall of 1987 and is reflected in the level of total j.Ivenile jrll 

ad missions. 

During fiscal year 1988 (the twelve month pericrl beginning on July 1, 1987 

and eM:ing on June 30, 1988) there were 1684 jJven:ile admiarions to Maine's 

county jrlls, down by 21% from the 2118 oomparable admiarions during FY 

1987. Male j.Jveni.les represented 86o9% of the total and the highest number 

of sudl adm:is3ions, 11..5%, occurred in Octobero 

Based oo the m:idnight population 00\.mt as reported to the DOC, the 

average da:i1y j.Ivenile population at the jrl1s was 18.9 of which 6.8 cr 36% 

I'efresented j.Iveni.les adj.Xti.cated to serve county :Jrll time. The ADP data 

\Blally ptOYided in this Iepxt are based on actual length of stay (LOS) on 

an :imivi.dual, case by case, l::asis from eotmty jill. recoros. Tto:;e data will 

be reported later when they have been entered, edited, arXl analyzed. 
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The LOS based ADP fx:r last year was 11.8 at the jWs, while the midnight 

popl]a.tion calculation resulted in an ADP of 15.8 j.1Veniles in the jrils. (If 

an facta:s were mathematically equal in the two y~, then the anticipated 

LOS based ADP fxx FY 1988 would be ~atel¥ 14.1: as noted, later 

data will };resent the ADP as calcu1ated from the individual lengths of stay.) 

MYC: There were a total of 877 recatOed admissions to the Maine Youth 

Center during the period beginning JUly 1, 1987 and ending June 30, 1988. 

Of the 877 admissions, 521 c:c 59% represented different individuals and 155 

c:c 18% were females. Holds frr Court Or Evaluation, accotmted for 317 or 

36%: Holds Fcc Probation Or Intake totalled 105 or 12%: new commitments 

were 227 c:c 26%: returns and recommitments amounted to 229 c:c 26% of the 

tot:al. In PART I of this report, detailed data on the MYC admiffiions and 

detentions will fh:>w comparls::ms of the cw:rent FY 1988 with similar data 

frr FY 1986 and FY 1987. 

Total admiEBions at MYC in FY 1988 were up somewhat from the two prior 

yeam. Mcst of the difference can be accounted fx:r by the higher level of 

Holds fxx Court, which in tum was likely engemered by the ear1ier noted 

statuta:y change and by a reduction in available jlvenile capacity at the 

local jdllevel (See Table 4). There was oo significant Change in the 

d:ist::r::ib.Jt of advtissions by sex oc by race: the number of different 

individuals appeared to be significantly lower in FY 1988 at 521 6r 59.4% of 

total admia:rions. The FY 1986 level was 65.6% (560) while FY 1987 was 

69.2% (584). 

SPACE REQUIREMENTS FOR JUVENILES: As in last year's report we have 

attempted to estimate the amount of space requir~ to l'x::l1d j.lven:iles on 

OOth a regional and statewide basis. This figure exclrrles commitments to 

the Maine Youth Center (some of wh:i.dl might be diverted to regional 
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j.Ivenile service centem): it incln,es the Holds for Court am the Holds for 

PI:Obat:ion/Intake at MYC, as well as all pre-adjldicated am adj.rlicated 

j.weniles at the adult serving county jWs .. 

Because of the inability to utilize the LOS based , Average Daily Pcpulation 

(ADP) at this time, the year to year oomparisons are not stii.ct:1¥ "valid". 

They are, however, useful as :ind:icatcm of need. 

As slx>wn in Table 3, the estimated ADP for the state :is 42.3 :in FY 1988 

oompared with 37.2 in FY 1986 and 34.2 in FY 1987. The MYC oomponent 

:is relativezy constant at 23.4 in FY 1988, 22.49 in FY 1987, and 24.9 in FY 

1986. 

Remembering that these data (with the exception of a very few out-of-et:ate 

runaways at MYC) represent only j.wenile offerxleis, the Northeast region 

awear.:s to need from six to eight beds 'meed on the three yeam tabulated. 

The Central area of the state requires arout 9-13 beds, while the Southern 

area needs from 15-22 beds. If any other populations (e.g. CHINS, MYC 

oommitted) is oonsi.dered fer housing at regional facilities, these capacity 

estimates would need to be revised upwaros, although they could be v.iable, 

if it is also aa:rumed that eaCh oounty without a regional facility would have 

a local ~city of two to four beds in a 72-hour temporacy balding 

resource. Resb:ict:icns oo the use of certain 00\.mt:y facilities during the 

pericXI (e.g. Cumbel::l.am) have affected the levels at :irm.vidual. oormties, so 

that any detailed county oompi"risons are not necessarlly meaningful. 
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TABLE 1- ADMISSION OF JtNmiLES 'ro THE M!UNE cnJNl'Y' .DUIS 
1984 'l'fRXX>H 19881 F'f 

axJN1'Y 1984 1985 1986 1~7 1988 

Aroost 203 104 114 , 89 88 
Hancock 103 211 147 111 80 
Knox 92 117 78 115 77 
Pen:b. 82 136 207 186 151 
Piscat. 48 79 51 47 37 
"l\ldo 49 60 44 36 57 
washington 21 33 33 41 44 

AAdros. 305 280 201 201 264 
Franklin 75) 55 60 00 40 
l<er!nebec 117 67 96 114 115 
Lincoln 55 29 98 92 80 
OXford 44 75 125 132 105 
Sagad. 0 0 0 0 0 
Saner set 121 152 146 213 142 

Cumber. 432 378 530 583 313 
York 51 138 46 78 91 

'IOI'ALS 1798 1914 1976 2118 1684 

~ 
~ce: Jail Reports to the Dept. of Corrections. <Because of l::oarding, 

these figures may represent some duplication; however; the statistic used 
I is CXX~p~U"able fran year to year.> 

TABLE 2- J1UL .ADMISSIOOS BY KNl'H 1tND SEX, F'll988 
KNl'H ~ ADMISSIOOS WUJ!S F!MI\.LES 

WMmR PEOCFNr ce 
~ 

JJI137 186 .u.u l.t)!) 

~~ ~7 177 10.5 140 
SEP87 161 9.6 130 31 
OCI'B7 195 11.5 171 24 
N:J\187 136 8.1 126 10 
0&:87 118 7.0 104 14 
.JANBB 142 8.4 124 18 
P!!B88 131 7.8 117 14 
MI\RB8 113 6.7 98 15 
APRBB 102 6.1 92 10 
Ml!.Y88 114 6.8 103 11 
JlW38 109 6.5 93 16 

~ 1684 100.0 1463 221 
~ 100.0 96.9 13.1 
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T A B L E 3- AVERFGE DAILY J?OFUIATIOO OF DETAINID AND ADJUDICATID 
JUVEN.II.l!S BY ARFA, FY 1986, 1987, 88. (Preliminary 1988 jail data based 
oo midnight population as reported to OOC rather than on actual incUvidual 
lengths of stay. This table will be revised to incorporate that latter 
data as they becane available.) 

AREA 

Aroostook 
Penobscot 
Piscataquis 
'Washington 
Hanoock 
Wlldo 
Knox 

Subtotal-Northeast 

Scmerset 
Franklin 
Kennebec 
Lincoln 
Sagadabx 
OXford 

Subtotal Central 

Androscoggin 
CUmberland* 
York 

Subtotal Southern ' . 

Grand Totals 

Average 
FY 1986 
Total 

2.02 
1.12 
Oa22 
1.23 
0.89 
0.22 
0.74 
6.44 

2.91 
0.82 
3.17 
0.48 
0.11 
1.60 
9.09 

7.64 
8.97 
5.07 

19.34 

37.21 

Daily Population 
FY 1987 F':l 1988 
Total Total 

1.77 
1.39 
0.35 
0.59 
0.72 
0.50 
0.90 
6.22 

4.52 
0.93 
2.69 
L23 
0.78 
2.,48 

12a63 

4.61 
7a62 
3.25 

15.48 

34.33 

1.84 
L33 
0.34 
0.37 
0.91 
2.13 
0.97 
8.23 

2.86 
0.51 
4.12 

·0., 79 
L28 
2.54 

12.10 

4.29 
10.52 

7.16 
21.97 

42.30 

Jail 

1.29 
0.25 
0.01 
0.33 
0.36 
1.78 
0.52 
4.54 

2.34 
0.12 
0.91 
0.49 
0.00 
L91 
5.77 

18.88 

~ 

~:~ t.~.: 0.33 
Oo04 ~ 
0.55 
0.35 i· 
0.45 J 
3.69 :; 

t 
I 

0 52 ~ . ~ 

0.39 ) 
3.21 .; 

~ ~ 0.30 } 
L28 ~· 
Q o63 .~ 

6.33 f 

3.18 
7.48 
2.74 

13.40 

23.42 

~ 
~ 

I 
~ 

I 
I 

• ___ *_-ou __ t_o_f_sta_t_e-juv_eru_'l_es_ar_e_usual __ ly-he-ld_a_t_._ MYt:-and--ar-e_l_·nc_l_OOed ______ ,., ... in the C\miberland Colmty Total. 
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P ART I- ADMISSIONS .AR> DEI'EN'l'IONS AT THE MAINE 'Ya1l'H CENI'ER 
J:lJR.IOO FISCAL YEAR 1988, ENliR; JUNE 30, 1988. 

The next eight pages contain tables presenting various detailed data 
arising from the tabulation of individual admissions to the Maine Youth 
Center during the period beginning on JUly 1 1 1987 and ending on June 30 1 

1988. 'lbe discussion on the cx::ntent of these tables begins on page 14. 

TABLE 4- Selected tom: .Admissions Data by Colmty1 
FY 1986187 I am as 

A. New Ccmnitments am Returns 
County New Ccm:ni ttments am Returns 

FY1986 FY1987 FY1988 
Total Total Tot. Ccmn. Ret's 

AOO. 59 59 49 19 30 
CUm. 86 76 91 49 42 
Pen. 41 51 56 31 25 

SM3A SubTot .186 186 196 99 97 

Aro. 25 26 31 21 10 
Fra. 6 8 8 4 4 
Han. 19 10 7 3 4 
Ken. 37 46 51 25 26 
Koo. 11 13 12 6 6 
Lin. 9 7 11 5 6 
Oxf. 16 18 12 7 5 
Pis~ 2 3 8 4 4 
Sag. 12 11 15 7 8 
Som. 28 35 25 13 12 
Wal. 5 5 3 2 1 
was. 10 20 16 7 9 
Yor. 75 41 47 24 23 

Nc::I1SMlA Sutll'otal 
256 243 247 128 119 

other State or 
County Unk. 9 5 13 0 13 

Grand Totals 
451 434 456 227 229 
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T A B L E 4- COOtinued 

-

B. H:>lds for Court, Probation, or Intake 

County B:>lds for Court Ii:>lds for Probation, 
FY1986 FY1987 FY.l988 FY1986 FY1987 

And. 54 46 59 27 30 
CUm. 40 48 83 34 66 
Pen. 13 16 16 0 0 

SMSA Subtot 107 110 156 61 96 

Aro. 4 4 8 2 0 
Fra. 5 7 3 2 0 
Ban. 2 2 5 0 1 
Ken. 37 41 37 14 6 
Kno. 5 5 7 0 0 
Lin. 2 3 3 0 2 
ox£. 25 16 14 1 6 
Pis. 4 3 6 0 2 
Sag. 3 17 18 1 2 
SaD. 13 16 6 2 0 
Wal. 4 5 4 0 1 
Was. 14 10 2 1 1 
Yor .. 49 32 42 16 19 

NalSM)A Subtotal 
167 161 155 39 40 

Other State or 
County Unk. 17 3 6 12 0 

Grand Totals 
291 274 317 112 136 

Intake 
FY1988 

20 
31 a 

2 I 
53 y 

I 0 
0 I 0 

17 I 2 
1 ~ 

t 
1 • 
2 I 
8 I 2 
0 j 
0 

13 

46 

6 

105 
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T A B L E 4- Cootinued 

c. Total Admissions 
Colmty FY1986 FY1987 FY1988 

'lbtal 'lbtal Total Females 

And. 142 135 126 34 
CUm. 160 190 205 25 
Pen. 55 67 73 17 

SMlA Subtot 357 392 404 76 

Aro. 32 30 39 3 
Fra. 13 15 11 2 
Han. 21 13 12 1 
Ken. 90 93 105 28 
l<no. 16 18 21 3 
Lin. 11 12 15 3 
ox£. 42 40 27 6 
Pis. 6 8 16 0 
Sag. 16 30 41 7 
Scm. 43 51 33 4 
\'61. 9 11 . 7 0 
was. 25 31 18 0 
Yor. 141 92 102 13 

NooSlo5A Subtotal 
465 444 448 71 

other State or 
County Unk. 0 8 25 8 

Gram 'lbtals 
854 844 877 155 

Indiv. 

70 
110 
49 

229 

33 
5 
8 

53 
12 
12 
19 
8 

20 
25 
4 

13 
58 

270 

22 

521 

~ 
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T A B L E 5-~ ADMISSIONS - SEX, IW:!E, STA'IUS AT ADMISSION, INDIVIIXJAIS, 
FY 1986, 87 I 88 

FY1986 FY1987 . FY1988 
Nmbr ' Nmbr ' Nmbr ' 

Males 718 84.1 702 83.2 722 82.3 
Females 136 15.9 142 16.8 155 17.7 

cauc. 762 89.2 795 94.2 820 93.6 
Nat.Amer. 72 SA 35 4el 38 4o3 
Black 5 0.6 10 1.2 14 1.6 
Hispanic 7 0.8 4 0.5 4 0.5 
Asian 6 0.7 0 o.o 1 o.o 

In the 1980 Pcpulatia1 Census, Native Americans were 0. 36% 
of tl1e state's total: Bl.acks were 0. 28%: .Asiatic/Pacific were 
0.26%: and oo distiootiat was slnm those of Hispanic origin .. 

Imividuals 560 65.6 584 69.2 521 59.4 

Ccmnitted & 
Returns 451 52.8 434 51.4 456 52.0 

Fi:>ld for 
CoUrt 291 34.1 274 32.5 317 36.0 

B:>ld for Prob. & 
Intake 112 13.1 136 16.1 105 12.0 

1 

1 
i 

l 
l 
! 
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T A B L E . 6- ftM:: .ADMISSI(H) IXJRING. F'f 1988, IDim R>R CXXJRr, PR:BATION 
OR INTAKE, ·NEW a::Mfi'.lMI!NI'S- BY OFFENSE CHARGED. 

Offense B::>ld for Court H:>ld for Prob. New Camni tments 
Nmbr % Nmbr. % Nmbr. % 

Violation of Prob., 
Ca:ld. Rel. etc 43 13.6 18 17.2 57 25.2 

Burglary 55 17.5 10 9.6 46 20.3 

'lbeft 42 13.2 7 6.8 40 17.6 

Assault, Threatening, 
etc. 23 7.3 2 1.9 15 6.6 

Crim. Misch., Trespass, 
Dis. Ccniuct 13 4.1 5 4.9 18 7.9 

Escape, AWJL 2 0.6 0 o.o 0 o.o 

Sex Offenses, excl. 
Rape 13 4.1 5 4.9 22 9.7 

Mise. Other Offenses 
9 2.8 2 1.9 6 2.6 

Status/Ncn-offenses 4 1.3 6 5.9 0 o.o 

Offenses Not Recorded 
81 25.7 43 41.2 7 3.1 

SERIOOS OFFENSES ( M.lrder, 
Manslaughter, Arscm, Armed 
~, Aggravated Assault, 
Rape, etc.) 31 9.8 6 5.7 16 7.0 

'lUI'AIS 317 100.0 105 100.0 227 100.0 
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T A B L E 7- AVERAGE r..mJ.l'HS OF ~ IN DA.YS AT MYC, !Dim FOR a::uRT, 
RID Illim FOR PREA.TION/Dil.l2\KE, ruRING FISCAL YEA:ES 1986,87 ,»1> 88 

County FY1986 FY1987 FY1988 
HFC HFP HFC BFP HFC HFP 

.And. 28.0 2.6 22.3 7.8 19.2 3.8 
CUm. 27.1 3.3 26.6 8.0 28.2 10.0 
Pen. 23.2 ~ 28.8 -0- 24.4 1.6 

Aro. 58.0 28.5 27.8 -0- 24.9 -0-
Fra. 17.2 25.0 23.0 -0- 48.0 -0-
Han. 27G0 -0- 6.0 0.0 39.8 -0-
Ken 27.5 6.5 22.8 1.8 24.9 14.6 
Koo. 20.0 -0- 10.6 -0- 18.9 17.0 
Lin. 17.0 -0- 33.3 102.0 35.3 2.0 
OX£. 18.4 1.0 34.1 10.7 15.6 10.0 
Pis. 20.2 -0- 31.3 2.0 19.5 2.5 
sag. 13.7 -0- 13.5 6.5 21.9 9.0 
Saa. 34.3 21..5 43.9 -0- 27.7 12.5 
Wal. 10.0 -0- 24.0 25.0 31.5 -0-
was. 31.8 4 .. 0 18.4 22.0 7.5 -0-
Yor 35.7 8.5 29.4 5.3 19.8 12.9 

Other State 50.8 2.1 2.1 -0- 10.7 3.0 
& cty. Unk. 

Statewide 29.2 5.3 25.6 8.9 23.5 9.1 

N:7l'E: -0- = no rep::>rted incidence: 0. 0 = less than 0. OS days • 

I 
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TABLE 8- 'IGE AT ADMISSION 'ro ~ I:URIR:; FY 1988 
' 

A. Totals, Females, and Different Individuals 

h;1e Totals Females Individuals 
Nmbr 'Tot. Nmbr 'Tot. Nmbr 'Tot. 

11 2 0.3 0 0.0 2 0.4 
12 32 3.6 13 8.4 10 1.9 
13 47 5.4 11 7e1 25 4.8 
14 126 14.4 29 18.7 71 13.6 
15 200 22.8 36 23.2 114 21.9 
16 202 23.0 35 22.6 124 23.8 
17 215 24.5 23 14.8 139 26.7 
18 36 4.1 6 3.9 25 4.8 
18+ 17 1.9 2 1.3 11 2.1 

Totals 
877 100.0 155 100.0 521 100.0 

B. Status at Admission 

Age HFC HFP New Ccmn Returns 

11 1 1 0 0 
12 20 6 6 0 
13 18 11 12 6 
14 59 22 21 24 
15 76 18 65 41 
16 71 25 56 51 
17 63 21 53 78 
18 8 1 13 14 
18+ 1 0 1 15 

Totals 317 105 227 229 
Indiv. 223 87 224 168 
Females 60 42 23 30 

i 

' 

'· 

: 

' 

I 
,' 

: 

! 
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TABLE 9- A cx:»l'ARISON OF IDI.m FOR CDJRl' .AND 

P~TION/INTAKE BY OFFENSE CliARGID, FY1987 AND FY1988 

OFFENSE FY1987 FY1988 

HFC BFP 'lUI' HFC HFP 'lUI' 

Prob. VioL, etc. 20 60 80 19.5 43 18 61 14.6 

Burglary 52 12 64 15.6 55 10 65 15.5 

Theft 27 13 40 9G8 42 7 49 11.6 

Assault, etc. 18 6 24 5.9 23 2 25 5.9 

Cr. Misch. , Tresp •• 

Dis. Cc:fXi. 12 3 15 3.7 13 5 18 4.3 

Sex Offense 1 ex Rape 13 0 13 3.2 13 5 18 4.3 

Mise other Off. 19 0 19 4.6 11 2 13 3.1 

Status/Non-off. .2 1 3 0.7 4 6 10 2.4 . 
Offenses Not 

Recorded 82 38 120 29.2 81 43 124 29.5 

Serious Offenses 29 3 32 7.8 31 6 37 8.8 

274 136 410 100.0 317 105 422 100.0 

ADMISSIONS .AND DETENriOOS AT THE M1UNE itX1I'H CENl'ER 

As reported in the S\llllllai)' 1 there were a total of 877 admissions to ~ during F'i 

1988. H:>lds for Court shc:Med the DDSt significant increase over the t\1«) prior years, 

perhaps because of space limitations at the jails certified to hold juveniles. 

B::>lds for Court were 317 in F'i 1988 compared with 274 in F'i 1987 and 291 in F'i 1986 1 

an increase of 16% from FY1987 to F'i 1988. 

In Table 4 there are several distributions of the a~ssions data by the county of 

origin. There were no significant differences from year to year by county except 
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for CUmberland County (possibly because of the li tiga.tion and consent order) where 

the H::>lds for Court in FY 1988 were nearly double those of the t\«) preceding years. 

The distributions in Table 5 were relatively constant from year to year. 'ftte major 

variation was in the nUJii::)er of different individuals. In FY 1988, about 40% of the 

total admissions reflected one or mre admissions of the same person: in F'f 1987 only 

30% were multiple admissions, and in F'f 1986 34% were multiples. The relative distri~ 

rutions from year to year by sex, status at admission, or by race were fairly consistent. 

Tables 6 and 9 present offense related data. FY 1988 was the first year in which new 

commitments were tabulated separately from the re-entries of committed juveniles and 

on which we recorded and tabulated the offenses (for the new commitments only). Pro

bation Violations (usually by the commission of a new offense), Burglary, and 'ftteft 

acoounted for CNer 44% of the Eblds for Court: over 34% of the H::>lds for Probation or 

Intake: and over 63% of the new commitments. Serious crimes (murder, manlsaughter, 

rape, aggravated assault, rOCbery, and arson) were just tmder 10% of the H::>lds for 

Court, al:xJut 6% of the Eblds for Probation/Intake, and 7% of the new commitments. 

Table 9 shows the CCIIpU'ison between FY 1987 and F'f 1988, by offense, between the 

Fblds for Court and the Eblds for Probation/Intake 

In Table 7, the Average Lengths of Stay by Category and by Colmty are rep:>rted for 

the three years FY 1986, FY 1987, and F'f 1988. H::>lds for Court were 29.2 days in FY 

1986, 25.6 days in FY 1987, and 23.5 days in FY 1988. '!be Eblds for Probation/Intake 

were 5. 3 days in FY 1986, 8. 9 days in FY 1987, and in F'f 1988 they were 9.1 days. No 

significant variations by year or by COlmty were noted. 

Table 8 shools the age of juveniles at admission by selected categories. 'ftte age 

used is a maChine calculation subtracting the date of birth from the admission date. 

The 15,16,& 17 year olds daninate the distrirution, with aver 70% of the total 

admissions and of individuals: they were over 60% of the admitted females. 
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