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The year 1966, as is noted on the following pages of this report,
was one which registered the highest volume of complaints in the
Court’s history. It was also one that was characterized by a number
of significant measures to upgrade Court services.

Of primary importance was the appointment by Presiding Judge
Albert A. Woldman of a Citizen’s Advisory Board to The Juvenile
Court. The Advisory Board was named to advise the court in meeting
the complex problems facing it in light of the heavy demands being
made upon it by the community. Chairman of the Advisory Board is
Mr. Morris Berick, a former president of the Cleveland Bar Association.
Mr. Doyle Shackelford serves as the Board’s Secretary and liaison
official with the court staff.

Toward the end of 1966, the Advisory Board secured a grant from
the Greater Cleveland Associated Foundation and the Cleveland Foun-
dation to finance a survey of the Juvenile Court by the National Coun-
cil on Crime and Delinquency. It is expected that a preliminary report
of the survey’s findings will be presented to the Board by June, 1967,
and that a final report will be prepared by the Fall of 1967.

The court looks forward to this aid in improving its services,
and wishes to thank all the citizens who have given so generously of
their time and talents in serving as members of the Advisory Board.
In addition to the chairman, board members include: Mr. Paul Briggs,
Superintendent, Cleveland School System; Mr. Ronald Brown; Mr. Crede
Calhoun, Jones -Day-Cockley and Reavis; Mr. Neil Carothers, Presi-
dent, University Circle Development Foundation; Mrs. James A. Clark,
President, Cleveland P.T.A.; Msgr. Casimir S. Ciolek, Assistant
Director, Catholic Charities Bureau; Mr. A.F. Connors, Assistant
Director, Public Relations, Republic Steel Corp.; Mr. Clarence Gaines,
Director of Welfare, City of Cleveland; Mr. Wade Harris, President,
Midland - Ross Corp.; Mr. Fred M. Hauserman, President, E.F. Hauser-
man Co.; Mrs. Gilbert Humphrey; Mr. Frank E. Joseph, Jones-Day -
Cockley and Reavis; Mr. Bruce B. Krost, Senior Member, Woodling,
Krost, Granger and Rust; Dr. Middleton H. Lambright; Mr. Raphael O.
Lewis, former Executive Director, Community Action For Youth; Rev.
Isaiah P. Pogue; Mrs. Frank H. Porter; Rabbi Rudolph M. Rosenthal,
Temple on the Heights; Mr. Louis Seltzer; Mr. Curtis Lee Smith, Exec-
utive Director, Cleveland Chamber of Commerce; Dr. Herman Stein,
Dean, School of Applied Social Sciences, Western Reserve University;
Mr. Thomas Vail, Editor, The Cleveland Plain Dealer; Mr. Ben Zevin
%nd the Rev. Roger S. Shoup, Associate Minister, Calvary Presbyterian

hurch.



Another major step in upgrading its operation was taken in the
court’s sponsorship of the ‘“‘Improvement of Community Probation Ser-
vices Program’’. The program, sponsored jointly by the Court and
Cleveland College, Western Reserve University, is funded through the
Federal Higher Education Act of 1965 to the Ohio State Board of
Regents.

The aim of the program is to initiate a staff development program
for probation officers and also to develop a training program for volun-
teers to assist the probation staff in certain court duties.

Since the Fall of 1966, the program has sponsored a series of
seminars with court officials, Western Reserve University faculty mem-
bers and Program Staff. Separate Seminar sessions were held with the
Judges, Directors, Referees, Case Supervisors and with a selected
group of probation officers. The seminars centered around a definition
of the probation officer’s job; the tasks and functions that he is ex-
pected to fulfill, and the seeking of possible alternative structuring of
his work. Concomitantly, the seminars engaged in exploration of poss-
ible ways that a volunteer ‘‘paraprofessional’’ staff could be utilized
within the court.

Guidelines for a training program for probation officers were
developed from the seminars and were implemented by the attendance
of twenty probation officers at twice weekly training sessions which
were begun in February, 1967. Training of the volunteers has also
begun.

Tentative plans for future operations include the strengthening of
relationships between probation staff and community services. Within
the Court, the staff development program would be extended, with at-
tention given to a specialization of work among the probation staff.
Andrew J. DeSanti, Assistant Chief Probation Officer, serves as Train-
ing Director for the program with Arden Melzer, Cleveland College,
serving as program director. John dJ. Alden, Director of Social Services,
served as liaison consultant between the court and the program.

Another advance in court services came through the establish-
ment of Project Friendship Inc. Funded through the Cleveland Presby-
terial Society of the United Presbyterian Church, the project uses
volunteers to utilize a one-to-one relationship with selected delin-
quent girls. The Project offers empathy, understanding and guidance
from the volunteer as a means of achieving self-confidence and positive
values on the part of the delinquent girls. The United Church Women
of Greater Cleveland have also joined the project, having two members
on the Board of Trustees. There are 22 volunteers who offer their ser-
vices to the court under the supervision of the project’s trained case-



worker, Mrs. Kenneth Slater, ACSW, who is also the Project’s Director.
Referrals to the Project are made by the Girls’ Referee, Miss Wilma
Sevcik who also serves as a member of the Project’s Board of Trustees.
Mrs. Charles Hall is president of the Project’s Board of Trustees, and
Judge Walter G. Whitlatch also serves as a member. In 1966, its first
year of operation, the Project served 14 girls.

The Court takes this opportunity to publicly acknowledge and
thank the Project’s sponsors, volunteers and other staff for their gen-
erous service in a vital area of need.

Another area in which court services were expanded is the Group
Psychotherapy program which saw the development of a girls’ group
in May, 1966. A group for boys has been in operation since 1963. The
girls’ group is staffed by Dr. Irving Berger as therapist, and Miss
Frances Pitts, M.S.W., casework supervisor as co-therapist.

Another additional service developed in the Fall of 1966 occurred
in the hiring of a teacher with the Bedford School system to serve as
a part-time probation officer, serving children within that school dis-
trict. Because of the relative newness of this project, no evaluation is
available at this time.

The year 1966 saw the termination of the Court’s participation in
the Community Action For Youth Program. For the past three years,
children living in the program’s demonstration area who were ordered
for probation services by the Court were placed under the direct super-
vision of Community Action For Youth probation officers. The program
was designed to terminate at the end of 1966. All children then under
the supervision of that program were transferred to the direct super-
vision of Juvenile Court probation officers.

In addition to expanding Court services, Presiding Judge Albert
A. Woldman also took the lead in stabilizing the Court staff by estab-
lishing more equitable salaries. In his adjustment of salaries, which
considerably increased an anachronistic pay scale, Judge Woldman
set the pace for a graduated salary scale with acceptable ceilings to
be realized by interim increments based on merit. To achieve this
program, he has named Judge Walter G. Whitlatch, the Chief Adminis-
trative Assistant and the Budget Director to assist him in a full scale
salary study.

The above programs and projects which the court is currently
undertaking represent major efforts to upgrade the level of service
and court operation consistent with its vital role of effectively dealing
with youth and family problems.



Concomitant with the need to extend its services, the court was
also faced with the necessity of improving its physical facilities.
With the tremendous growth in volume and attendant increases in staff,
the court buildings have become inadequate to properly house present
operations. It is estimated that there is currently a lack of 20% in
existing space requirements. However, within these limitations a re-
.alignment and relocation of certain departments was carried out by
Building Director, Stuart S. Woldman. The changes made resulted in a
consolidation of individual units with clusterings of related units so
as to most effectively expedite the flow of work. The deployment of
staff under such arrangements has permitted a single grouping of fe-
male probation officers on one floor of the main building with all male
probation officers concentrated in the Cedar Avenue building. Also
provided in the move were larger quarters for the Child Support De-
partment which was shifted closer to the Cashier’s Office with which
it has frequent transactions. The Psychiatric and Psychological ser-
vices were also re-located in a larger area, and four private interview
rooms were added for the probation staff. Through the re-use of exist-
ing space, the Detention Home Activities Department obtained 1,100
more sq. ft. New jail cells for adult prisoners were also constructed
in space vacated in the old Detention Home. And a general remodeling
and renewal program was carried on which included the updating of
nine classrooms and related teaching facilities in the Detention Home
which were also equipped with modern furnishings. In addition, the
entire Detention facility is being renewed and repainted in soft non-
institutional pastel colors to complement the decor of the new Deten-
tion Annex.

While the work done has resulted in better use of existing space,
the over-all space needs of the court remain critical. For example, by
1975, it is estimated that the court, based on the current deficiency of
space, will need 50% more space than is currently available to handle
anticipated caseloads and personnel.

The year 1966 was, therefore, a very busy one for the court, not
only in terms of the amount of work before it, the highest in its history,
but also in terms of planning for the future and the even heavier de-
mands that are expected to be made upon it.



SUMMARY OF THE YEAR

During the year 1966 a total of 19,394 cases of all types under
its jurisdiction were filed in the Juvenile Court. These cases repre-
sent a 4.4% increase over the 1965 volume of 18,573 and continues
the rising trend of the past twenty-five years during which time case-
loads have increased 237%.

DELINQUENCY CASES INCREASE 2%

Of the total volume of cases for the year, 7,296 were delinquency
cases. There were 5,762 boys’ cases and 1,534 girls’ delinquency
cases. Delinquency cases in 1966 increased 12% over the 6,505 re-
corded in 1965. Boys’ cases in 1966 increased 12% over 1965 (from
5086 to 5762), and girls’ cases increased 8% (from 1419 to 1534).

Other children’s cases before the court included 7,390 juvenile
traffic offenders, 183 neglected children’s cases, 222 dependent child-
ren’s cases, 141 neglected and/or dependent children’s cases, 288
application to determine custody cases, 122 applications for approval
of permanent surrender cases and 127 consents to marry. There were
-no significant changes in these types of cases compared with last year.

Adult cases before the court, including charges of non-support,
neglect, contributing or tending to cause delingquency and paternity
complaints showed an increase of 29 cases, going from 3,596 in 1965
to 3,625 in 1966. A total of 1,656 non-support charges were made, and
388 cases of neglect of minor children were recorded. In addition,
1,052 paternity complaints were made during the year. See Table 1 for
breakdown of children’s and adult’s cases.

MOST FREQUENT OFFENSES

As in past years, the following charges were the most frequent
against boys: unlawful entry and stealing, 723 cases (up 22% over the
592 cases of 1965); other thefts, 710 cases (about the same as the
702 cases in 1965); injury to person, 591 cases (up 15% over the 513
cases of 1965); incorrigibility, 573 cases (up 13% over the 505 cases
of 1965); auto theft, 563 (up 17% over the 482 cases in 1965); and auto
trespassing and tampering, 527 cases (up 14% over the 461 cases in
1965).

Girls, as in the past, were charged most often with the following
offenses: incorrigibility, 550 cases (up 5% over the 524 cases in 1965);
sex offenses, 255 (down 8% from the 277 cases in 1965); other steal-
ing, 203 cases (up slightly over the 196 cases in 1965), and injury to
person, 113 cases (down slightly from the 128 cases in 1965). See
Table 2 for breakdown of offenses, 1966 compared with 1965.
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~ Mention should be made here of the greatly increased charges
involving drugs and narcotics violations. In past years, such charges
were statistically low. However, in 1966, thirty-four minors were charged
with drug offenses. Thirty-one of these cases were heard by the pre-
siding judge who credited the suburban police departments of Cleve-
land Heights, Shaker Heights, University Heights and South Euclid
with investigations which brought to light this serious -problem. The
inhaling of glue fumes is another offense which has increased in the
past three years, going from 10 cases in 1964 to 70 cases in 1966.

DISPOSITIONS

Of the total number of the above new delinquency cases, 2,604
cases (1,953 boys and 651 girls) were placed under the supervision of
the Court’s Probation Department (included in this total are 94 cases
which were accepted by private agencies and 123 boys and girls refer-
red for placement in private residential centers. A total of 766 cases
(676 boys and 90 girls) of the above new cases were at the time of the
original hearing committed or returned to public correctional institu-
tions. However, the total number of children committed to correctional
institutions including those committed after previously receiving a
non-commitment disposition, and those appearing on alias charges
amounted to 1,020. These commitments were made as follows: the
Ohio Youth Commission: 621 boys, 111 girls: Cleveland Boys’ School,
165 boys; Blossom Hill School, 87 girls, and the Ohio State Reforma-
tory, 36 boys. In addition, 328 cases (280 boys and 48 girls) were re-
leased to the supervision of their parents, 645 cases were either dis-
missed or withdrawn by the complainant, 16 boys’ cases were trans-
ferred to the Court of Common Pleas and 1,556 cases (1,332 boys and
224 girls) were adjusted without further court action. See Table 3 for
a breakdown of official and unofficial dispositions for boys and girls.

PROBATION CASELOADS

During the year, 4,924 cases were supervised by the Court’s
Probation Department. Of these 3,510 were delinguent boys; 1,241
delinquent girls and 173 were dependent, neglected and other types
of cases. Of the total number of delinquency cases closed from super-
vision during the year, 73% of the boys and 68% of the girls were dis-
charged from supervision as having achieved an adequate adjustment.
Commitments to correctional institutions after unsuccessful probation
efforts were necessary for 20% of the closed boys’ cases and 14% of
the closed girls’ cases. Closings for other reasons, including loss of
jurisdiction, abscondings etc., accounted for 7% of boys’ cases and
13% of girls’ cases.



Continuing the trend of the past few years, 72% of the total pro-
bation contacts with children on probation occurred as office contacts
within the court buildings. Only 28% of probation contacts occurred in
the field, reflecting the heavy demands of court schedules and proba-
tion supervision. Of the 44,321 office interviews, 21,395 or 48% were
in the form of telephone contacts. During the year, the probation staff
conducted a total of 6,912 investigations for court hearings requiring
nearly 54,000 investigatory contacts. In the past five years, probation
coptacts and investigation Interviews have increased 42%, going
from a combined total of 80,754 in 1962 to 114,662 in 1966.

DETENTION FACILITIES

Detention facilities continued to be heavily used in 1966. While
the average daily population of the Detention Home was 172 children,
this yearly average was exceeded for 45% of the year during which
time the average daily population was 196 children, 14% above the
general yearly average (for 20% of the year, the population exceeded
196, ranging as high as 227 children). During the year, 4,219 children
were cared for in the Home (3,012 boys and 1,207 girls) for a total of
62,732 days care. The average length of stay for delinquent boys was
14 days and for girls it was 17 days. See Table 9 for children under
care in Detention Home.

OTHER CHILDREN’S CASES

Other children’s cases before the court included 912 neglected
and dependent children. Of these 496 were referred to the custody of
child caring agencies. The Division of Child Welfare, Cuyahoga County
Welfare Department received 439 children for temporary care and 44
children for permanent care of the above total of 496. In addition, 169
children were continued under the supervision of their parents and 56
were committed to the Probation Department for supervision or place-
ment. Charges of neglect or dependency were dismissed concerning
84 children. Other children’s cases included 122 applications for ap-
proval of permanent surrender and 288 applications to determine custody.

TRAFFIC OFFENDERS

Juvenile Traffic Offenders continued the high trend of the last
few years, registering 7,390 in 1966 compared with 7,403 cases in
1965. In 1966, there were 6,718 boys and 672 girls filed on as traffic
offenders. Speeding represented the most frequent violation for both
boys and girls, representing nearly one-third of violations in both cases.
For boys, the second most common violation was having no driver’s
license (10% of violations). For girls, failure to yield to other vehicles
was the second most frequent violation, accounting for 11% of viola-
tions. Licenses were suspended in 44% of the traffic cases. In 23% of
the cases driving was restricted to essential automobile usage.

s



ADULT CASES

Adult cases before the court amounted to 3,625 cases, a rise of
29 cases over 1965. The most frequent charge against adults was non-
support of minor children (1,658 cases). Other charges included 1,052
paternity cases, 386 cases of contributing to neglect, 322 cases of
contributing to delinquency and 28 cases of acting in a way tending
to cause delinquency.

Of the adults charged with non-support, neglect and contributing
to delinquency, 87 were committed to the Workhouse or County Jail.
In addition, 853 fathers were ordered to support their minor children
by payments made under the supervision of the Child Support Depart-
ment.

During the year, the Child Support Department supervised 11,548
cases for payments, 9,361 of which were carried over from preceding
years, 2,187 being received in 1966. These included 6,848 cases be-
ing followed for non-support payments, 948 cases involving payments
in neglect and contributing to delinquency cases, and payments in
3,752 paternity cases.

Payments and disbursements of these monies were made through
the Cashier’s Office and amounted to $2,520,146.66 for the support of
minor children, of which $2,309,366.11 was disbursed to the mother
or relatives caring for the children, $107,650.51 was disbursed to tax-
supported child caring agencies in whose care children were placed
and $103,130.04 was disbursed to private child caring agencies and
institutions.

Other monies collected by the Cashier’s Office included more
than $32,000.00 in damages and restitution in delinquency cases and
a total of $101,068.72 in fines and costs. Total collections by the
Cashier’s Office in 1966 amounted to $2,775,055.22, an increase of
11% over 1965.

In addition to the 19,394 new cases accepted during the calendar
year 1966 through the Court’s Intake Department, a total of 969 alias
cases were also set for hearing in 1966 by that department. An addi-
tional 2,073 other complaints were reviewed by Intake but not accepted
for court action, being referred to social agencies, police departments,
boards of education and other courts or services for action. See Table
11 concerning the Intake Department’s report.
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AREA OF RESIDENCE

City of Cleveland By
Social Planning Areas:

Central

Central - East
Central - West
Clark - Fulton
Corlett

Denison
Downtown
Edgewater
Glenville
Goodrich

Hough

Jefferson
Kinsman

Lee - Miles

Mt. Pleasant
Near West Side
North Broadway
North Collinwood
Norwood

Puritas - Bellaire
Riverside

South Broadway
South Brooklyn
South Collinwood
Tremont
University

West Side
Woodland Hills

TOTAL, City of Cleve-

land

TABLE A
Area of Residence, Minors Filed as Delinquents, 1966

BOYS GIRLS’
CASES CASES
145 35
218 79
196 67
88 17
148 36
54 19

1 3
33 11
754 226
52 11
590 219
89 16
129 46
161 34
279 68
278 74
53 14
44 8
94 18
73 16
97 11
74 5
81 14
110 19
122 45
43 18
89 36
103 21
4,198 1,186

TOTAL CASES

180
297
263
105
184

73

44
980
63
809
105
175
195
347
352
67
52
112

108
79
95

129

167

125
124

5,384



AREA OF RESIDENCE BOYS’ GIRLS’ TOTAL CASES
CASES CASES

Other County Municipalities:

Bay Village 38 9 47
Beachwood 8 3 11
Bedford 37 7 44
Bedford Heights 14 3 17
Berea 32 3 35
Brecksville 7 1 8
Broadview Heights 10 1 11
Brooklyn 18 3 21
Brook Park 57 11 68
Cleveland Heights 93 15 108
East Cleveland 155 43 198
Euclid 66 12 78
Fairview Park 26 2 28
Garfield Heights 35 11 46
Independence 16 1 17
Lakewood 140 32 172
Lyndhurst 22 1 23
Maple Heights 54 10 64
Mayfield Heights 16 1 17
Middleburg Heights 5 3 8
North Olmsted 32 6 38
North Royalton 28 2 30
Parma 158 54 212
Parma Heights 42 11 53
Richmond Heights 5 - 5
Rocky River 41 5 46
Seven Hills 15 6 21
Shaker Heights 46 19 65
Solon 19 2 21
South Euclid 34 8 42
Strongsville 26 3 29
University Heights 14 2 16
Warrensville Heights 30 5 35
Westlake 32 3 35
TOTAL, Other County — —

Municipalities 1,371 298 1,669
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AREA OF RESIDENCE BOYS’ GIRLS’ TOTAL CASES
CASES CASES

County Villages and Townships:

Bentleyville 1 - 1
Bratenahl 2 - 2
Brooklyn Heights 5 - 5
Chagrin Falls 5 _ 5
Cuyahoga Heights 1 - 1
Gates Mills 1 - 1
Glenwillow -~ - —
Highland Heights 3 4 7
Hunting Valley 1 - 1
Linndale 1 - 1
Mayfield - - -
Moreland Hills - - =
Newburgh Heights 7 1 8
North Randall 4 —~ 4
Oakwood 19 4 23
Olmsted Falls 4 1 5
Orange Village 4 1 5
Parkview 3 - 3
Pepper Pike 4 1 5
Valley View - 1 1
Walton Hills 2 1 3
Westview 3 1 4
Woodmere 2 1 3
Chagrin Falls Township - - -
Olmsted Township 12 1 13
Riveredge Township - - -
Warrensville Township 2 - 2
TOTAL, County Villages &
Townships 86 17 103
Agency Residents 34 20 54
Out-of-County Residents 73 13 86
Area Designation Unknown - - -
GRAND TOTAL,
DELINQUENCY CASES 5,762 1,534 7,296
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TABLE B

Boys' Delinquency Offenses By Residence

County Residents,

City of Cleveland Other Than
Residents City of Cleveland
NO. of PERCENT of NO. of PERCENT of

OFFENSE CASES OFFENSES CASES OFFENSES
Auto Theft 435 79% 119 21%
Auto Trespassing & Tampering 443 86% 78 15%
Unlawful Entry and Stealing 561 79% 146 21%
Theft from Person 248 96% 10 4%
Other Theft 461 66% 234 34%
Possession of Stolen Property 54 61% 34 39%
Deception, Fraud 18 69% 8 31%
Truancy 91 69% 40 31%
Running Away 27 75% 9 25%
Incorrigibility 412 74% 145 26%
Sex Offense 123 81% 29 19%
Indecent Behavior 16 40% 24 60%
Homicide 7 100% - -
Injury to Person 478 82% 106 18%
Destruction of Property 227 67% 112 33%
Liquor Violation 137 56% 107 44%
Possession of Weapons 63 71% 26 29%
Disorderly Conduct 162 67% 80 33%
Drug Violations 5 28% 13 72%
Inhaling Glue Fumes 46 74% 16 26%
Setting Fires 21 91% 2 9%
Trespassing on Land 76 80% 19 20%
Curfew Violation 32 43% 43 57%
Other Offenses 55 49% 57 51%

TOTAL 4,198 74% 1,457 26%
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OFFENSE

Auto Theft

Auto Trespassing & Tampering
Unlawful Entry and Stealing

Theft from Person
Other Theft

Possession of Stolen Property

Deception, Fraud
Truancy

Running Away
Incorrigibility

Sex Offense

Indecent Behavior
Homicide

Injury to Person
Destruction of Property
Liquor Violation
Possession of Weapons
Disorderly Conduct
Drug Violations
Inhaling Glue Fumes
Setting Fires
Trespassing on Land
Curfew Violation
Other Offenses

TOTAL

TABLE C

Girls’ Delinquency Offenses By Residence

City of Cleveland

Residents

NO. of PERCENT of
CASES OFFENSES

County Residents,
Other Than
City of Cleveland

NO. of PERCENT of
CASES OFFENSES

2
18
10
9
143
2
6
49
o6
431
212
1

1

105
20
30

3

51

8
2
5
19

1,186

13.

50%
90%
91%
100%
72%
33%
86%
62%
86%
81%
85%
33%
100%
96%
95%
49%
100%
98%
19%
100%

100%
36%
95%

79%

2 50%

2 10%

1 9%
55 28%
4 67%

1 14%
30 38%
9 14%
101 19%
38 15%
2 67%

4 4%

1 0%
31 51%
1 2%
13 81%
10 100%
9 64%

1 5%
315 21%



PSYCHIATRIC CLINIC

A total of 696 psychiatric examinations were conducted in 1966
by the Court Psychiatric panel. These included 444 boys, 206 girls
and 46 adults. (See Table 13 for diagnoses made during the year).

Clinic Director, Oscar B. Markey, M.D., reported that ‘Though
some statistical changes are evident, the nature of the studies made
on the officially charged delinquent children brought to the Psychiatric
Clinic in 1966, was essentially unchanged. Perhaps the incidence of
organic factors was a bit higher this year (about 7%% as compared
with the usual 5%), but it remains true that the vast majority of dis-
turbances have arisen out of developmental and situational influences,
chiefly within the family.”’

It was also reported that ‘‘Serious financial limitations have
hampered recommendations for placement of children in need of special
residential care. Both judges and psychiatrists have been forced to
adjust to this limitation during much of the year. In essence, the psy-
chiatrists continue to believe that children in need of special care
which is available but costly should, nevertheless, have such treatment.
This places upon the judges the ongoing necessity for seeking public
funds in amounts necessary for the proper care of these children. Place-
ment of children should not be based on cost primarily but on the
medical recommendations which are best suited to a given child’s
needs.”’

““The Group Psychotherapy Program has been an important part
of the Court effort to carry on treatment as one of its functions. The
program has gone-on for several years. It will be recalled that three-
fourths of the 21 boys carried in this program in 1965 appeared to
achieve maximum benefit. Unfortunately, workers who have been as-
signed to this program have  moved on into supervisory and adminis-
trative functions, thereby restressing the perennial problem of finding
good staff people. The administrative judge has been encouraging and
the Director of Social Services has supported and sponsored the pro-
gram, but it is always difficult to find new workers for this important
facility. It is still evident that at least three M.S.W. caseworkers are
needed to meet current demands.’’

““The newest report in November, 1966, tended to resemble the
one in 1965. Seventy-two per cent of 29 boys treated achieved maximum
benefit without further Court activity. The girls’ group, which was
formed in May of 1966, has been in operation too short a time:to per-
mit a definitive evaluation. None of these girls has been released after
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achieving maximum benefit. Three of the original eight girls have been
released, two through pregnancy which had not been recognized as
existing at the time of their joining the group, and the third because it
was believed that she would do better in individual psychotherapy
These three have been replaced by three others.”

PSYCHOLOGY DEPARTMENT

In reviewing her department’s activities during the past year,
Ruth Glick, Ph.D. reports that it ‘““Continues to operate under the hand-
icap of a part-time staff,”” and that ‘““The failure to recruit full-time,
experienced psychologists is due to the limited professional opportu-
nities inherent in an exclusively diagnostic clinic.”” The department
in 1966 examined 487 individuals referred for psychological evaluation.
In addition, 1,684 Detention Home children were tested in groups.

It was further reported that the department continues as an ap-
proved field practicum training center for graduate students in the
doctoral program in psychology at Western Reserve University. In keep-
ing with the university policy of appointing chief psychologists in the
training center as associate members of its department of psychology,
Dr. Glick carries both regular teaching responsibilities at the Univer-
sity and is supervisor of trainees in the court setting. Six students are
presently in placement.

WILLIAM A. NESI NAMED CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT

William A. Nesi was appointed by Presiding Judge Albert A.
Woldman as Chief Administrative Assistant of the Juvenile Court. The
appointment, made during the preparation of this annual report, was
effective as of February 16, 1967.

Mr. Nesi assumed his post at the Court after leaving the position
of Executive Secretary of the Lorain County, Ohio, Child Welfare
Board, a post he held since 1962. He returns to the Juvenile Court,
having served as a probation officer from 1940 to 1942 and as Referee
for boys’ cases from 1942 to 1944. Prior to 1940, Mr. Nesi had been a
caseworker with the Cuyahoga County Child Welfare Board. From 1944
to 1946, he served in the United States Navy, returning to community
service as Administrative Assistant with the Cleveland Rehabilitation
Center. In 1947 he was appointed as Administrative Assistant with the
Child Welfare Board of Cuyahoga County, serving there until 1950 when
he became Superintendent of the Children’s Receiving Home. He then
served from 1954 to 1962 as Executive Secretary of the Division of
Child Welfare (formerly the Child Welfare Board) of the Cuyahoga
County Welfare Department.

As Administrative Assistant with the Division of Ch_ild Welfare,
his chief responsibility was to found and establish the Children’s Re-
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ceiving Home. During his administration, as Executive Secretary of the
Division, further expansion of services and facilities for children were
accomplished. These included the establishment of the Division’s
Protective Service Unit In response to a Welfare Federation study re-
lated to the need for such a service, the assuming from the City of
Cleveland of the operation of Cleveland Boys’ School and Blossom Hill
Girls’ School and the administration of classes for mentally retarded
children. He was also instrumental in founding and developing the
Division’s Girls’ Group Home financed by the Shaker Heights Child-
ren’s Guild and then donated to the County.

Mr. Nesl is vice-president and one of the founders of the Ohio
Boys’ Town and is past president of the Ohio Child Welfare Executives
Association. Before leaving Cleveland, he had for many years served
as a delegate to the Representative Assembly of the Welfare Federa-
tion and as a member of the Federation’s Children’s Council. Having
served on the Board of Trustees of the Children’s Aid Society for many
years, he was named as a member of the Children’s Aid Society Cor-
poration.

He and his wife, Hilda, have one married daughter and two grand-
children.

JOHN J. ALDEN NAMED DIRECTOR OF SOCIAL SERVICES

John J. Alden, Chief Probation Officer, was named to succeed
John J. Mayar as Director of Social Services upon the latter’s resigna-
tion at the end of 1966. Mr. Alden holds a Master’s Degree in Social
Work from the University of Pittsburgh and has served the Court as
probation officer, casework supervisor and Boys’ Referee prior to be-
coming Chief Probation Officer in 1955.

Mr. Alden also observed in 1966 his twenty-fifth year of service
with the Court, having first been employed in June, 1941 as a case
worker with Aid to Dependent Children which was at that time a divi-
sion of the Court.

He 1s a member of the Academy of Certified Social Workers -
National Association of Social Workers. In addition to overseeing
Court related services in the community, he serves on the following
committees of the Welfare Federation of Cleveland: Occupational Plan-
ning Committee, Children’s Council, Advisory Board and Allocations
Committee to the United Youth Program. He is also the Secretary of
the Public Assistance Examining Committee, representing the p.resid—
ing judge. Mr. Alden and his wife, Katherine, have two children, Richard
M.. a senior at Case Institute of Technology and a daughter, Mrs. Fred-
erick Finseth, a senior at Harvard Medical School.
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Other new appointments during the year, included the naming of
former case supervisor, Don B. Adamson, M.S.W. as superintendent of
the Detention Home and Mr. William Dicken, M.S.W., former intensive
probation officer, and Mrs. Patricia Alverson, M.S.W., also a former
intensive probation officer as case supervisors. Mr. Charles Baxter a
former probation officer was named Referee for Detention Home Intake.
Mr. Pierce O’Connor and Herbert Palkovitz former Child Support work-
ers were named Traffic Referees, and Mr. Andrew Ladika was named
Bailiff to Judge Walter G. Whitlatch.

During the year, several veteran employees resigned from the
Court, some to retire and some to seek new positions. Among those
whose careers took them elsewhere was Mr. John J. Mayar who left
his position of Director of Social Services to join the staff of the County
Prosecutor. Case supervisor Lillian Hare resigned to accept a posi-
tion as supervisor at Highland View Hospital. Probation officer, Amos
Parker resigned to become Regional Director of the Office of Economic
Opportunity in Alabama. And Mrs. Lucille Yaeger, assistant in the
Personnel Department, retired with 46 years of service.

Mr. John F. Lyons resigned as Detention Home Superintendent to
accept an administrative post with Marycrest School.

MILTON F. HAY, casework supervisor, observed in 1966, his
twenty-fifth year of service with the dJuvenile Court. He joined the
staff as a probation officer on December 1, 1941. Prior to his appoint-
ment as casework supervisor in 1947, he served as Referee for Boys’
cases for a three-year period.

He is a graduate of Wooster College and holds a Master’s Degree
from the School of Applied Social Sciences, Western Reserve Univer-
sity. While a student at Western Reserve University, he worked as a
staff member at the Cleveland Boys’ School.

Prior to joining the Court staff, Mr. Hay held several administra-
tive positions, including the post of Director of the Federal Transients
Bureau, Columbus, Ohio. He also served in the Work Projects Adminis-
tration as Assistant Employment Manager and as Labor Relations Ad-
visor for Cuyahoga County. Earlier, he had been a caseworker and
supervisor in the Cuyahoga County Welfare Department.

Mr. Hay has long been a member of the Welfare Federation’s
Group Work Council and the Ohio Probation and Parole Association.
The Court takes this opportunity to recognize Mr. Hay for his twenty-
five years of service and for the high quality of his casework skills
which he persistently displays in the supervision of his probation
officers.
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Presiding Judge Albert A. Woldman’s article Juvenile Court -
“Neglected Child”’ of the Judiciary was published in the September,
1966 issue of the Cleveland Bar Journal and attracted nation-wide
interest. The associate judges have, as in the past years, continued
to devote much of their personal time and talent to various community
and state-wide organizations and undertakings.

JUDGE WALTER G. WHITLATCH continued to serve during the
year as President of the Ohio Association of Juvenile Court Judges
and as a member of the Youth Services Advisory Board of the Ohio
Youth Commission. He is also vice chairman of the Federal Aid Com-
mittee of the National Council of Juvenile Court Judges. In addition,
he also serves as a member of the following boards of trustees; Penn-
sylvania Junior Republic, Starr Commonwealth School for Boys, Van
Wert, Ohio, DePaul Infant Home, Ohio Boys’ Town, Ingleside Hospital
and serves on the Board of Managers, Hillcrest YMCA. He is also a
Neighborhood Commissioner of the Boy Scouts of America, and serves
on the Board of Directors of the Ohio Citizen’s Council. Judge Whit-
latch also is a member of the Welfare Federation’s Board of Trustees
and its Central Planning Board and Juvenile Delinquency Committee.

In December, 1966 he served as General Chairman of the Confer-
ence on State Facilities for Delinquent Children which was presented
at Western Reserve University in cooperation with the Ohio Associa-
tion of Juvenile Court Judges. Judge Whitlatch was the author of text
material on Juvenile Court which soon will be published in Baldwin’s
““‘Ohio Probate Manual’. His paper, ‘““The Juvenile Court - A Court of
Law’’ will soon be published in the ‘‘Western Reserve Law Review’’.

JUDGE JOHN J. TONER was appointed in 1966 to the Ohio
Judicial Conference as Chairman of the Family Law Section. In addi-
tion, he has continued to serve as chairman of the Family Law Com-
mittee of the Ohio State Bar Association. He also served as a member
of the Board of Trustees, Community Action For Youth. The judge also
continued as a member of the following boards of trustees: Marycrest
School for Girls, Ohio Boys’ Town, Catholic Counseling Center, Mer-
rick House, Cleveland Neighborhood Centers Association and the
Police Athletic League.

Judge Toner also remained active with the Children’s Council
and the Group Work Council of the Cleveland Welfare Federation. His
article entitled, ‘‘Jurisdiction, Trends and Problems of the Juvenile
Court’’ was published in Law and Fact, which is the official publica-
tion of the Cuyahoga County Bar Association. During 1966, as in the
past years, he participated in many pangl discugsior_xs, lectures and
gave innumerable talks to various community organizations.
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JUDGE ANGELO J. GAGLIARDO was named in 1966 as Chair-
man of the Time and Place Committee, National Council of Juvenile
Court Judges. He also continued to serve on the boards of a number
of community organizations, among which were The Alta Social Settle-
ment, The Nationalities Services Center, St. Anthony’s Home for
Boys and the Police Athletic League.

The judge also served during the year as a member of the execu-
tive committee of the Group Services Council of the Welfare Federation
and as Chairman of the State Services Committee of the Ohio Juvenile
Court Judges Association.

In addition, the judge spoke to many civic organizations includ-
ing the Cleveland Junior Chamber of Commerce, Cleveland Women’s
Lawyers’ Association and the Radio-Television Council of Greater
Cleveland. The judge also addressed the Men Assistant Principals
group of the Cleveland Board of Education and appeared as a guest
panelist on atelevised discussion on unwed mothers and birth control.

The probation staff also fulfilled many speaking engagements,
addressing for the most part interested groups within their individual
districts of service. In addition two groups of probation officers par-
ticipated in a training program sponsored by the Ohio Youth Commis-
sion. Ten probation staff members attended the Annual Ohio Probation
and Parole Assoclation Conference and ten attended the Annual Health
and Welfare Institute of the Cleveland Welfare Federation. A Training
Institute sponsored by the Ohio Probation and Parole Association at
the University of Akron was attended by. six staff members.

Two veteran staff members were cited for distinguished service
to the community as recipients of the Public Service Award of the
Cuyahoga County Bar Association. Mr. S.J. Berman, Paternity and
Support Referee, was one of the 1966 recipients. And as this report
was written, Mr. Ray C. Baesel, Boys’ Referee, was named one of the
1967 recipients.

The Court would like to publically acknowledge and thank the
service organizations and groups in addition to those previously men-
tioned that have in many ways aided it by offering assistance and
programs for its wards. In particular, the Court is indebted to the Uni-
versity Circle Kiwanis Club which this year presented its twenty-fifth
annual Christmas party for Detention Home children. During the past
quarter century not only those children entertained each year have
benefited from the Kiwanis programs but every child held there has in
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some way benefited from the Club’s generosity in the form of service-
able items donated to the Home over the years. The Court is also
grateful to the Cleveland Metropolitan Park Board which for several
years co-sponsored with the Court a work-therapy program for boy pro-
bationers. This year, the Park Board offered jobs to 47 boys on proba-
tion. Processing for these jobs, which not only financially aid boys
from low-income families but offered them gdod work habits, were
handeled by the Chief Probation Officer.

FURTHER INFORMATION AVAILABLE

This report has been prepared and is issued under the direction of
the Honorable Albert A. Woldman, Presiding Judge of the Juvenile
Court of Cuyahoga County. The Department of Research and Statistics,
Richard A. Gallitto, Statistician, compiled the report. Citizens, stu-
dents, and others who wish more particular information are invited to
call at Room 310 where every effort will be made to give them courteous
attention and service. It is hoped that this report may stimulate interest
of the public in the services that the Juvenile Court provides the de-
pendent, neglected, delinquent, and otherwise unfortunate children of
the County; and that it will enlist their informed support and cooperation
in extending and improving these services wherever needed.

Richard A. Gallitto, Statistician

20.



TABLE 1
Total Complaints, Official and Unofficial

By Years, 1966 and 1965

i Amount
Type of Complaint 1966 1965 Change
CHILDREN'S CASES
Delinquency:
Boys — Official 3807 3197 +610
Boys — Unofficial 1955 1889 + 66
Total Boys 5762 5086 +676
Girls - Official 1049 958 + 91
Girls — Unofficial 485 461 + 24
Total Girls 1534 1419 +115
TOTAL DELINQUENCY CASES 7296 6505 +791
Juvenile Traffic Offenders:
Boys 6718 6708 + 10
Girls 672 695 - 23
TOTAL TRAFFIC OFFENDERS 7390 7403 - 13
Neglected Children's Cases 183 174 + 9
Dependent Children's Cases 222 317 - 95
Neglected and/or Dependent Children's Cases 141 70 + 71
Application to Determine Custody 288 229 + 59
Application for Approval of Permanent Surrender 122 166 - 44
Consent to Marry 127 113 + 14
TOTAL CHILDREN'S CASES 15,769 14,977 +792
ADULT CASES
Non—Support of Minor Children:
Official Cases 820 748 + 72
Unofficial Cases 836 962 -126
TOTAL NON-SUPPORT CASES 1656 1710 - b4
Neglect of Minor Children:
Official Cases 247 179 + 68
Unofficial Cases 141 155 - 14
TOTAL NEGLECT CASES 388 334 + 54
Contributing to Delinquency 322 345 - 23
Tending to Cause Delinguency 28 30 - 2
Paternity Complaints 1052 1023 + 29
Certifications and Motions 159 131 + 28
Other Adult Cases 20 23 - 3
TOTAL ADULT CASES 3,625 3,596 + 29
GRAND TOTAL, CHILDREN'S AND ADULT CASES 19,394 18,573 +821
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TABLE 2

Reason for Referral of Official and Unofficial
Delinquency Cases 1965 and 1966

Boys Girls Total
Type of Complaint 1965 1966 1965 1966 1965 1966
Auto Theft . . 3 .« . . . 482 563 4 4 486 567
Unlawful Entry a.nd Steallng . . . 592 723 15 11 607 734
Other Stealing . . . e e » s o« 702 710 196 203 898 913
Other Property Offenses v w o= w = 06 ELY 18 14 84 131
Theft from Person . . . . . . . . 223 259 9 9 232 268
Injury to Person . . .« . . 513 591 128 113 641 704
Act Resulting in Death s e e dm om e 7 7 = I 7 8
Truancy « « =+« =« + +« « + « « . 108 131 61 79 169 210
Running Away =« « + =« « - « . 48 45 55 68 103 113
Incorrigibility + - + « . « . .505 573 524 550 1029 1123
Sex Offenses. + « . = . « . 175 196 277 2585 452 451
Auto Trespassing and Ta.mperlng . .. 461 527 28 20 489 547
Destruction of Property . . . . . 361 347 10 21 371 368
Disorderly Conduct - =+ + . =« . . 156 246 14 52 170 298
Liquor Violatiom. - =« « « - « - 250 248 43 61 293 309
Possession of Weapons . . . . . . 105 90 35 3 110 93
Trespass on Land . . . . . . . 129 95 7 2 136 97
Inhaling Glue Fumes . . . . . . . . 20 62 - 8 20 70
Curfew Violation =+ « « « « » . . . 95 78 8 14 63 92
Other Offenses .- o owow o e o b a FOS 154 17 46 145 200
TOTAL Delinquency Complaints 5,086 5,762 1,419 1,534 6,505 7,296
TABLE 3
Disposition of Juveniles In Delinquency Cases
Official and Unofficial By Sex - 1966
Disposition in Official Cases Boys Girls Total
Committed to Parents or Relatives o« o o o« » o 280 48 328
Placed Under Supervision of Probation Officer:
(Includes referrals to agencies & private institu-
tiOIlS) ® ® e e ¢ o . ® €& e ° o ® ®w ° e 1953 651 2604
Continued under Supervision of Parole Officere 37 5 42
Continued under Supervision of Division of Child
Welfare o + o « o o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o o & 22 15 37
Committed or Returned to Public Institutions:
Ohio Youth Commission « o « o o ¢ o o o 533 43 576
Ohio State Reformatory . . « « .« . .« & 40 = 40
Cuyahoga County Training Schools . . o 103 47 150
Total Committed or Returned to Imstitutions . . 676 90 766
Transferred to Common Pleas Court . o« « ¢ .« 16 = 16
Fine and/or Damages Onlys « o« + ¢ o ¢ o o @ 38 - 38
Order Made in Other Case « + ¢ ¢ o o o o o 181 11 192
Dismissed . . . . . . ® e ¢ e @ . . ¢ @ 297 120 417
Other Disposition « o o e e e+ 6 ¢ ¢ e s e 66 12 78
Continued, or set for Hearing in 1967 . ., . . 241 97 338
TOTAL Official Delinquency Cases « o « ¢ ¢ o 3,807 1,049 4,856



TABLE 3 (continued)

Disposition in Unofficial Cases Boys Girls Total
Adjusted by Referee . . . . . + « « + « » « 1332 224 1556
Restitution Ordered . + . « + o &+ & o & & o 2256 2 227
Probation Officer to Supervise, or Investigate - 123 75 198
Made Official « « « o o o « s ¢ o« o o o o 34 74 108
Dismissed or Withdrawn. « ¢ « o o & o o « o 172 56 228
Other Disposition .+ &+ « « « ¢ o o o o o = 34 30 64
Continued « o o o o o o o« o ¢ o s o ¢ 35 24 59
TOTAL Unofficial Delinquency.Cases s . + « « » 1,955 485 2,440
GRAND TOTAL Delinguency Cases . . . « « « . . 5,762 1,534 7,296
TABLE 4
Reason For Referral of Adult Cases - 1966
Type of Complaint Official Unofficial Total
Non-Support of Minor Childremn . . . . . . . 820 838 1658
Improper Subsistence and Care =+ + + « o o+ o 158 35 193
Abandonment of Minor Children . ., , ., . . . 32 11 43
Immorality . o+ « & o & 9 %« s & % & @ @ 10 37 47
Abuse, Cruel Treatment of Minor Childrenm . . . 30 20 50
Improper Supervision of Minor Children . . . . 3 - 3
Intoxication e e s e 4 e e e e e s e e 10 = 10
Other Neglect . o o + & ¢ ¢ o ¢ & o« o & 4 36 40
Contributing to Delinquency . . + « « « « 312 10 322
Acting in a way Tending to Cause Delinquency . 28 — 28
Paternity Complaints * o & e e« 4 e o o ¢ 1052 - 1052
Certifications « « ¢« « ¢ o ¢ o o o« o o 159 - 159
Other Adult Cases . + + « « « « o« o o+ o« & 20 = 20
TOTAL Adult CaseS v + « « « o o« o o« o« o o 2,638 987 3,625

*Includes some minors filed on in paternity actioms.
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TABLE 5

Disposition of Children in Official

Neglect and Dependency Cases - 1966

Disposition Neglect Dependency Total
Committed To:
Parents, relatives, guardiaNS e.seeoseseseoeess 13D 34 169
Probation Officers for supervision or placement .., 37 19 56
Referred to Child Caring or Placing Agencies:
County Welfare Department — Division of
Child Welfare
Temporary care and custodyees csooseesessss 240 199 439
Permanent care and custody . ...eeseeceecsasce O 38 44
Other child caring and placing agencies seseoees — 13 13
Total referred to child caring or placing agencies .. 246 250 496
Dismissed assossvoevsoscrsecorosvecsoasvsavsascse 59 25 84
Other order cosvesocsceccvoenscsscsccosnssnsse 1D 4 19
Continued, or set for hearing in 1967 esesveeces 44 44 88
TOTAL Number of Children 536 376 912
TABLE 6
Disposition of Adults Dealt with in Official
Neglect, Non-Support and Delinquency Cases - 1966
) Neglecti Contributing to
Disposition Non-Support Delinquency Total
Committed to:
Cleveland House of Correction—Male . - 38 24 62
Cleveland House of Correction—Female. . 15 3 18
County Jail - . - « « .« . . . . . 2 5 7
Court Order to Support Minor Children . . . 429 = 429
Sentence Suspended:
On condition of proper behavior . . . 92 44 136
Probation officer to supervise . . . . 5 6 11
Pay fine and/or costs . . . . . . . 8 78 86
Other order . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 15 23
Dismissed - . . . . .« . . . . ..., 142 48 190
Continued, or set for hearing in 1967 . . . 328 89 417
Number of Adults Charged - . . . . . . . 1,067 312 1,379
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TABLE 5

Disposition of Children in Official

Neglect and Dependency Cases - 1966

Disposition Neglect  Dependency Total
Committed To:
Parents, relatives, guardiansS..eesoseeccosases 135 34 169
Probation Officers for supervision or placement .. 37 19 36
Referred to Child Caring or Placing Agencies:
County Welfare Department — Division of
Child Welfare
Temporary care and custodyessceossessocsosss 240 199 439
Permanent care and custody....vececoveesees O 38 44
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Dismissed e 00609080 0C0 0 0P RLOGOROOGSOEERSOROETS 59 25 84
Other order e300 000002090 e020 s 00 SDSE S 15 4 19
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TABLE 6
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- - Neglect Contributing to
Disposition Non~Support Delinguency Total
Committed to:
Cleveland House of Correction—Male . . 38 24 62
Cleveland House of Correction-Female. . 15 3 18
County Jail . - - - « .« =+ .+ . . . & 5 7
Court Order to Support Minor Children . . . 429 - 429
Sentence Suspended:
On condition of proper behavior . . . 92 44 136
Probation officer to supervise . . . . 5 6 11
Pay fine and/or costs . . . . s WBE 8 78 86
Other order . - . . . . . . . . . . . 8 15 23
Dismissed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 142 48 190
Continued, or set for hearing in 1967 . . . 328 89 417
Number of Adults Charged - . . - . . . . 1,067 312 1,379
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TABLE 7
Cases Under Supervision By Probation Department - 1966

Number of Children
Total Delinquent Dependent . . .

Movement of Cases Cases  Boys Girls Negtllcle::ed Children

Brought forward Januwary 1, 1966. . . . . 2166 1555 529 148 2232

Received for supervision during year . . 2758 1955 712 138 2805

Total under supervision during year. . . 4924 3510 1241 286 5037

Removed from supervision during year . . 2596 1887 628 107 2622

Carried forward December 31, 1966 . . . 2328 1623 613 179 2415
TABLE 8

Cases Supervised By Child Support Department - 1966

Contributing to

Non— Delinquency
Movement of Cases Support Neglect Paternity Total
Brought forward January 1, -1966. . . . . . 5544 725 3092 9361
Received for supervision during the year. . 1304 293 660 2187
Total under supervision in 1966 . - . - - 6848 948 3752 11,548
Removed from supervision during the year. - 705 222 399 1326
Carried forward December 31, 1966 - - « - . 6143 726 3353 10,222
TABLE 9

Children Under Care In Detention Home - 1966

Delinquent Dependent

Boys Girls Boys Girls Total
Under Care Japuary 1, 1966. . . . .« . . . 90 40 - - 130
Admitted During Year . » « « « » & « o « . 2920 1162 2 5 4089
Total Under Care in 1966. . . . . . « . . 3010 1202 2 5 4219
Released During Year - « « « « « « « « . « 2930 1155 2 4 4091
Under Care December 31, 1966« - « « » « - 80 47 - 1 128
Total Days of Care Furnished in 1966. . 42,322 20,148 110 152 62,732
Average Daily Population . . . . . . . . 116 55 = - 172
Average Length of Stay in Days . . . . . 14 y lrd 55 30 15
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TABLE 10

Collection of Money by the Court and Distribution of
Money for The Support of Minor Children - 1966

Type of Collection

Amount

For Support of Childrem , , . . . .
Damages or Restitutiom . . . . . . .
Poundage « . « « o ¢« ¢« & &« o . . .
Fines s s ¢ 8 & o s s e @ s o
Costs « o« o o o o ¢ o o s o o« &
Appearance Bonds. . . & o ¢ o o o
Maternity Hospital Collections . . o .
Miscellaneous General Collections , , ,
TOTAL Amount Collected . ., . . . . .

$2,520, 146.66

e e e e e 32,286.88
e e e e e 25,747.26
e e e e e 16,838.40
P E E oE 84, 230.32
e e e e e 33, 600.00
e e e e e 11,122,98

51,082.72

$2,775,055.22

. ¢ o . . e e

Money for Support of Children Disbursed To:

Parents and Relatives s o « « o o o @
Public Agencies:

« + e« o » . $2,309,366.11

Cuyahoga County Welfare Department, Division of Child Welfare 103,089.73
Other Tax ~ Supported Agencies and Institutions. « o + . & 4,560.78
Total Public Agencies . 4 o s o o s « o o o « o o & 107,650.51
Private Agencies:
Qut—of-Town Placements . o o v o v & & & o o o o o 71,766.47
Catholic Agencies and Imstitutions , , , ., . . . . . . 27,024.91
Protestant Agencies and Institwtions , . , ., . . . . . . 3,001.51
Jewish Agencies and Institutions I I 383.82
Other Non—Sectarian Agencies and Institutions . . . . . . 953.33
Total Private Agencies . , . .+ 4 & 4 @« 2 2 o o o o o 103,130.04

GRAND TOTAL of Support Money Disbursed

$2, 520, 146.66

TABLE 11

Report of The Intake - Affidavit Department

Action Taken at Intake

Number of
Complaints Received

New Cases Accepted for Court Action
For Official Hearing . « « o+ o
For Unofficial Hearing . . .
014 Cases Set for Alias Hearing .
*Traffic Cases Set for Hearing . . .
Total Cases Set for Hearing . ., .,
Disposed of without Court Action:
Referred to Social Agencies . .

. Referred to Boards of Education
Referred to Police Departments,
Referred to Other Courts , . .
Referred to Other Services , .,

Total Disposed of Without Court Action

s s e u @

. - B,577
. . 3,436
. . 969
. . 7,381

20, 363

. 586
137
256
498
596

2,073

« e a & s
s e o o
PECTE I
s e o =
e e o s
“ e s n
s 3w »

® s o & e
.

* s s e s o

T e e e e

" e o s 2

s e o s s o
* e o o &

s ° s & = &

Transfer of Jurisdiction from Common Pleas

Court 124

*Traffic cases are not processed through the Intake Department but are
set for hearing upon receipt of the arresting officer's notice of vio-

lation.
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TABLE 12

Incidence of Physical Defects Noted
By the Court Clinic - 1966

Defect * Boys Girls Total
Eyes Refractive Error « o « o s o « o 880 481 1361
Throat Hypertrophied Tonsils . . o o+ &+ & 7 5 12
Teeth Dental Caries o o o o o o« s o o 708 266 974
Poor Dental Hygiene « o o o o o o« 270 60 330
Chipped IncisSor . o« o o « o o o 9392 53 405
Extremities Tinea « s v o = % o % @« w « = 21 2 23
Skin ACDE 2 2 o o o o o o o o o . 559 217 776
General Nutrition: Borderline, Impaired, Poor 21 8 29
Obesity . o . s e e o e 78 94 172
Physical Reta,rdatlon o = . . . R05 8 213
Advanced Physical Development i s 85 14 99
Pediculosis: Capitis, Publs, Corporis 9 12 21
Pregnancy . o « o @ a4 @ & = 59 59
No Defect Noted: Child Found Normal i % e ¥ 261
TOTAL Number of Examinations 2894 1174 4068

* Partial list; only defects occuring with greatest frequency are listed.
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TABLE 13
Diagnoses of Patients Examined

By the Court Psychiatrists - 1966

Diagnosis * Boys Girls Adults Total

Mental Deficiency:
Mild, Moderate . . . « « v v 4 « v 2o v o . . 8 6 = 14

Psychotic Disorders:
Schizophrenic Reactions , . . ., . ... ... 4% 2 4 10
Other Psychotic Disorders ,

Psychoneurotic Disorders:

Anxiety Reaction =« = » ¢ o ¢ o « o o o o & & 1 - 5 6
Depressive Reactiom = « « & o « o o & o o & 2 3 1 6
Conversion Reaction « « « ¢ « « ¢ o o« & © = i = 1
Obsessive —Compulsive Reaction « - - « « « - 1 - 1
Other Psychoneurotic Disorders - - . « . . « 5 1 - 6
Personality Disorders:
Personality Pattern Disturbances . . . . . . . 5 4 13 22
Passive — Aggressive Personality . . . . . . . 60 28 3 91
Emotionally Unstable Personality . . . . . . . 17 8 6 31
Sociopathic Personality Disturbances . . . . . 33 3 4 40
Other Personality Disorders . . . . « » « . . 19 1 2 22
Transient Situational Personality Disorders:
Adjustment Reaction of Childhood . . . « . . . 15 1 = 16
Adjustment Reaction of Adolescence. . . . . 250 133 = 383
Chronic Brain Syndrome . « + ¢ « o o o o o » o & & = . 2 2
Diagnosis Deferred . . . « « ¢ o « o & « o & & o 17 9 6 32
Disease Nome . . . v v ¢ o 2 o ¢« s o s 0o o« o o« s 1 - - 1
Re-examined During Year . . . . . o o o . . . .. 6 5 - 11
Total ExaminationsS . . o o o v o o « o o » « = » o344 206 46 696

* Classification of "Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders".
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HON. WALTER G. WHITLATCH, Judge
HON. JOHN dJ. TONER, Judge
HON. ANGELO J. GAGLIARDO, Judge

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
WILLIAM A. NESI

JUDICIAL ASSISTANTS

Edward DiLLeone, Court Assistant Joseph A. Kadar, Bailiff
Stuart Woldman, Director of Buildings Andrew Ladika, Bailiff
William Ginter, Chief Bailiff Michael O’Grady, Bailiff

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES

LEO G. CHIMO, Director and Chief Clerk
PATRICK F. GALLAGHER, Assistant to the Direcior

REFEREE’S DEPARTMENT
ELAINE J. COLUMBRO, Chief General and Administrative Referee

Ray C. Baesel, Boys’ Referee S.J. Berman, Bastardy and Sup-
Wilma A. Sevcik, Girls’ Referee port Referee
Pierce J. O’Connor, Traffic Referee George McCready, Bastardy and
Herbert Palkovitz, Traffic Referee Support Referee

INTAKE - AFFIDAVIT DEPARTMENT
JOHN J. SWEENEY, Chief

Arnold Blostein, Intake Officer Raymond Hudec, Intake Officer

Sam Durante, Intake Officer Charles Simpson, Intake Officer

Sam Rubin, Senior Clerk, Alice Carter, Senior Clerk,
Assignment Office Receiving Office

CHILD SUPPORT DEPARTMENT
MYRON T. MOSES, Chief

John Bokoch, Chief Assistant Jay Rini, Counsellor
Bernard Easton, Counsellor James Papp, Counsellor
John Harkins, Counsellor Jeanne L. Walsh, Senior Clerk

CLERK'S OFFICE
ELIZABETH HOPKINS, Chief Deputy Clerk

Judges’ Clerks:

Barbara Coughlin Sue Fisher
Victor Dido Katherine Neudenbach

Andrew Pierce
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Arthur W. Dudley, Cashier
DIVISION OF SOCIAL SERVICES

CASHIER’S OFFICE

Gerald J. Hill, Assistant Cashier

JOHN J. ALDEN, Director
PROBATION DEPARTMENT

JOHN J. ALDEN, Chief Probation Officer
ANDREW J. DeSANTI, Assistant Chief Probation Officer

Patricia C. Alverson
William H. Dicken
Milton F. Hay
Josephus F. Hicks

Sanford 1. Atkin
Henrietta C. Bibbs
Paul C. Blackman
Bradley Bliss
Robert W. Bostick
Jeannette E. Cephas
JoAnna Cool

Ralph T. DeFranco
Sue Depner

Jack A. DiCillo
Geraldine Dorroh
Blaise Giusto
Diane Hague
Louis Hensley, Jr.
Robert Horley
Patricia Howe

CASE SUPERVISORS

PROBATION OFFICERS

Marwan Jadeed
Andrew Jones
Millard F. Jones, Jr.
Sharon Kerr

Holly Krailo

John C. Kurtz

Thomas P. Lechowick

Alan Levine

Norton Levine

Edgar MacConnell
William A. Metropulos
Mary E. Mishler
Dolores M. Mlachak
Daniel J. O’Neil
Donald E. Peak

Lucille M. Jackson
James A. Manuel
Frances Pitts
Anthony Rushin

Doretta Lou Petree
Vicki Rankin
Sylvia D. Robeznieks
Joseph Rubin

Val R. Schaffer
Brian Sexton
Robert Short
Charles Stahler
James Suvak
Robert W. Twohey
Willie Walker
Franklin S. Wearn
Elizabeth Wilcox
Judith Winters
John C. Wise
Kathy Ziegler

BUDGET AND PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT

BRICE W. MANNING, Chief
STATISTICS DEPARTMENT

Richard A. Gallitto, Statistician

Linda Kutnock, Assistant

STENOGRAPHIC, RECORD ROOM AND TELEPHONE SERVICF

Stella Papchak, Chief, Central Stenographic Service
Rosamond B. Mench, Chief, Family Case Records
Emily Rozelle, Chief Telephone Operator

Dorothy Davies, Girls’ Department

INFORMATION CLERKS
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COURT CLINIC
OSCAR B. MARKEY, M.D., Director

Ruth B. Melcher, Associate Director and Director, Placement Unit

Psychiatric Panel * Chief Psychologist: Ruth Glick, Ph.D.

Dr. Irving L. Berger Psychologists *

Dr. John A. Hadden, Jr.

Dr. Florence K. Matthews Barry S. Brown, Ph.D. Joseph Pruitt, M.A.

Dr. Ake Mattsson Elmer D. Fenner, Jr., Ph.D. Elizabeth Taylor, M.A.
Dr. Irwin N. Perr Raymond O. Prada, Ph.D. Sharon L. McNamee, M.A.
Dr. Lawrence Schrieber James E. Keck, Graduate Student

PLACEMENT CASE WORKERS

David C. Adams Joseph P. Mallone
Eugene Boozell James C. Mullen
Amold F. Gans Margaret J. Rider
Susan G. Hoffman Rebecca L. Thompson

MEDICAL SERVICE
DR. REGIS F. GOLUBSKI, Director
Katherine M. Alden, R.N. Head Nurse
CUYAHOGA COUNTY JUVENILE DETENTION HOME

2209 Central Avenue
Telephone Numbers:

DAYS - 771-8400 NIGHTS, SUNDAYS, HOLIDAYS - 771-8421
Don B. Adamson, Superintendent Melvin M. Bauer, Night Superintendent
Martin C. Kelley, Assistant Superintendent Paul E. Baxter, Referee of Admissions
Janet Estadt, Assistant Superintendent and Releases

Eugenia Dziedzicki, Office Manager

BAIL BOND ARRANGEMENTS

During office hours, 8:15 A.M. to 4:30 P.M., bail bonds may b.e a;'ranged_at
the Clerk’s office in the Court Building. Between 4:00 P.M. and midnight, bail
may be arranged with Mr. Melvin M. Bauer at the Detention Home.

* Part-time basis

NUMBER OF COPIES ORDERED PRINTED: 2200
APPROXIMATE COST PER COPY: 20 CENTS
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