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The Honorable Virgil Brown,
Vincent Campanella,

Edward Feighan

Commissioners of Cuyahoga County

The Honorable Kenneth B. Creasy
Director, Ohio Department of Public Welfare

The Honorable Myers Kurtz
Director, Ohio Department of Mental Health

The Honorable Rudy Magnone, M.D.
Director, Ohio Department of Mental Retardation
and Developmental Disabilities

The Honorable George F. Denton
Director, Ohio Department of
Rehabilitation and Correction

The Honorable William K. Willis
Director, Ohio Department of Youth Services

Sirs:

In compliance with Section 2151.18 of the Revised
Code, we submit, herewith, the Annual Report of
the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court for the cal-
endar year 1981, showing the number and kind of
cases that have come before it, the disposition
thereof by the Court, and other data pertaining to
the work of the Court of interest to you and to the
general public.

Respectfully submitted,
John J. Toner, Administrative Judge

Common Pleas Court, Juvenile Division
Cleveland, Ohio
May 1982




JUVENILE COURT TAKES

A major transition period began in 1981 as
the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court took on the
challenge of assuming additional responsibilities
mandated by both new state legisiation and re-
ductions in community resources for youngsters
during a period of economic cutbacks.

On November 23, 1981, the signing of a new
statute, Amended Substitute House Bill 440, set in
motion a number of significant changes in the
state’s juvenile justice system. Most significant
under the new law:

B® The Court may commit only youngsters found
delinquent on felony charges for institutionalization
with the Ohio Department of Youth Services (ODYS),
formerly the Ohio Youth Commission. As a result, the
Court is planning community alternatives for young-
sters found delinquent on misdemeanor charges or for

_violation of court orders. These alternatives may in-

clude shelter care, day care, foster homes, group
homes and other options.

WE The Court’s authority over youngsters commit-
ted to ODYS has expanded. With the establishment of
six-month minimum commitment times in institutions
for third and fourth degree felony offenders, one year
for first and second degree felony offenders and until
the age of 21 for murder and aggravated murder, only
the committing judge may review and reduce commit-
ment terrms. This process carries with itincreased paper
work and court hearings. As requests for early release
are filed, for example, the Court must schedule and
hear these motions.

WM The Court may detain status offenders, young-
sters charged with offenses such as truancy, running
away and incorrigibility that apply only to those under
the age of 18, no longer than five days in the Deten-
tion Home. To meet the needs of those who can't
return home after five days, the Court has established
contracts for shelter care with community agencies
and will explore other atternatives in the coming year

}/

ON NEW CHALLENGES

Anticipating these changes, early in 1981 the
Court appointed an interdepartmental planning
committee because it realized the legislation would
necessitate extensive reorganization. The Court
locks upon the task of successful implementation as
an opportunity to reorganize and expand, where
necessary, and to add to its existing services to pro-
vide a broader range of programming.

To help finance the additional programs and
procedures necessary to meet these responsibili-
ties, the new law carries with it provisions for a
Youth Services Subsidy, with the subsidy amount
for each county based on population. The subsidy
can be used for prevention, diversion, diagnosis,
treatment and rehabilitation and for foster care.
The Court hopes to utilize Cuyahoga County’s
allocation to help compensate for the community
resources that have diminished because of reduc-
tions in state and federal aid for youth services, as
well as to underwrite the assumption of its new
responsibilities.




Further changes in existing state statutes
have increased Juvenile Court’s responsibilities in
other areas, particularly in cases where young-
sters are placed outside their homes. Since 1977,
the Court has monitored the plans submitted by
both public and private agencies for youngsters in
their care through the custody review process. In
its four years of existence, the review process has
grown more complex as time limits on plans for
either reuniting youngsters with their original
families or placing them with adoptive families
have been decreased and the procedures sur-
rounding requests for permanent custody have
become more exact.

The Court has absorbed these additional re-
quirements by adding staff to its custody review
unit and increasing from two to five the number
of citizens custody review boards which help ex-
amine the planning proposed for youngsters in
temporary custody. Through these procedures,
the Court assures that youngsters return to their
families or move as quickly as possible into perma-
nent, stable family situations.

Along with these new obligations, Juvenile
Court has a wide jurisdiction of long-standing re-
sponsibilities—the adjudication and disposition of
the cases of unruly, delinquent, dependent, ne-
glected and abused youngsters as well as adult cases
involving the well-being of youngsters, such as
paternity, child support and contributing cases. Ever
mindful of the need to explore new options in handl-
ing its functions, the Court added family counseling,
home detention and victim aid services in 1981.
(These are described in detail in subsequent sections
of this Annual Report.)
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The research essential to the successful on-
going development of these programs and future
ones will be more readily available and exact as a
result of the steps taken to create a research de-
partment at the Court in 1981. Using its sophisti-
cated Juvenile Court Information System, recog-
nized as one of the finest in the country, the Court
is designing a research department that will be
capable of tracking families to plot trends, ex-
amine the effectiveness of programs and tailor
services to meet the needs of youngsters and their
families,

Though its scope of jurisdiction is wide, Juvenile
Court cannot and does not operate in a vacuum. It
depends on community resources to supplement in-
house legal, diversion, counseling and treatment ser-
vices. Because of economic measures taken by both
public and private funding sources, the Court saw
these resources decrease in 1981 . It hopes to encour-
age, wherever possible, the re-institution of effective
programs that have been reduced or curtailed and the
development of additional needed resources. Of par-
ticular need for youngsters are psychiatric facilities,
substance abuse treatement programs and additional
placement options for youngsters who need special-
ized services, but not institutionalization.

Looking to the future, the Court hopes to meld the
changes that it began to undertake in 1981 withiits long
history of successful service to the community and its
youth to provide an even stronger range of services.




CHANGES UPGRADE THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE DETENTION HOME

Ideally, there would be no youngsters in the
Juvenile Detention Home, but reality never pro-
duces that ideal. There are always youngsters who
must remain in the temporary holding facility while
awaiting court appearances, placements or com-
mitments to institutions. To make the stays of those
youngsters as secure, humane and productive as
possible, the staff and administration of the Deten-
tion Home continued their efforts to improve the
quality of life in the facility in 1981.

Reduction of the DH population serves as the
foundation for steps to better the facility. A lower
population means that child care workers, teachers,
activities staff, social workers, medical personnel
and others can direct greater attention to individual
youngsters, decreasing tensions all around. Several
advances were made towards this goal in 198].

With the support of a federal grant, the Court.

established a Home Detention Program that aliows
some youngsters who would normally be detained
in DH to return to the community with special
restrictions. Under the new program, youngsters
who need greater security, but who could remain
at home pending court hearings with closer super-
vision, return home after being admitted to DH.
They do so under the guidance of a Home Deten-
tion worker who provides behavior supervision to
supplement the parents.

Each of five Home Detention workers carries
a caseload of only five youngsters and makes dai-
ly contacts with them until their cases reach court.
That short-term behavior supervision may include
getting youngsters involved in activities such as
recreation or odd jobs to structure their time with
alternatives to delinquent activities, making refer-
rals to other agencies that offer special services for
youths and their parents and helping youngsters
and their parents resolve conflicts.

Eligiblity for the Home Detention Program is
limited to youngsters who need close supervision
pending court hearings, but who have no history
of violent offenses. Both the youngster and at
least one parent must be willing to comply with
the program’s requirements for daily supervision.

While the Home Detention Program contrib-
uted significantly to a lower DH population, other
measures also helped lower the population.
Tighter restrictions were established to limit the
length of time a youngster could remain in DH
after being adjudicated delinquent and committed
to the Ohio Department of Youth Services. In May,
Administrative Judge John J. Toner ordered that
the state move youngsters committed to its cus-
tody within 24 hours of the Court’s completion of
legal paperwork surrounding their cases.

-

.
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The Court's compliance with a new state law
allowing status offenders—youngsters charged with
offenses such as unruliness and running away from
home that are not offenses for adults—to remain in
DH no more than five days further lowered the popu-
lation. The Court has arranged to shelter status offend-
ers who can't return home after five days in group
homes or a runaway shelter.

As always, the DH staff continued to screen all
youngsters brought there off the streets by police,
security officers and individual citizens, releasing many
in the custody of their parents or other responsible
adults pending court appearances and holding those
who present dangers to themselves or the communi-
ty, those who have no homes to return to and those
whose return for court appearances is doubtful.

In addition to focusing on ways to reduce the DH
population, staff and administration also concentrated
on providing better services to residents. A few areas
of the almost 50-year-old structure were remodeled
and refurbished to create a more pleasant environ-
ment. More work is needed to adapt spaces to suit
needs, but so far the funds for these alterations have
not been available. In particular, the gym, school and
activities areas are inadequate.

Another major project, to improve DH program-
ming, formalizing procedures, began. Within the next
year this should be complete and a manual detailing
standardized pracedures will be available for reference
as a supplement to the orientation and ongoing train-
ing that staff receive.

The Court also actively lobbied for the expan-
sion of services in the DH school operated by the
Cleveland Board of Education. Diagnostic testing,
individualized learning programs and improved
library resources are a few of the hoped-for addi-
tions that the Court believes would enhance the
learning experiences of students in the DH school.

The Detention Home is a 24-hour operation
that supplies not only basic needs such as educa-
tional, recreational, medical, laundry and food
services but also supervision for a variety of
youngsters. With the help of advisors from the
community, consultants with special expertise in
such operations and the skills of staff and ad-
ministration, the Court plans to continue to meet
that challenge by making every effort to provide a
positive experience for the youngsters who must
stay in the Detention Home.




SPEC

The Social Services Department has been a
major component of Juvenile Court’s operations
since the Court was established in 1902 with a
corps of volunteer probation officers. Since then,
the department has grown not only in size but
also in complexity and sophistication.

With the addition in 1981 of a Family Coun-
seling Unit and a Victim Aid Services Unit, the
department pursued a long-range plan for special-
ization of services. Both new units were funded
through a subsidy from the Ohio Department of
Youth Services.

" Established in June, the Family Counseling
Unit focuses on whole families, not just youths,
because a youngster’'s problems may reflect a
family’s problems. Successful treatment of a
youngster's problems may depend on helping the
family to handle their problems.,

Operating under the burden of heavy case-
loads, probation officers don’t always have the
time needed to work with entire families to re-
solve their difficulties. They may find it difficult to
see the youngsters on their caseloads more than
once a month. Family counselors who carry
smaller caseloads are able to schedule time with
families more frequently and work more inten-
sively with them to resolve their problems.

The other new unit, Victim Aid Services, pro-
vides dual benefits to youngsters and victims, the
often forgotten element in crimes. In arranging for
youngsters to make restitution for damages and
losses they have caused, the new unit not only
helps relieve the financial burdens of victims but also
helps rehabilitate youngsters by giving them tangible
responsibilities for their actions.

Victim Aid Services receives cases from probation
officers who see that between $15.00 and $300.00 of
damages or loss is involved. A member of the unit’s
staff of two visits the victim to gather information and
then includes that in the family record that is pre-
sented in court when the’case comes in for hearing.
With this information, a judge or referee can make a
restitution order that is a part of the terms of probation,
if the youngster is found delinquent. -

When a restitution order is made, the staff mem-
ber contacts the youngster and parents about how re-
stitution is to be made. There are a number of methods
of abiding with the restitution order.

If @ youngster already has a job, the payments
may be made from that income, but with unemploy-
ment high for teenagers, few have jobs. As a result, a
Victim Ald staff member may help the youngster find a
job or odd jobs to fund the restitution. In some cases,
the parents may agree to make the restitution, and the
Victim Aid staff member then arranges for the young-
ster to “pay back™ the parental payment through ex-
tra chores and responsibilities. Another option is for

the youngster to work for the victim—perhaps repair-- -

ing the damages done.

ALIZED SERVICES MEET THE  NEEDS OF A VARIETY OF CLIENTS

Regardless of the way restitution is made,
both sides gain.

Plans call for expanding the unit and investi-
gating resources to subsidize youth employment
opportunities to provide jobs where a youngster
could earn a paycheck, 85 percent of which
would go towards restitution, and learn good
work habits.

These units join the existing components of
the Social Services Department in providing a full
spectrum of services to advance the rehabilitation
of youngsters. The services begin with the investi-
gative probation officers who collect information
about youngsters and their families for presenta-
tion during dispositional hearings when a judge
or referee decides what treatment best suits
youngsters’ needs. They include supervisory pro-
bation officers, who oversee the rehabilitation of
youngsters placed on probation; psychiatrists and
psychologists, who evaluate youngsters; place-
ment officers, who coordinate placement arrange-
ments for youngsters to be placed outside their
homes with- private agencies and follow through
with preparing families for the return of their
youngsters at the conclusion of those placements,
and custody review officers, who regularly
review the custody status of youngsters who
have been placed outside their homes in state-
licensed facilities.




SIATISTICAL SUMMAR'Y _FOR._TH

During the year 1981, a total of 29,589 actions were pro-
cessed through the Court’s intake office. These included
25,603 new compiaints and 3,986 alias actions which involv-
ed continuing action on previously disposed of matters, such
as probation violations, violations of court orders and motions
to show cause.

In addition to the 29,589 complaints processed for court
hearings, the intake office disposed of an additional 5,032
complaints at the point of the intake process without further
court action. These included referrals to diversion programs,
private and public agencies, other Courts, and by conferences
and correspondence.

Taking into consideration those cases disposed of with-
out court action, the overall volume of transactions through
the intake process amounted to 34,621 actions in 1981, com-
pared with 34,662 in 1980.

Of the new complaints processed, 22,661 concerned
children’s cases, including 10,308 delinquency and unruly
cases {of which 656 were referred to Court and agency diver-
sion programs), 11,578 juvenile traffic cases, 256 neglected
children’s cases, 294 dependent children’s cases and 120 ap-
plications to determine custody. Adult cases, amounting to
2,942, included 2,329 paternity cases, 339 non-support cases
and 49 cases of contributing to delinquency and/or unruli-
ness. There were also 41 cases of child abuse filed and six
cases of endangering children. In addition, 158 adults were
charged with violations of the compuisory education law.
{See Tables 4 and 9 for types of cases intake disposed of with
official Court action.)

Delinquency complaints in 1981 numbered 8,030 com-
pared with 7,744 in 1980, and unruly complaints totaled

1,622 compared with 1,784 in 1980. Both types of cases
amounted to 9,652 juvenile cases in 1981 compared with
9,528 cases in 1980, or 124 more cases in 1981 than in 1980.
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For purposes of statistical comparison, those cases, 656 and
504 respectively, referred to the Court’s diversion program and
the Department of Youth Services Diversion Project of Cuyahoga
County are omitted from the statistical tabies included in this
report since no formal charges were accepted for adjudication.

In the delinquency category, charges of theft represented
the single highest offenses for both boys and girls, 1,475 boys
and 548 girls, for a total of 2,023 offenses. The next most fre-
quent offense was unlawful entry and stealing, 1,279 boys and
82 girls, for a total of 1,361 cases. Injury Lo person was the third
most frequent offense, amounting to 1,188 cases, 849 boys and
339 girls. Other offenses included 545 destruction of property of-
fenses, 467 disorderly conduct offenses, 420 cases of theft from
persons, 293 weapons charges, 194 drug and narcotics offenses
and 26 homicides. Possession of weapons cases increased from
199 in 1980 to the 293 recorded in 1981; and the 26 homicides
reported in 198! totaled one more than the 25 recorded in 1980.

Unruliness complaints included 891 incorrigibility cases,
598 truancy cases and 112 runaway complaints. While incor-
rigibility complaints declined from 1,089 in 1980 to 891 in 1981,
truancy complaints increased from 497 in 1980 to 598 in 1981.
Total unruliness complaints regarding girls in 1981 remained vir-
tually the same as in 1980, 2,247 compared with 2,245. Boys’
cases increased from 7,283 in 1980 to 7,405 in 1981. (See Table
5 for a complete history of offenses filed in 1981 compared with
those filed in 1980.)

Dispositions made by the Court concerning new delin-
quency and unruly cases filed in the Court during the calendar
year 1981 are found in Table 6 of this report. In order to avoid
duplication of case count, only the original dispositions related
to the new filings are recorded in that table, since cases involv-
ing multiple filings or violations of prabation that result in
status changes from probation to placement or from proba-
tion to commitment may result in multiple dispositions in a
great many instances. As far as primary dispositional alter-
natives, those of probation, placement and commitment to
public correctional institutions, the data on those services
need to be augmented as follows: total probation and place-
ment services were provided to 5,584 children, 2,964 of
whom were assigned for supervision during the year and
2,620 carried over from last year. Of the total supervised dur-
ing the year, 5,201 were supervised by the Probation Depart-
ment and 383 were in placement facilities under the supervi-
sion of the placement unit. Of the 383 children in private
placement facilities, 137 were placed in 1981 and 246 were
carried over in placement from last year.

While 529 commitments to public institutions were made
regarding new complaints, a total of 723 commitments were
made including those made as a result of probation violations
and additional charges. Of the 723 commitments made in
1981, 623 were to the Ohio Youth Commission (557 boys
and 66 girls) and 100 were to the Youth Development Center
of Cuyahoga County [64 boys and 36 girls). These compare
with 661 to the Ohio Youth Commission in 1980 {608 boys
and 53 girls) and 156 to the Youth Development Center (120
boys and 36 girls).

FAR 198

Other dispositions included 34 boys bound over to the
Adult Division of the Common Pleas Court to stand trial as
adults. In the unofficial category of cases, an additional
1,528 cases were adjusted in informal proceedings. (See
Table 6 for all dispositions made in delinquency and unruly
cases.) Descriptions of Court services as reflected. in these
dispositions are provided elsewhere in this report. .

Geographical distribution of cases within the county
remained virtually the same as last year, with 60 percent of
the complaints concerning children living in the city of
Cleveland and with 40 percent concerning children living
in other areas of the county. The five highest areas of com-
plaints in the city of Cleveland were: Corlett, 587 cases; the
Central areas, 585; Glenville, 566 cases; the Near West,
Side, 546 cases, and Hough, 371 cases. The five highest
areas of complaints from suburban areas were: Cleveland
Heights, 398 cases; Lakewood, 374 cases, East Cleveland,
290 cases; Parma 283 cases, and Euclid, 224 cases. (Please
see Table 1 for Delinquent and Unruly Complaints Filed by
Area of Residence, 1981 and 1980.)

Suburban police departments filed 2,940 complaints
with the Court, while the police department of the city of
Cleveland filed 2,717 complaints. Other major sources of
complaints included: parents, 938 cases; citizens, 827 cases;
store security officers, 626 cases; the Cleveland Board of
Education, 547 cases, and suburban school boards, 403
cases:{For a complete listing of the various sources of refer-
ral, see Table 2.)

The Court’s custody review unit is responsible for
reviewing the placement status of children placed out of
their homes. In 1981 the unit conducted 5,365 initial and
annual reviews in evaluating the placement of dependent,
neglected, delinquent and unruly children placed in agen-
cy custody. The four citizens review boards assisted the
unit by conducting 1,174 of the 5,365 reviews.

—Richard Gallitto
Statistician




CLEVELAND AREA MAP SUBURBAN CITIES

CITY OF CLEVELAND
VILLAGES AND TOW/NSHIFS

BY SOCIAL PLANNING AREAS

[OCATION OF COMMUNITIES
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Central 16 Mt. Pleasant 26 Bay Village 29 Mayfield Heights 73
Central-East 17 Near West Side 6 Beachwood 61 Middleburg Heights 37
Central-West 12 North Broadway 13 Bedford 56 Moreland Hills 79
Clark-Fulton 7 North Collinwood 22 Bedford Heights 86 Newburgh Heights 87
Corlett 27 Norwood 20 Bentleyville 82 North Olmsted 31
Denison 9 Puritas-Belaire 2 Berea 35 North Randali 58
Downtown 11 Riverside 1 Bratenahl 67 North Royalton 46
Edgewater 5 South Broadway 14 Brecksville 54 Oakwood 85
Glenville 21 South Brooklyn 8 Broadview Heights 47 Olmsted Falls 33
Goodrich 19 South Collinwood 23 Brookpark 38 Oimsted Township 32
Hough 18 Tremont 10 Brooklyn 43 Orange 78
Jefferson 3 University 24 Brooklyn Heights 49 Parma 44
Kinsman 15 West Side 4 Chagrin Fails 81 Parma Heights 45
Lee-Miles 28 Woodland Hills 25 Chagrin Falls Pepper Pike 75
Township 80 Richmond Heights 69
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Cleveland Heights 63
Cuyahoga Heights 50

Riveredge Township 34
Rocky River 40

East Cleveland 66 Seven Hills 48
Euclid 68 Shaker Heights 62
Fairview Park 39 Solon 83

Garfield Heights 51
Gates Mills 72
Glenwillow 84

South Euclid 65
Strongsville 36
University Heights 64

Highiand Heights 70 Valley View 52
Hunting Valley 76 Walton Hills 55
Independence 53 Warrensville Heights 59
Lakewood 41 Warrensville

Linndale 42 Township 60
Lyndhurst 74 Westlake 30

Maple Heights 57
Mayfield 71

Woodmere 77




DELINOUENT AN

FILED BY AREA OF RESIDENCE 1981 AND 1980

TABLE |

Area of Residence Boys' Cases Girls’ Cases  Tetal Cases Area of Residence Boys’ Cases Girls" Cases  Total Cases

City of Cleveland Suburban Cities,

by Social Villages and

Planning Areas 1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980 Townships

Central 110 89 43 37 153 126 1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980

Central-East 99 90 22 23 121 113 Bay Village 29 59 - 16 40 75
Central-\West 236 218 75 59 311 277 Beachwood 4 12 9 3 13 15
Central-Fulton 120 122 39 52 159 174 Bedford 38 37 6 21 Al 58
Corlett 472 410 115 126 587 5386 Bedford Heiahts 57 44 8 9 65 53
Denison 132 111 29 25 161 136 Bentleyville o 0 0 0 (] (]
Downtown 4 14 8 11 12 25 Berea 60 47 18 8 78 55
Edgewater 58 59 15 27 73 86 Bratenahl 1 0 1 1 2 1

Glenville 414 417 152 131 566 548 Brecksville 6 14 1 3 7 17
Goodrich 23 33 7 5 30 a8 Broadview

Hough 289 282 82 93 371 375 Heights 12 36 7 4 19 40
Jefferson 105 86 29 28 134 114 Brookpark 126 90 51 44 177 134
Kinsman 106 99 24 19 130 118 Brooklyn 17 12 3 8 20 20
Lee-Miles 194 173 63 56 257 229 Brooklyn Heights 4 1 2 3 [ B
Mt. Pleasant 253 220 57 57 310 277 Chagrin Falls 7 10 2 1 9 11

Near West Side 401 456 145 111 546 567 Chagrin Falls

North Broadway 94 112 14 27 108 139 Township 0 o 1 0 1 0
North Collinwood 77 51 21 20 28 71 Cleveland Heights 295 258 103 59 398 317
Norwood 151 148 50 45 201 193 Cuyahoga

Puritas-Belaire 96 114 27 37 123 151 Heights 4 o 0 3 Ll 3
Riverside 88 78 29 23 117 101 East Cleveland 210 240 80 90 290 330
South Broadway 129 107 43 37 172 144 Euclid - 166 225 58 70 224 295
South Brooklyn 102 81 39 33 141 114 Fairview Park 52 32 15 14 67 Ex3
South Collinwood 160 204 48 52 208 256 Garfield Heiahts 96 124 23 29 119 153
Tremont 130 126 35 44 165 170 Gates Mills 3 3 1 0 3 3
university 28 31 5 10 33 4 Glenwillow 0 0 1 2 1 2
West Side 177 137 42 38 219 175

Woodland Hills 230 183 59 64 289 247

Total,

City of Cleveland 4,478 4,251 1,317 1,290 5,795 5,541
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NRULY. COMPLAIN,

FILED BY AREA OF RESIDENCE 1981 AND 1980 TABLE |

Area of Residence Boys’ Cases Girls’ Cases  Total Cases Area of Residence Boys’ Cases Girls’ Cases  Total Cases
Suburban Cities, Suburban Cities,
Villages and Villages and
Townships Townships
1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980

Highland Heights 10 17 7 0 17 17 Richmond Heights 1 18 3 8 14 a6
Hunting Valley (] 0 0] 0 ] 0 Riveredge
Independence 20 1 3 3 as 4 Township 0 0 3 1 3 1
Lakewood 280 270 94 102 374 372 Rocky River 26 29 10 9 36 L]
Linndale V] (o] o] 0 0 [} Seven Hills 11 15 5 13 16 28
Ly ndhurst 33 30 14 8 47 38 Shaker Heights 88 69 g 19 o7 an
Maple Heights 80 109 33 39 113 148 Salon 21 22 9 9 30 31
Mavfield 7 7 1 3 8 10 South Euclid 68 78 21 19 a9 o7
Mayfield Heights 48 34 14 11 62 45 Stronasville 74 82 23 18 97 100
Middleburg University Heights 62 36 17 8 79 e

Heights 40 40 7 12 47 52  Valley View 2 1 ] 1 s 2
Moreland Hills 4q 3 4 0 8 3 Waiton Hills 6 10 3 4 9 14
Newburgh Warrensville

Heights 9 5 0 6 ? 11 Heights 98 94 20 27 118 121
North Olmsted 138 135 51 38 fe9 173 Warrensville
North Randall 1 0 9] 2 1 2 Township 0 1 0 0 @ 1
North Royalton 41 68 7 11 48 79 Westlake 64 74 16 14 89 88
Qakwood 35 24 7 3 42 27 Woodmere 4 0 0 0 & ()
Qlmsted Falls 24 24 9 9 88 B3 Tow) Suburbs 2,785 2,829 884 893 8,669 83,722
Ofmsted Agency Residents 9 20 3 1 12 3

Townshir 17 24 4 3 21 27 Out-of-County
Orange - 4 1 0 0 el 1 Residents 123 144 38 39 181 183
Parma 214 203 69 84 283 a87 Area Designations
Parma Heights 43 53 14 18 57 71 Unknown 10 39 5 12 15 51
FERE Pl 15 __ 8 5 3 20 WY e 7,405" 7,283* 2,247 2,245* 9,652°9,528°

*Diverted Cases are not included in the above data.



SOURCE OF CON

DELINQUENCY AND UNRULY CA

Police Department Boys Girls Total Police Department Boys Girls Total

Bay Village 32 2 34 Highland Heights 6 ! 7
Beachwood 15 9 24 Independence 24 4 28
Bedford 46 4 50 Lakewood 226 41 267
Bedford Heiqhts 42 2 aH Linndale 2 0 a2
Bentleyville 0 0 o Lyndhurst 21 1 22
Berea 57 6 63 Maple Heights 79 7 R
Bratenahl 9 0 9 Mayfield 12 0 12
Brecksville 0 0 0 Mayfield Heights 14 6 20
Broadview Heights 21 0 21 Middleburg Heights 63 17 80
Brookpark 88 14 102 Moreland Hills 2 1 3
Brooklyn 33 5 38 Newburgh Heights 7 0 7
Brooklyn Heiahts 4 0 4 North Olmsted 101 25 126
Chagnn Falls 15 2 17 North Randall 89 47 136
Chagrin Falls Township 0 0 0 North Royalton 26 3 29
Cleveland 2,397 320 2,717 Oakwood 19 1 20
Cleveland Heights 334 46 380 Olmsted Falls 16 4 20
Cuyahoga Heights o 0 0 Olmsted Township 7 0 ?
East Cleveland 102 10 112 QOrange 8 0 2
Euclid 114 18 132 Parma 195 52 247
Fairview Park 46 4 50 Parma Heights 20 3 23
Garfield Heights 73 10 83 Pepper Pike 6 0 6
Gates Mills 2 0 2 Richmond Heights 10 9 10
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/”DI__/A\I N_I— AGES OF DELINOQUENT

S 199 TARLE 2 AND UNRULY CHILDREN

L IN CUYAHOGA COUNTY 1981 TABLE 3

Police Department Boys Girls Total Ages Boys Girls Total
Riveredge 1 0 1 Eight and Under 24 5 29
Rocky River 30 1 31 Nine 55 14 &9
Seven Hills 2 1 | ] Ten 98 25 128
Shaker Heights 171 6 177 Eleven 196 39 235
Solon 19 6 25 Twelve 341 92 433
South Euclid 55 8 63 Thirteen 617 249 866
Strongsville 60 9 &9 Fourteen 1,002 421 1,423
University Heights 8 3 11 Fifteen 1,431 471 1,902
Valley View 0 0 (] Sixteen 1,761 525. 2,286
Waiton Hills 14 ] i5 Seventeen 1,880 406 2,286
Warrensville Heights 124 23 147
Warrensville Township 0 0 () Jo 140> = 2.0n2
Westlake 52 5 57
Woodmere 1 0 1
Citizens 579 248 827
Cleveland Board h

of Education 406 141 547
Other School Boards 224 179 403
Parents, Relatives,

Guardians 425 513 938
Social Agencies 79 76 155
Other Police 183 bl 244
Store Security 391 235 626
Other Sources 198 57 255
Total 7,405* 2,247* 9,652°

*Diverted cases are not included in the above data.
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TOTAL COMPLAINTS

1981 COMPARED WITH 1980 TABLE 4

New Complaints: Children’s Cases 1981 1980 New Complaints: Adult Cases 1981
Delinquency: Boys 6,593 6,415 Non-Support of Children 339 351
Girls 1,437 1.331 Neglect of Children 2 3
Total Delinquency 8,030 7.744 Endangering Children 6 &
Urirl B , 812 870 Contributing to Delinguency 17 7
b GQ)I/ 3 810 914 Contributing to Unruliness 32 238
205 Paternity Complaints 2329 2,559
Total Unruliness 1,622 1.784 Certifications and Motions 12 9
Children Referred to Diversion Programs 656 504 Contempt of Court 21 18
Total Cases Referred 10,308 10,082 Other Cases 184 L
Juvenile Traffic Cases 11,578 10,064 Total Adult Cases 2,942 8,067
Neglected Children’s Cases 256 320 Total New Complaints 25,603 24,236
Dependent Children’s Cases 294 333 Alias Complaints 3,986 4,055
Application to Determine Custody 120 338 Grand Total
Application for Approval New and Alias Complaints 29,589 28,284
of Permanent Surrender 20 13
Application for Consent to Marry 25 16
Wit of Habeas Corpus 19 19
Other Cases 41 34
Total Children’s Cases 22,661 21,169
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DELINOQUENCY

(3 COMPARED W 1O ARE S SRR DR SR G

Boys’ Cases  Girls' Cases Total Cases Official Cases Boys Girls Total
Complaint 1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980 Placed on Probation 1,963 642 2,608
Hemicoe £ &1 " 4 26 28 Placegégtrzg;attgenters 54 13 67
Injury to Person 894 915 339 284 1,188 1,199 = Bubl = 5o 529
e Oferses 136 134 12 7 148 151 Committed to ublic Institutions 474
Arson 73 109. 6 9 79 118 Transferred to Criminal Division,
Theft fom Person 379 314 41 17 420 831  —_Courtof Common Pleas 34 0 35
Auto Theft 36 35 15 7 51 42 e 45 -
Unlawiful Entry Juvenile Courts 70
andSteaing 1,279 1,101 82 56 1,861 1,157  -2uder Madein Other Case 287 103 o
Trespassing 315 373 40 62 BEB 438 ‘crerred o Other Agency 73 6; ;:"
AULO Trespass 159 126 3 6 168 1sz  Dhmised 780 15 e
Destruction of Withdrawn by Cpmplaunant 120 66
Property 450 515 55 32 545 547 Parental Sucervision 278 95 373
Other P;bperry Other Disposition 45 6 51
Coentinued, or Set for
. HZ I B B e Hearing in 1980 1,275 380  1.655
{Including Total Official Dispositions 5,905 1,611 7,516
Shopliftineg| 1,475 1,456 548 581 2,023 2,037 Unofficial Cases
FREESRIORTR Placed on Probation 119 46 165
Weapons 268 178 25 21 293 199 Unofficial Supervision 12 8 20
Disorderly Condu;t 348 428 119 108 467 536 Adjusted by Referee 1,110 418 1,528
Drug and Narcoucs Order Made in Other Case 5 0 5
Violations 164 260 30 36 194 296 Referred to Other Agency 26 10 36
Gkie and Taxke . Dismissed 113 52 165
___Vapor Sniffing 3 1 0 Y 3 1 Withdrawn by Complainant 16 12 28
Liquor Offenses 90 9N 17 28 107 119 Made Official 30 37 &7
Ty Sos 366 T T, Bes wer Couu o
Ry 46 42 66 75 112 117 ficarng In 1901 &9 53 122
Incorrigibility 395 390 796 599 891 1,089 Total Unoffital Dispositions 1,500 636 2,136
Other Complaint 190 73 0 19 190 92
Total 7,405* 7,283* 2,247* 2,245* 9,652°9,528"

*Diverted cases are not included in the above data.
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CASES UNDER SUPERVISION  CHILDREN UNDER CARE
OF THE PROBATION AND IN DETENTION HOME

PLACEMENT DEPARTMENTS 1981 TABLE 7 1981 COMPARED WITH 1980 TABLE 8

Probation Placement Population Boys’ Cases Girls” Cases Total
Movement of Cases Department Department Total Movement 1981 1980 1981 1980 1981 1980
Male Female Under Care
Staff Staff January | 72 44 41 23 113 67
Brought Forward, Admitted During
Jan. 1981 1,636 738 246 2,620 Year 2,084 2,125 847 912 2,931 3,037
Received for” ’ Total Under Care 2,156 2,169 888 935 3,044 3,104
Supervision 2,109 718 137 2,964 Released During
Total Under - ’ Year 2,085 2,097 848 894 2,93% 2,991
Supervision 3,745 1,456 383 5,584 Under Care
Removed from Dec. 31 71 72 40 41 111 113
Supervision 2,141 772 164 3,077 Total Days Care _
Carried Forward ~ Furnished 30,055 29,604 12,895 14,061 42,950 43.665
to 1982 1.604 684 219 2,507 Average Daily

Population 82 81 35 38 117 119
Average Length

of Stay

in Days 14.4 14 15.2 15 14.7 14.5
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CASES DISPOSED OF DIAGNOSIS OF PATIENTS

WITHOUT OFFICIAL COURT ACTION TABLE 9

EXAMINED BY THE COURT PSYCHIATRISTS 1981 TABLE 10

Referred to Court Diversion Project 572
Referred to Department of Youth Services Diversion Project 8a
Referred to Other Public or Private Agency 129
Referred to Boards of Education 92
Referred to Police Departments 42
Referred to Other Courts 34
Referred to Other Services 47
Referred to Court Workers 475
Disposed of at Intake through Correspondence 1,498
Disposed of at Intake through Phone Calls 544
Disposed of at Intake through Conference 462
Disposed of at Intake, Complaint Refused 948
Complaints Held for Consideration 105
Total Disposed of Without Official Court Action 5,032
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Diagnosis Boys Girls  Adults  Total
Psychosis
Schizophrenia, Various | 0 0] 1
Paranoid Personality ] 0 0 1
Neurosis
Depressive Reaction 18 12 2 52
Phobic Reaction 2 1 0 3
Other Reaction 2 2 0 4
Personality Disorders
Passive-Aggressive

Personality 2 1 0] 3
Anti-Social Personality ! 0 0 1
Schizoid Personality 2 1 0 3
Other Personality Problems 10 7 1 18
Transient Situation Disturbances
Adjustment Reaction

of Childhood ] 0 0 1
Adjustment Reaction

of Adolescence 73 46 0 119
Behavior Disorders
Anxiety Reaction 15 5 0 20
Runaway Reaction ] 1 0 2
Other Behavior Disorders 13 5 1 19
Conduct Disorder 86 54 2 142
Other Disorders
Mental Retardation 6 1 1 8
Other Diagnosis
Diagnosis Deferred 11 5 0] 16
No Diagnosis Made 77 33 6 116
Total 322 174 13 509




COLLECTION OF MONIES

BY THE COURT

AND DISTRBUTION OF MONIES 98 .

FOR THE SUPPORT OF MINOR CHILDREN 1981 TABLE 11

Type of Collection: Court
Support of Children $5,875,523 Salaries and Wages $4,740,947
Damages or Restitution ?.507 Employee Benefits 1,076,689
Poundage 78,695 Space Maintenance and Office Rentals 1,070,558"
Fines 95,147 Supplies 53,000
Costs 212,489 Equipment Rental, Purchase and Repair 59.632
Appearance Bonds 21,217 Automotive Expenses 48,880"
State of Ohio-Educational Subsidy 74,024 Printing 24,000
Miscellaneous General Collections 90,281 Private Placement (Board and Care 1.874.640
Total Amount Coliected $4,454,883  ~udicalservices 97,000
EISAS Assigned Counsel 45,000
Money for Support of Childen Disbursed to: Postage 30,000
Parents and Relatives $2,096.,087 Communications 150.600*
Public Agencies: Travel and Transportation 130,000
Cuyahoga County Data Processing 281,741"°
W elfare Department 1,714,980 Publications 12,000
Other Tax-Supported Contractual Services 6,600
Agencies and Institutions 8,551 Fa;t Copier 3;::::'
Advertising
Total Public Ag,encaes 1,723,581 ADP Development 5,022°
Private Agencies: Electricit 400
Residential Placements 133,470 et Eaees 57 000
Local Agencies and Institutions 427 i =
Total Private Agencies 133,897 Jubet $9.761.609
Grand Total of Support Money Disbursed $3,953,515
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APPROPRIATIONS  SUMMARY

Title I\VV-D/Child Support

Detention Home

Salaries and Wages $999,133 Salaries and Wages $2,084.257
Employee Benefits 226,401 Employ ee Benefits - 414,075
Space Maintenance 314.500° Furniture and Equipment 11,000
Supplies 17,150 Housekeeping Supplies 35.000
Equipment Rental, Purchase and Repair 13,122 Food Supplies 140,000
Printing 3,386 Medical Supolies 7,000
Postage 16,000 Clothing Supplies 11,000
Judicial Services 4,500 Professional and Technical Services ) 50,000
Assigned _ounsel 3.713 Other Expenses 25,000
Advertising 300 Unappropriated 125,268
Communications 50,760* Subtotal $2,902.600
Travel and Transportation 2,008 Toml $14.407,78
Fast Copier 5.207 8.407,980
Data Processing &6.814° *Charge-back items—These items are solely controlled

Publications .55 by the Board of County Commissioners, not the Court.

Other Expenses 1.000

Unappropriated 40,000

Subtotal $1,748,521
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1981 saw the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court imple-
ment new and innovative programs to meet the changing
needs of the chiidren of the B0's.

During the year 1981, the Court was faced with the
reduction of services for both public and private agencies,
resuiting. from the decision by the President to reduce
expenditures of public funds for both preventative and
remedial programs. The Ohio Legislature drastically revised
the Juvenile Code by passing Amended Substitute House
Bili 440, which compelled the Court to provide all services
for unruly and delinquent children who had committed a
misdemeanor, as well as to assume continued responsibili-
ties for the children committed to the Ohio Department of
Youth Services for violation of a felony statute. The Court,
wisely, foresaw the passage of the legislation and did pre-
liminary studies to determine the needs of the Court and
ways of implementing them. The Court explored increased
availability of treatment programs, family counseling, crisis
intervention, remedial education, diversion, employment
programs and restitution/victim services.

24

DGES AND COU

In 1981, the modernization of the building was being
completed and plans were made to further implement
branch offices for our supervising probation officers so that
Court services would be more readily available to the child-
ren and families being served by our Court.

It was a year of additional challenges, particularly as it
related to the problems of the violent offender and the
thousands of children daily truant from school in our com-
munity. We continued to receive the services of an out-
standing Court staff and dedicated Citizens Advisory
Board, who reviewed various Court programs and services
and assisted in improving the quality and quantity of the
services provided clients by the Court. To them, as weil and
the Board of County Commissioners, but most especially to
you the public, we express our sincere gratitude for.your
continued interest and support.

Honorabie John J. Toner
Administrative Judge

Judge
Honorable Walter G
Whitlatch

Administrative Judge
Honorable john J. Toner

Judge
Honorable John F
Corrigan

RI ADMINISTRATOR

Judge

Judge
Honorable Leodis Honorable Betty
Harris Willis Ruben

",

Court
Administrator
Ervin J. Wierzbinski N
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PERSONNEL

- 22ND STREET 443-8400

DIREC [ORY. O)

COMMON PLEAS COURT JUVENILE COURT DIVISI ON_MAIN COURT 2163 E

Judges Referees Social Services Placement Office Family Case Probation Officers Herman Hairston Donald Perry
Administrative Judge Carol Bugg Department Supervisor y fRﬁ‘CO' d Room Kim Albert Curtis Haisell John Pokorny
Honorable John J. Toner Robert Cikraji Chief Probation Officer Donald Peak (E:lrlueE o Leslie Bass Richard Heil Jay Primus
Honorable Walter G. William,Fraunfeider Andrew J. DeSanti Jack Cervelli 3 =CK0 - Nanee Bennett Sandra Hopwood Carole Radey

Whitlatch Garlandine Jones Deputy Chief Elizabeth Howse Family Counseling Leslie Blakemore John Howley John Reulbach
Honorable John F. Corrigan ~ Margaret Mazza Probation Officer John Lowey Program Eleanor Bridge l';'ebron Jackson Alene Ruple
Honocrable Leodis Harris David M. Novak Victor M. Macha James Manuel Supervisor g;nha Bgo‘:f/“ 4 R:t;;nrgte'w;ser éaa':}essa ﬁﬁ?;,mon

Wil i ; Mark Mattern Charlotte Perr gory Butfor: ‘ !
Honorable Betty Willis Ruben lnt.ake Officers Casework Supervisors Mar Matth:ws y Phyliis Burton Sanford Libhaber Cornell Sledge

Court Supervisor Rudiene Brab. . John Comley Doris McG R :

L udiene Brabson Donald Schwallie Jeyee Garrete Carl Carter oris McGraw obert Staib
_Administrator Sharon Berman Kenneth Hirz Shirley Simon D.yne Srmith: Jocelyn Conwell Thomas McGuiness Dwight Sutheriand
Ervin J. Wierzbinski James Farmer Francis Hogan 1ane mith. Timothy Dickey Harold Miller Denyse Tilford

Administrator’s David Schroeder Mitlard Jones Jr. Secreqary - Victim Aid Program Donaid Drost Ronald Nowakowski Wayne Viainic

Secretary Wayne Strunk Christina Norris Debbie Kuzel Supervisor Sean Gallagher Alice Palmer Terri Warner
Jane F. Nebesar Sylvia Underwood Gladys Rubin Secretary Richard Walker Christine Godfray George Pecuch Ellen Weish

Bailiffs Leonard Young Jacqueline Warren Kathleen Masterson Glynn Crawford Norma Goodson Janie Whitehead
Clarence Gaines Ill Docket Review Custody Review Office Court Clinic
R. Hayden Mooney Officer Supervisor Director
Frederick O'Malley John Lepo Doris Hunt Dr. Javier Galvez
Charles Sprague Chief Deputy Clerk Jacqueline Abbott Psychiatrists
Michael Telep Andrew Pierce Bernice Bailey Dr. Irving Berger

Judges’ Clerks

Ruth Gorman Director Gerald Dixon Dr. John A. Hadden
Stephanie Radcliff Jearlene Rogers Secretary Dr. Richard Markey
Margaret Rhoades Linda Carmicle Dr. Florence K. Matthews
Bonnie Sieber Janet Bryant Secretary Dr. Edwin Roth
Jayce Stucko Thomas Matthew D Peveholoa
Carolyn Penn orothy Johnson sychologists

Legal Services Jack Worthington Dr. Thomas Barrett

Department Kevin Zehe Dr. Isidore Helfand
Director Secretary James Irwin

William A. Kurtz

Assistant Director
Richard T. Graham

Diversion Program

Sandra Arnett

Lucy Ann Christopher
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Budget and Grants
Payroll Department Manager
Director Thomas S. Edwards
Brice Manning Youth Services Subsidy
Central Grant Manager
Stenographic Services Christine Wolf
Chief

Lethia Shields

Training Department

Director
Edith Anderson

Assistant Director
Allen P. Maragliano

Assistant Director
George Tsagarius

Information Systems

Director
Peter Baumgartner

Statistics

Statistician
Richard A Gallitto

Bail Bonds,
Transportation,
Police Liaison Office

Main Court Staff

Chief
Thomas Foster

Community Relations

Director
Lula Holt Robertson

Systems Analysis

Analyst
Barbara Noonan Hill

Katherine Adams
Milton Anderson
Cheryl Artis
Vickie Barber
Reta Billingsley
Kathleen Bota
Theresa Bowden
Carol Brown
QOdessa Buchanan
Chiristine Burks
Rebecca Bunner
Wilma Burns
Chery! Butler
Linda Cash
Nathan Chait

Carolyn Cleveland

Carrie Cook
Cathy Darden
Emily Deininger
Leila Durand
Ruth Easley
Rosalind Evans
Frances Ferro
Natalie Fields
Frank Finan

Beverly Fogle

Rita Golembiewski
Gwen Grady
Margaret Hairston
Sheila Hairston
Victoria Hancrik
Tinah Harris
Victoria Hector
Marguerite Henry
Marian Hickman
Margaret Holliman
Cheryl Hruby
Duane Isabelia
Jane Jajola
Joann Johansen
Arlene Johnson
Leisha Jolly
Denise Jones
Eleanor Kirby

Lisa Knisely

Gail Koenig
Monica Kolosky
Mary Kremzar
Regina Lakauskas
Celeste Laster
Marvelyn Lee
Tamela Lett

Cathy Lynch
Michelle Madison
Linda Martin
Phyllis Matthews
Benjamin McCants
Owen McGinty
Danielle McGuirk
Barbara McMahan
Linda Minor
Arnold Mitchell
Matthew Moro
Clara Mulgrew
Evelyn Murdock
Barbara Newman
Mary Newport
Carmela Petway
Rudolph Perme
Reginald Pollard
Eleanor Price

Gail Price
Jeanette Price
Denise Richardson
Joy Rimmer
Gladys Roberts
Susan Ronges
Regina Russell
Doris Rush
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Elien Scott
Margaret Seese
Robin Shannon
Anna Skripnik
Barbara Smith
Connie Smith
Jack Sonneborn Sr.
Linda Spilker
Jeanette Steele
Lisa Storgard
Preston Swope
Marian Taylor
Milton Terheggen
Michael Thomas
Michelle Thomas
Dianne Thornsberry
Emma Torok

Elma Tubbs

Helen Ward
Michelle Ward
Donna Williams
Pamela Wimberly
Waunita Winfield
Janice Wise
Stuart Woidman
Linda Wright
Narketah Wright



CUYAHOGA COUNTY JUVENILE DETENTIO N HOME 2209 CENTRAL AVENUE 443-3300

Detention Home

Staff

Superintendent Head Nurse
David C. Adams Mary Trayte, R.N.
Assistant fntake and Release
Superintendents Referee
Janet Estadt Lawrence Alesnik
Thomas Royer Referee
Physical Education Robert Horley

Director

Sandra Hargrove

Office Manager

Irene Brodzinski

Medical Services
Director

Esther Kofman, M.D.

Food Services
Manager

Lillian Gunn

Chaplain

Daniel L. Rosshach

Activities Director

Lois Rosasco

Shift Supervisors

Hillman Hanley
Willie Moore
James Robinson
Floyd Simmons

Home Detention
Program

Lawrence Burnley
Forrest Harris
Vivian lrizarry
Robert Lanigan
Akil Ogbonna

Jacqueline Abbott
Donald Adams
Kirm Albert
Thomas Alexander
Wendell Allen
Lorraine Ameer
Jerald Arnold
Amos Baker

Carl Batts
Michael Beynum
Velma Black
Leslie Blakemore
Gladys Blue
Eugene Branham
Andrew Brown
John Brown
Samuel Brown
Susan Byrd
Violet Burley

Alja Burns
James Burt
David Butcher
Lee Campbell
Ludille Capito

Fred Carque
Kenneth Carter
Edith Casey
Helen Cermely
Brenda Cheatham
Lamar Clark
Kenneth Cloud
Lucille Cobb

Judy Collins
Jocelyn Conwell
Rosemary Cotos
Erla Daniel
Charles Davis
Nettie Davis

Tony Davis

Luther Demery
Oliver Demery
Cleveland Diliard
Elverna Dillingham
Vickie Duncan
Ruth Easley
Stanley Feaster
Claudia Felder
Genevieve Ferguson
Thelma Fitch
Samuel Franks
Patricia Frazier

Chandler Garnett
James Gay Jr.
James Gay Sr.
Willie Grayson
Thomas Hamilton
Robert Hampton
Joe Harding
James Harris
Darry! Harrison
Bernard Harvey
Felicia Hawkins
Barbara Head
David Henderson
Artie Hicks
Herine Hill

Jill Hinkle

John Hollingsworth
Robert Hoston
Charles Howse
Elizabeth Howse
Joseph Isom
Barbara Jeskey
Jerry Johnson
Elaine Jones
James Jones
Laura Jones

Emma Jordan
Perry Joyner
John Kelly
Beverly Kosarko
Sandra Kusmirek
Christine Lett
Mary Ann Lingis
Gregory Littleton

Roosevelt Lockley Jr.

Mildred Lowery
Willie Majors

Lela Maldonaldo
Charlie Mae Malone
Ruthie McAdoo
Jonathan McKee
George McJunkins
Fay McCleod
Catherine Midgett
Adonis Miles
Olethia Miller
Virginia Miller
Arnold Mitchell
Willa Morgan
Alberta Morrison
Boris Morrison

Rosa Nalls
McCauley Odom
Lillian Orosz

Isaac Oliver
Rosine Parker
Leroy Payton
James Pertz

Robin Plater

Kyril Popoff
Catherine Prevo
Peggy Ranieri
Jeanine Raynes
Liliie Rice
Lawrence Richards
John Robinson
Lucille Ruff
Vernon Saunders
Carl Schmitz
Sandra Scott
Robert Sharp
Anthony Sheppard
Burrell Shields
Katherine Singleton
Claude Smith
Rosalind Smith
Shirley Smith

Lynn Spencer
Thomas Stewart

Eugene Stover
Tony Sweeney

Ann Taraba

Gail Taraba

Queen Thomas
Joanne Thompson
Sol Tiktin

Cordelia Tovar
Zelma Tucker

Paula Vasil

Dennis Verleny
Malik Waliyyuddin
Thomas Washington
Cheryl West

Vera White

Janie Whitehead
Georgia W hittemore
Carlton Williams
Johnny Williams
Leonard Williamson
Melody Wisher
Larry Witherspoon
Patricia Woodard
Janie Woods
Edward Wooten
Wardell Wright
Charlie Young
Ronald Young



LOEW'S BUILDING 1515 EUCLID AVENUE 443-5800

Child Support
Department
.Director
James Papp
Legal Services

Director
Elaine Chimo

Referees

John Menzies
Robert Wasserman

Intake Office

Yvonne DeRocco

" Enforcement

Deputy Director
John Kolesar

Counselors

Supervisor
John Bokoch

Supervisor
Gregory Williamson

Alice Ahern
Joseph Berdis
Fred Carque
Stanley Feaster
Sharon Hawk
William Heine
Sharon Hughes
Rene Kereki
Kimberly Mains
-Jeanne Mattern
Roberta Oleksiak
Lisa Reitz
Veronica Smith
Lynn Spencer
Harry Steele
Daniel Surniak

Sandra Watson

Operations

Deputy Director
Susan Fisher

Cashier’s Office

Chief Cashier
Howard McGuire

Stenographic Services

Supervisor
Mary White

Loew’s Building Staff

Jeanne Barcy
Jeanne Beckwith
Josie Brown
David Chelminski
Shirley Coles
Barbara Czachur
Lizaweta Foltzer
Pamela Gibson
Maura Ginley
Vanessa Grier
Janet Griffin

Louise Haggerty
Gwendolyn Jackson
Marian Jones
Candace Kauntz
Patricia Kus

Karen Lynard
Diane Marshall
Venita Midcalf
Loretta Mulvey
Robert Neill
McCauley Odom
Linda Owens

Ann Marie Posedly
Delores Reid
Robert Ruthenberg
Cresta Short
Michelle Singleton
Angela Sullivan
Sandra Tier

Edith Winland
Kandy Wilham
Karanetta Williams
Eugene Zak

BRANCH OFFICES BRANCH OFFICES

Community
Counseling
Centers Project

Far West Office
2121 W. 117th Street
631-1211

Branch Intake
Offices

Hough Office
E. 105th Street and
Chester Avenue
795-3497

Glenville Office
13308 Euclid Avenue
851-3019

Director
Robert Twohey

Casework Supervisor
Margaret Mueller
Office Staff

Tonja Blackwell

Grace Myers
Probation Officers

Jerald Arnold
Ethel Batts
Zelma Brown
Ann.Chambers
Shirley Davis
Gregory Hale
Robert Hampton
Artie Hicks
Rudolph Hoston
Johnny Pollard
Dennis Verleny

Westside Satellite
Offices Project

Near West Office
4111 Bridge Avenue
281-1630

Southwest Office
5361 Pearl Road
749-1200

Director
Joyce Smith

Cleveland Heights
Office
2983 Mayfield Road
321-7380

Intake Referee
Brian Sexton

Casework Supervisors
Marwan Jadeed
Matthias Novak
Donald Switzer

Probation Officer
Leon Pitts

Clerk

Rosanne O’Brien

Office Staff
Janice Robinson
Mona Shelton
Teresa Sommer

Euclid Office
21331 Wilmore Avenue

Probation Officers

Elie Abouserhal
Michelle Biliski
Richard Donelan
John Gallagher
Gary Garvin
Kathryn George
Gregory Graham
Lynda Kurtz
Steven Leverich
John Miller

Louis Moore
Linda Muscatelio
Patrick O'Donnell
Marilyn Roalofs
Dennis Soltis
Jack Sonneborn Jr.
Mary Spearman
James Tribble
Gregory Weimer
James Young

intake Referee
Saundra Malevan

Lakewood Office_
12650 Detroit Avenue
521-7580
Intake Referee
Jack DiCillo
Clerk
Kathy Borngen

Shaker Heights

Office
3355 Lee Road
921-7000
Intake Referee
Saundra Malevan

Southwest Office
5361 Pearl Road
749-1200
Intake Referee
Mark Minnelio

Clerk
Jeanne Metzger




CITIZENS

ADVISORY BOARD

Chairman
Mary Louise Hahn/  ~*

Vice Chairmen
Robert D. Gries
Albert Ringler

Members

Frank Balistreri

Dr. Stuart Berger et
Toni Bernet G
Channy Brokaw { i !
Ronald Brown

Lonnie Burten /

Crede Calhoun

Leo H. Clayton

Eugene L. Combs "r);
Dorothy Curtiss W%"ﬁ)

o Anthony DeBaggis ~

Dr. William Duhigg ¥
Janet P. Falsgraf \
Donald Freeman >
Nancy Gilkeson ('\M
Deedee Hayes

Leslie W. Jacobs

Father Walter Jenn
William R. Joseph *
Marjorie Kornhauser
Maxine Levinv/

David Nachman

John Petten

Dr. Louis R. SanMarco

Dr. Consuelo M. Sousa |
Dorothy Tolliver ‘\M

CITIZENS

CUSTODY REVIEW BOARD

Moily Brudnick
John Buckner
George Coghill
Margaret Gorman
Janet Hairston
Marcellette Ivory
Carrie Johnson
Donna Jones
Margaret Kennedy
Fiorence Landskroner
Jeanne Livingood
Gloria McCullough

Josh Milner

Pierre Nappier
Nancy O’Keefe
Mary Robinson
William Shlensky
Jolyn Skodis

Jim Swinkola
Kathlyn Thompson
Joan Tidd

Kay Vine

Peggy W asserstrom
Joyce West






