Disproportionate Minority Contact Assessment
FINAL REPORT
Cuyahoga County

Prepared for
The Ohio Department of Youth Services

By

The Institute for the Study and Prevention of Violence
Kent State University

November 2008



I. Introduction Page

A. Title of Assessment

An Assessment of the Disproportionate Referral of Minority Youth to Cuyahoga County Juvenile

Court

B. Name of County Juvenile Court

Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court

C. Name of Assessors

Table 1. Name of staff involved from The Institute for the Study and Prevention of

Violence (ISPV), Kent State University

Staff Name

Title

Daniel Flannery, PhD

Director, ISPV; Professor of Justice Studies

Laurie Cunningham, PhD

Project Manager, ISPV

Rodney Thomas

Senior Research Associate, ISPV

Il. Overview

A. Include year(s) of data being assessed and RRI (s)

RRI data is provided for all minorities combined, for African American and Hispanic/Latino

youth separately since these two groups represent the largest minorities in the county. Data

used for the assessment is from 2007. See Appendix for comprehensive RRI tables.

Table 2. Relative Rate Index: Cuyahoga County ALL Minority Youth (Ages 10-17)
January 1 through Dec 31, 2007

Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence | RateIndex | Significant?
White - White Minority - Minority (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17) 84,754 68,125
2. Juvenile Arrests 2,881 33.99 3,935 57.76 1.70 Yes
3. Refer to Juvenile Court 2,164 25.53 6,503 95.46 3.74 Yes
4. Cases Diverted 896 41.40 730 11.23 0.27 Yes
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 526 24.31 3,003 46.18 1.90 Yes
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed) 2,073 95.79 6,334 97.40 1.02 Yes
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings 1,818 87.70 4,547 71.79 0.82 Yes
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement 755 41.53 2,102 46.23 1.11 Yes
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Cgorrectional Facilities 76 4.18 428 9.41 2.25 ves
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 80 1.26 26.18 Yes




Table 3. Relative Rate Index: Cuyahoga County African American Youth (Ages 10-17)
January 1 through Dec 31, 2007

Data Items Total Rate of Total Number Rate of Relative Statistically
Number | Occurrence of African Occurrence Rate Significant?
of White - White American — African Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth American
Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17)
84,754 56,939
2. Juvenile Arrests 2,881 33.99 3,710 65.16 1.92 Yes
3. Refer to Juvenile Court 2,164 25.53 6,224 109.31 4.28 Yes
4. Cases Diverted 896 41.40 685 11.01 0.27 Yes
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 526 24.31 2,871 46.13 1.90 Yes
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed) 2,073 95.79 6,066 97.46 1.02 Yes
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings 1,818 87.70 4,336 71.48 0.82 Yes
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement 755 41.53 2,000 46.13 1.11 Yes
9. Cas-es Resultln-g in Com.cl-nfement in Secure 76 418 404 932 2.23 Yes
Juvenile Correctional Facilities
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 71 1.17 24.26 Yes

Table 4. Relative Rate Index: Cuyahoga County Hispanic/Latino Youth (Ages 10-17)
January 1 through Dec 31, 2007

Data Items Total Rate of Total Number Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number | Occurrence of Occurrence — Rate Significant?
of White - White Hispanic/Latino | Hispanic/Latin Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth o Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17
P e ° ! 84,754 8,052

2. Juvenile Arrests 2,881 33.99 80 9.94 0.29 Yes

3. Refer to Juvenile Court 2,164 25.53 251 31.17 1.22 Yes

4. Cases Diverted 896 41.40 29 11.55 0.28 Yes

5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 526 24.31 127 50.60 2.08 Yes

6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed) 2,073 95.79 242 96.41 1.01 No

7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings 1,818 87.70 193 79.75 0.91 Yes

8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement 755 41.53 94 48.70 1.17 No

9. Cases Resulltlng in Co.nflnemer.rf |.n 76 418 23 11.92 2.85 Yes

Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities

10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 9 3.72 77.10 Yes

A. Address all 9 decision points and provide a synopsis of each

Racial Breakdown of Cuyahoga County Youth
Census data reveals that there were 56,939 African American youth ages 10-17 living in
Cuyahoga County in 2007, representing 37.2% of all Cuyahoga County youth ages 10-17 years.
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The majority of the 152,879 Cuyahoga County youth ages 10-17 are Caucasian (55.4%,
n=84,754). The remaining 11,186 youth are identified as Hispanic/Latino (5.3%, n=8,052), Asian
(1.8%, n=2,752) and Other/Mixed (0.2%, n=382).

Since African-American youth in Cuyahoga County represent 94.3% of all minority youth
arrested and 95.7% of all minority youth referred to Juvenile Court, we decided to highlight the
data for African-American youth in the current report.

Juvenile Arrests

As shown in Table 3 above and Figure 1 below, in 2007 Caucasian youth were arrested at a rate
of approximately 34.0 per 1,000 Caucasian youth in Cuyahoga County; compared to a rate of
65.2 per 1,000 African American youth. The relative rate index for African-American youth is
1.92, indicating that African American youth are nearly twice as likely to be arrested in
Cuyahoga County as Caucasian youth.

Referrals to Juvenile Court

In 2007, Caucasian youth in Cuyahoga County were referred to Juvenile Court at a rate of 25.53
per 1,000 Caucasian youth (n=2,164). Conversely, African American youth were referred at a
rate of 109.3 per 1,000 African American youth (n=6,224). These figures are shown in Table 3
above and depicted in Figure 1 below. Overall, African American youth in Cuyahoga County are
approximately 4.3 times more likely than their Caucasian peers to be referred to Juvenile Court.

Figure 1. Cuyahoga County Juvenile Arrest and Referral Rates for African
American and Caucasian Youth: 2007
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Cases Diverted

A Caucasian/African American relative rate index of .27 for referrals indicates that of all youth
referred to Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court, Caucasian youth are slightly more likely to be
diverted from official court involvement than African American youth. Out of the 6,224 African
American youth referred to Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court in 2007, 685 were diverted from



official charges, a rate of 11.0 per 100 referred cases involving African American youth. In
contrast, of the 2,164 Caucasian youth referred to Juvenile Court, 896 were diverted, a rate of
41.4 per 100 referrals involving Caucasian youth (See Table 3 and Figure 2).

Cases Involving Secure Detention

A relative rate index of 1.90 indicates that African American youth who have been referred to
Juvenile Court are nearly twice as likely to end up being involved in secure detention as their
Caucasian peers. Nearly one quarter (24.1%) of the 2,164 cases involving referred Caucasian
youth were officially detained (n=526), compared with 46.1% of cases involving referred African
American youth (n=6,224). Rates are calculated per 100 youth for this decision point, as shown
in Figure 2 below.

Cases Petitioned (Charges Filed)

Caucasian youth who have been referred to Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court are equally likely to
have official charges filed against them compared to African American youth. Of the 6,224 cases
involving African American youth who were referred to Juvenile Court in 2007, 6,066 were
officially charged, a rate of 97.5 per 100 referrals. In comparison, 2,073 of the 2,164 cases
involving Caucasian youth resulted in a charge, a rate of 95.8 per 100 referrals. The 1.02 relative
risk index for charges filed (Table 3 and Figure 2) confirms very similar rates for African
American and Caucasian youth.

Figure 2. Cuyahoga County Diversion, Detention and Petition Rates for court Referred
African American and Caucasian Youth: 2007
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Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings

As shown in Figure 3, there appears to be a small difference in the relative rate of cases
resulting in delinquent findings for Caucasian and African American youth. Of the 2,073 cases
involving Caucasian youth where charges were filed, 1,818 resulted in delinquent findings, a
rate of 87.7 per 100 youth. The relative rate for African American youth was smaller, with 4,336
out of 6,066 petitioned cases resulting in delinquent findings, a rate of 71.5 out of 100



petitioned cases. The relative rate index of .82 indicates that there is a slightly lower rate of
African American youth than Caucasian youth regarding official findings of delinquency.

Cases Resulting in Probation Placement

African American youth are slightly more likely to be placed in probation compared to Caucasian
youth. Of the 4,336 cases involving African American youth who were found delinquent, 2,000
resulted in probation placement, a rate of 46.1 per 100 delinquent cases. In comparison, 755
out of the 1,818 cases involving Caucasian youth found delinquent involved probation, a rate of
41.5 per 100 delinquent cases (See Figure 3).

Figure 3. Cuyahoga County Delinquent Findings and Probation Placement Rates
for Petitioned African American and Caucasian Youth: 2007
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Cases Resulting in Confinement in Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities

A relative rate index of 2.23 indicates that African American youth are more than twice as likely
to be confined in juvenile correctional facilities as Caucasian youth. Only 76 out of the 1,818
cases where Caucasian youth were found delinquent resulted in secure confinement, compared
to 404 out of the 4,336 African American delinquent youth.

Cases Transferred to Adult Court

A relative rate index of 24.3 signifies that African American youth were 24 times as likely to
have their cases transferred to adult court as Caucasian youth. However, the small number of
cases resulting in a transfer to adult court for youth of both races should be noted. Only 1 out
of 2,073 cases where Caucasian youth were charged resulted in transfer to adult court,
compared to 71 out of 6,066 African American petitioned (charged) youth.

B. Provide a rationale for any decision points not assessed

We identified varying levels of disproportionate minority contact at several decision points
within Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court. However, for all minorities combined, and African



Americans alone, cases petitioned (charges filed), cases resulting in delinquent findings, and
cases resulting in probation all had minimal discrepancies in the relative rate index (with the
exception of Asians, but there were only 3 cases involved). Further assessment at these
decision points was therefore not pursued.

One of the highest relative rates was for arrests where we found that African American youth
were almost twice as likely to be arrested relative to Caucasian youth. However, at the present
time, since not all of the Cuyahoga County arrest data is available, nor are any law enforcement
agencies currently participating in the state DMC initiative, the team decided not to focus on
juvenile arrests at the present time. This important area will likely be addressed in the future.

In addition to the relative rate for arrests, referrals, cases diverted, cases involving secure
detention, cases resulting in confinement in secure facilities, and cases transferred to adult
court also demonstrated significant relative rate discrepancies. The figures for some cases
resulting in confinement are affected by laws that require such for youth with specific offenses,
and the Court may not have as many options to affect change in this area. Therefore, this
decision point was no longer considered for further investigation and intervention. Both cases
resulting in confinement and cases transferred to adult court were not assessed further due to
relatively small numbers. For instance, only one Caucasian was transferred to adult court which
makes the comparison to the 80 minority youth less meaningful. Although the discrepancy for
cases involving secure detention was also high, it occurs later in the court process.

C. Provide a rationale for decision points selected for assessment (could be all 9 decision
points)
The Cuyahoga County DMC Committee decided to focus on the decision points of referral and
diversion. First, the team decided to focus on these two areas because they reflect great
disparity in rates between Caucasians and all minorities, except Asians, to the detriment of the
minority groups. Minorities were referred more often than Caucasian youth, and for African
Americans more than 4 times as often. In addition, minorities were diverted /ess often than
Caucasians, depriving minorities more frequently of opportunities to receive diversion services.
Second, focus on these two decision points also allows the committee to address
disproportionate minority contact with the large number of youth represented by these areas.
The number of referrals is second only to the number of youth arrests. Third, the Court can
affect change in these areas more so than others in the court system, at relatively early decision
points in the judicial process. Such changes could affect “accumulated disadvantage” as
referred to in the Technical Manual for DMC. That is, DMC addressed at earlier stages of youth
involvement in the system affects decision points later on in the system because the disparities
accumulate throughout the judicial process.

Assessment Method

¢ Describe additional data sources for Identification Phase (if applicable)

All data used in this assessment were provided by the Cuyahoga Juvenile Court’s MIS personnel
including census, arrest and all other decision point data, except diversion. A data set for the
diversion decision point was provided separately, from that program’s administrator at the
Court, since those data are currently collected and housed using a different system. Youth in



this program have no official record. The Court is currently working to combine both sets of
data into one system. This will provide easier access to both and make comparisons easier.

e Describe data collected to assess decision point(s)

Data from the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court were reviewed to determine which fields and
data best addressed each decision point required by the RRI tables. Data were generally
comprehensive with some missing data in the areas of demographic information and offenses.
Demographic (race, gender, age, etc.) data were missing from the data describing cases
involving secure detention for 923 cases (20.7%). At the team’s request, and in order to work
within the given timeframe, these cases were left out of the relative rate index tables. Only 2
cases in the referral decision point were missing demographic information and omitted.
Likewise, 1 case was missing demographic information from each of the following areas and not
included in the RRI analyses: diversion, cases involving secure detention, and cases petitioned
(charges filed).

Drill-down analyses included review of referral sources and offense details. Many cases (12.0%,
n=205) in the diversion dataset were missing referral source data. These cases are identified by
race in tables containing this information. Over 7% (7.3%, n=119) of diverted cases were
missing offense type data. It is recommended that the Court pursue facilitating the collection of
more complete data for demographic, referral source, and offense information.

e Describe other process used to determine why DMC exists

Prior to embarking on the drill-down process into referral sources and types of offenses,
evaluators were asked by the DMC team to provide a comparison table for the number of youth
and the number of cases. Cases, or incidents, are counted in the decision points of the relative
rate information. The team was curious as to how many youth were represented by such cases.
The data providing this comparison are presented below in Table 5.

Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court staff and other DMC committee members provided additional
qualitative information to supplement the MIS data. This information was the result of
consultation and informal descriptions of criteria and processes affecting decisions made in the
Court process, including directing youth to the diversion programs and the processes in place
for referral and intake. Some concerns regarding issues related to the diversion decision point
are outlined below.

1. Since only first-time offenders may be admitted to diversion programs, some youth
with very minor offenses may be referred to the Court because of a previous, even
very minor, offense. Some exceptions are apparently made, but it was noted that this
may prohibit some youth from being admitted due to prior offenses.

2. Data collection is currently very difficult for youth in the Court’s Community Diversion
Program (CDP) in Cuyahoga County. This project encompasses approximately 50
municipalities and these municipalities provide data to the Court individually, in no
uniform format. This then requires additional cleaning and combining of data. More
problematic is the lack of consistency in this data from program to program. Efforts
are currently underway to address this issue.



3. Concern was expressed that youth with domestic violence charges are not uniformly
capable of being served within CDP, even if the charge is their first offense. There is
currently no standardized procedure to aid such youth.

Upon the team’s decision to pursue more information regarding referral sources for both
general referrals made to the Court and to the diversion programs, the assessors provided data
to describe these areas in more detail from data received via the MIS department. Review of
this data lead to the next step of uncovering the most frequent offenses committed by referred
youth. Finally, specific offense types were scrutinized further by gender, age and eventually
neighborhoods of interest. A detailed account of this process is provided below.

Using a multi-method evaluation approach helped explain why DMC exists and allowed us to
obtain a comprehensive representation of possible mechanisms that are driving the
disproportionate representation of minority juveniles in referrals to Cuyahoga County Juvenile
Court. Figure 4 (below) outlines the drill down process used to identify the most useful areas
for intervention.



1. Population at risk
(age 10 -17)

2. Juvenile Arrests*
3. Refer to Juvenile Court

4. Cases Diverted**

5. Cases Involving Secure
Detention

6. Cases Petitioned
(Charge Filed)

7. Cases Resulting in
Delinquent Findings

8. Cases resulting in
Probation Placement

9. Cases Resulting in
Confinement in Secure
Juvenile Correctional
Facilities

10. Cases Transferred to
Adult Court

Total Youth

Cases Youths
152879

6816 -
8667 6003

1626 =
3529 1672
8407 5790
6365 3337
2857 2302
504 431
81 59

Table 5. Cuyahoga County 2007 DMC Cases v. Youths

White

Cases Youths
84754

2881 -
2164 1570

896 -
526 288
2073 1492
1818 884
755 634
76 62
1 1

Black or African-

American
Cases Youths

56939

3710 -
6224 4236

685 -
2871 1329
6066 4111
4336 2347
2000 1589
404 346
71 54

Hispanic or
Latino
Cases Youths
8052
80 -
251 175
29 -
127 54
242 167
193 97
94 72
23 22
9 4

Asian

Cases Youths
2752

22 -
14 13

8 -
0 0
12 11
2 2
3 3
0 0
0 0

*Detailed arrest data was not available for review. **Number of cases equals number of youths due to the nature of the program
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Other/ Mixed

Cases Youths

0
120 -
14 9

8 -

5 1
14 9
16 7

5 4

1 1

0 0

All Minorities
Cases
Youths
68125
3935 -
6503 4433
730 -
3003 1384
6334 4298
4547 2453
2102 1668
428 369
80 58
9



Figure 4. Map of Cuyahoga County DMC “Drill Down” Process
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e Describe how data was analyzed

Data was analyzed with SPSS statistical software and Excel spreadsheets. Data were cleaned,
merged, and analyzed using this software. Frequencies, crosstabulations, and other methods were
used to sort and identify data in the categories of interest.

Assessment Results

e Describe major findings, in detail, on why DMC exists at the selected decisions points

As noted above, the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court DMC committee chose to pursue additional
information at the decision points of referral and diversion in 2007. The initial request was to
identify the referral sources for general referrals and those participants in the diversion programs
of Cuyahoga County. Results from this stage of the drill-down process lead to the decision to
pursue identification of offense categories for youth with specific referral sources. Particular
offense types were further identified along with gender and age, and eventually neighborhood.
Each stage of this process, and rationales for each step, are detailed below.

e Describe the most likely explanations including graphics and tables when possible
Possible explanations are given throughout the following narrative. At each stage of further
inquiry, results of DMC Team consultation are provided.

o Describe feedback methods and stakeholder reactions to findings

Monthly DMC Team meetings were held where results from the previous meeting’s request for
additional information were presented and discussed. Feedback from the team was noted and
further decisions made and next steps taken by the evaluators as requested.

Referral Sources

As noted, the team decided to first explore the sources of general referrals to the Juvenile Court
and to the diversion programs. ldentifying those entities most frequently referring youth at these
two decision points would help begin to sort out the reasons for the referrals.

Referrals to Court

First, the sources of referral for youth to Juvenile Court were identified (see Tables 6-7). Table 6
provides a detailed account of referral sources, including Cleveland and suburban schools, citizens,
Children & Family Services, parents, Cleveland and suburban police departments, retail
establishments, etc. Table 7 describes this data in an aggregated form, highlighting the most
frequent sources of referral to the Court: Cleveland police (30.3%, n=2,626), combined suburban
police (55.3 %, n=4,792), and parents (3.1%, n=269). (Although other Juvenile Courts made up
3.2% of the referral sources, using such a category would not be relevant for the purposes of the
current evaluation). Figure 5 illustrates the 8 most common sources for referral in the general
referral decision point.

Effort was made to focus on the three most frequent sources of referral, including parents, since
75.1% (n=202) of referrals made by parents were African American. This high rate of referrals
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made by African American parents was anecdotally supported by some team members. Team
members reported that some community agencies encourage parents to make formal complaints
against their children in order to establish documentation of a history of difficulty with the youth.
It was hypothesized that this may hurt efforts to obtain diversion services for youth and that there
may be alternatives to such action taken by parents that would still provide aid to them and their
families.

Some team members noted the potential effects of a “zero-tolerance” program recently initiated
in certain districts of Cleveland (“Operation Focus”). Such a program could cause the increase of
arrest rates in these, primarily minority, areas contributing to perceived DMC issues.

In order to decipher how the Court may effectively identify sources of disproportionate minority
contact (and the means to decrease it); review of offenses was made for cases with the three most
common sources of referral.

Figure 5. Eight Most Frequent Sources of Referral
to Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court
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Table 6. Referral Sources for General Referrals by Race — Detailed Categories

Percent of

Referral Source — Detailed African Total
Categories Missing Asian American Hispanic Other Caucasian Total Referrals

N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Children & Family Services 0 00 0 0.0 1 1000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Citizen 0 0.0 0 0.0 122 83.6 2 14 0 0.0 22 15.1 146 1.7
Cleveland School - PEP 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 81.8 0 00 0 0.0 2 18.2 11 0.1
Cleveland Elementary School 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 92.9 1 7.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 0.2
Cleveland High School 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 70.0 2 10.0 0 0.0 4 20.0 20 0.2
Cleveland Intermediate School 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 75.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.0
Cleveland PD 2 0.1 1 0.0 2262 86.1 148 5.6 1 0.0 212 8.1 2626 30.3
Cleveland School Admin. 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 88.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1 9 0.1
CMHA 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 0.2
Juvenile Court 0 0.0 0 0.0 144 87.8 4 2.4 0 0.0 16 9.8 164 1.9
Missing 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
None 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 75.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.0
Other 0 0.0 0 0.0 102 70.8 10 6.9 0 0.0 32 22.2 144 1.7
Other County 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 54.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 45.8 24 0.3
Other Juvenile Court 0 0.0 0 0.0 155 56.6 1 04 0 0.0 118 431 274 3.2
Other Law Enforcement 0 0.0 0 0.0 80 63.0 1 08 1 0.8 45 35.4 127 1.5
Parent(s) 0 0.0 0 0.0 202 75.1 10 3.7 0 0.0 57 21.2 269 3.1
Private School 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Retail 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 2 0.0
State of Ohio 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
Suburban High School 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Suburban PD 0 0.0 13 0.3 3058 63.8 70 15 12 0.3 1639 34.2 4792 55.3
Retail Suburban 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 70.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.0 10 0.1
U.S. Federal 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
Suburban School -PEP 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Total 2 0.0 14 0.2 6224 71.8 251 2.9 14 0.2 2164 25.0 8669 100.0
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Table 7. Referral Sources for General Referrals by Race — Aggregated Categories

Percent of

Referral Source - African Total
Aggregated Categories Missing Asian American Hispanic Other Caucasian Total Referrals

N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Children & Family Services 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Citizen 0 0.0 0 0.0 122 83.6 2 1.4 0 0.0 22 15.1 146 1.7
Cleveland PD 2 0.1 1 0.0 2262 86.1 148 5.6 1 0.0 212 8.1 2626 30.3
Cleveland Schools 0 0.0 0 0.0 39 79.6 4 8.2 0 0.0 6 12.2 49 0.6
Cleveland School Admin. 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 88.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1 9 0.1
CMHA 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 0.2
Juvenile Court 0 0.0 0 0.0 144 87.8 4 2.4 0 0.0 16 9.8 164 1.9
Missing 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
None/Other 0 0.0 0 0.0 105 70.9 11 7.4 0 0.0 32 21.6 148 1.7
Other County 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 54.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 45.8 24 0.3
Other Juvenile Court 0 0.0 0 0.0 155 56.6 1 0.4 0 0.0 118 431 274 3.2
Other Law Enforcement 0 0.0 0 0.0 80 63.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 45 35.4 127 15
Other QOutside Source 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 3 0.0
Other School 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Parent(s) 0 0.0 0 0.0 202 75.1 10 37 0 0.0 57 21.2 269 3.1
Retalil 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 33.3 12 0.1
Suburban PD 0 0.0 13 0.3 3058 63.8 70 15 12 0.3 1639 34.2 4792 55.3
Suburban Schools 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
Total 2 0.0 14 02 6224 718 251 29 14 0.2 2164 25.0 8669 100.0
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Diversion

The referral sources were also identified for youth in the county’s diversion programs. As with the
general referral data, sources were identified in detail first then aggregated into fewer categories.
Tables 8 and 9 present the specific figures for types of referral sources by detail and aggregate,
respectively. Figure 6 illustrates the top 10 sources for referral. As noted earlier, 12% (n=205) were
missing referral source information. By far, the most referrals were made by suburban police
(67.8%, n=1,154) and a majority of the cases were Caucasian (59.0%, n=681). By contrast, most of
the Cleveland police cases (n=51) referred to diversion by the Court were African American
(80.6%, n=29) — but only 36 (2.1%) of all cases in diversion have the Cleveland police as their
referral source. This finding coincides with the RRI — significantly fewer African Americans were
diverted than Caucasians. In addition, of concern to the team was that although there are few
parents as a source of referral for diversion, those that are parents are mostly African American
(77.8%; n=7) — a similar pattern found for general referrals (above).

Effort to continue to unravel the issues related to the referral and diversion decision points was
next made by reviewing types of offenses for which the referred youth were charged. Focus was
placed on cases with the three most frequent sources of referral.

Figure 6. Ten Most Frequent Sources of Referral for Diversion
67.8 Parent(s)
70
o Juv. Ct.
60
m Cleveland B. of Ed.
i
© 50
= B School
]
Y—
2
— 40 B RTA
©
°
|—
% 30 m Cleveland PD
e
: .
g Retail
o 20
o
Other PD
7.3
3.8
0 SuburbanPD

15



Table 8. Referrals for Court Diversion Program (CDP) by Race — Detailed Categories

African Percent of Total
Referral Source Asian American Hispanic Other Caucasian Referrals
N % N % N % % N % N %

Brookpark PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.1
Bedford PD 0 0.0 37 75.5 1 2.0 0 0.0 11 22.4 49 2.9
Bedford Hts PD 0 0.0 24 88.9 1 3.7 0 0.0 2 7.4 27 1.6
Berea PD 0 0.0 9 23.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 29 76.3 38 2.2
Brooklyn PD 0 0.0 2 10.0 1 5.0 0 0.0 17 85.0 20 1.2
Broadview Hts PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 100.0 13 0.8
Bay Village PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 66 100.0 66 3.9
Cleveland Hts PD 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.2
Cleve B. of Ed. 0 0.0 10 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 0.6
Ct Div Prog 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Chagrin Fls PD 1 16.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 83.3 6 0.4
Cuy Hts PD 0 0.0 1 20.0 0 0.0 1 20.0 3 60.0 5 0.3
Cleveland PD 0 0.0 29 80.6 3 8.3 0 0.0 4 11.1 36 2.1
E Cleve PD 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.1
Euclid PD 1 04 ] 191 83.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 38 16.5 230 13.5
Fairview PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Garfield Hts PD 0 0.0 23 47.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 25 52.1 48 2.8
Gates Mills PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.2
Independence PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 49 100.0 49 2.9
Judge 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Juv Div 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Juv Ct 1 10.0 3 30.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 60.0 10 0.6
Linndale PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Lakewood PD 0 0.0 9 10.5 1 1.2 0 0.0 76 88.4 86 5.1
Lyndhurst PD 0 0.0 1 9.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 90.9 11 0.6
Metroparks 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.0 7 0.4
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Table 8. Referrals for Court Diversion Program (CDP) by Race — Detailed Categories, cont’d

African Percent of Total
Referral Source Asian American Hispanic Other Caucasian Referrals
N % N % N % % N % N %

Maple Hts PD 0 0.0 54 83.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 16.9 65 3.8
Middleburgh Hts PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Missing 3 15 47 22.9 3 1.5 3 15 149 72.7 205 12.0
N Olmsted HS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.2
N Olmsted PD 0 0.0 6 7.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 75 92.6 81 4.8
N Royalton PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Other 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Other PD 0 0.0 43 34.7 6 4.8 0 0.0 75 60.5 124 7.3
Orange Vill PD 0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 85.7 7 0.4
Parent 0 0.0 6 75.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 25.0 8 0.5
Parma PD 2 1.8 12 10.8 1 0.9 1 0.9 95 85.6 111 6.5
Parma Hts PD 0 0.0 1 2.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 48 98.0 49 2.9
Police (not specified) 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.6 0 0.0 62 98.4 63 3.7
Richmond Hts PD 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Rocky Ri PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 111 8 88.9 9 0.5
RTA 0 0.0 12 80.0 1 6.7 0 0.0 2 13.3 15 0.5
School 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.0 9 0.5
S Euclid PD 0 0.0 10 76.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 23.1 13 0.8
Shaker Hts PD 0 0.0 62 53.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 53 46.1 115 6.8
Solon PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Strongsville PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.0 7 0.4
Retalil 0 0.0 14 25.9 1 1.9 1 1.9 38 70.4 54 3.2
Univ Hts PD 0 0.0 8 72.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 27.3 11 0.6
Valley View PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 14.3 1 4.8 17 81.0 21 1.2
Walton Hills PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Totals 8 05| 624 36.7 23 1.4 8 0.5 1039 61.0 1702 100
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Table 9. Court Diversion Program (CDP) Referral Source by Race — Aggregated Categories

Percent of Total

Referral Source Asian African American Hispanic Other Caucasian Referrals

N % N % N % N % N % N %
Missing 3 15 47 22.9 3 15 3 15 149 72.7 205 12.0
Suburban PD 4 0.3 457 39.6 8 0.7 4 0.3 681 59.0 1154 67.8
Cleveland B. of Ed. 0 0.0 10 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 0.6
CDP 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Cleveland PD 0 0.0 29 80.6 3 8.3 0 0.0 4 11.1 36 2.1
Judge 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Juv. Div. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Juv. Ct. 1 10.0 3 30.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 60.0 10 0.6
Metroparks 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.0 7 0.4
School 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 100.0 12 0.7
Other 0 0.0 43 34.7 6 4.8 0 0.0 75 60.5 124 7.3
Other PD 0 0.0 1 1.6 1 1.6 0 0.0 62 96.9 64 3.8
Parent(s) 0 0.0 6 75.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 25.0 8 0.5
RTA 0 0.0 12 80.0 1 6.7 0 0.0 2 13.3 15 0.9
Retail 0 0.0 14 25.9 1 1.9 1 1.9 38 70.4 54 3.2
Totals 8 0.5 624 36.7 23 14 8 0.5 1039 61.0 1702 100.0




Offense Type

Having chosen to focus on cases with the three most common sources of referral, the committee
decided to drill down further by reviewing information on the offenses committed by these youth
at the referral and diversion decision points. It was believed that this would help the team better
understand why the referrals were being made. Understanding who was making referrals for
youth and for what types of offenses would help the team discover means of intervention to
decrease sources of disproportionate contact. For instance, if many African American parents
were referring youth for domestic violence, programs could be put into place to address this issue
early on, or more use could be made of existing programs such as diversion.

Referrals to the Court

To this end, data describing offenses were pulled by race for both referrals made to the Court and
to diversion for cases referred by the suburban police, Cleveland police, and parents. As with the
referral source data, offense information is presented in detail and aggregated categories.
Detailed tables (Tables 10 through 12) for Court referrals can be found in the Appendix. Tables 10
through 12 provide detailed descriptions of offenses (e.g., robbery, disorderly conduct, domestic
violence), organized by category of offense (e.g., violent offenses, offenses of public order, etc.),
committed by youth referred to the Court by the suburban police departments, the Cleveland
Police Department, and parents, respectively. These tables also include race data which is
highlighted for African Americans (compared to Caucasians) in Figure 8 below.

Categories of offenses (e.g., violent offenses, offenses of public order, etc.) committed by youth
referred to the Court are presented in Tables 13 through 15 (below). Highlighted in Table 13,
describing suburban police referrals, are offenses of violence (19.3%, n=1,922) and offenses of
public order (14.7%, n=1,237). Although property offenses make up many of the offenses for the
group (40.2%, n=3,384), the committee chose to focus on offenses of violence and public order.
This decision was made because, as will be demonstrated, these offenses were also common for
Cleveland Police Department and parent referrals. The team also believed that it might have a
greater impact on these areas in that they could work with parents, police departments, and
existing/expanded programming to create change.

Table 14 includes highlights for Cleveland Police referrals. The offenses occurring most often were
offenses of violence (36.5%, n=1,870). Public order offenses accounted for 10.3% (n=527) of all
cases referred by Cleveland police. These types of offenses were also high for African American
youth who accounted for 74% (n=1,383) of violent offenses and 87.5% (n=461) of public order
offenses.

Offenses for cases referred by parents are outlined in Table 15. Highlighted again are offenses of
violence and public order offenses. Violent offenses made up the largest group for parents (43.5%,
n=224), and this is not unexpected since this category includes domestic violence offenses (which
many of these cases involved). Although public order offenses make up a smaller group (6.8%,
n=35), the pattern is somewhat similar across all three referral sources. Also, it is expected that
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parents would refer youth for such offenses as are likely to occur at home, such as domestic
violence (a violent offense), and not for such offenses as property violations which are likely to be
associated with the police. Figure 7 illustrates the most frequent types of offenses of interest by
referral source.

More specifically, Figure 8 depicts comparisons between African American and Caucasian youth on
offenses of violence and public order offenses by referral source (Tables 10-12 in the Appendix
provide additional race details). Concern regarding the high numbers of referrals made by parents
is noted particularly for violent offenses where 88.5% of violent offenses referred by parents were
African American parents. Also noteworthy is the high percent (87.5%) of African American youth
referred by the Cleveland PD for public order offenses. Similar trends are noted for the diverted
youth and are described below.

Figure 7. Violent and Public Order Offenses - Referrals
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Percent of Offenses (per offense type)

Figure 8. Violent and Public Order Offenses for African Americans and
Caucasians by Referral Source - Referrals
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Table 13. Referrals to the Court - Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Category and Race

Referral Source Suburban PD
Percent of Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Total Drug Offenses 0O 001 01| 283 28.7 16 16| 2 0.2 | 683 69.3 985 11.7
Total Family Issues 0 00| 0 0.0 1 100.0 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.0
Total Misc. & N/A 0O 00| 0 00| 28 45.9 3 490 00| 30 49.2 61 0.7
Total Obstruction of Justice 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Obstruction of Off. Bus. 0 00| 0 0.0 0 0.0 0O 00| 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0O 00| 3 02| 1349 742 30 17| 5 03] 535 23.6 1922 19.3
Total Person Offenses 0 00| 0 00| 47 45.6 0O 00| 0 00| 56 54.4 103 1.2
Total Property Offenses 0O 00|10 03| 1892 559 54 16| 8 0.2| 1420 42.0 | 3384 40.2
Total Public Order Offenses 0 00| 3 0.2| 848 68.6 12 10| 2 0.2] 372 30.1 1237 14.7
Total Status Offenses 0 00| 2 09| 108 47.6 1 04| 0 0.0 116 51.1 227 2.7
Total Technical Viol. (Prob. Viol.) 0O 00|1 05| 154 71.6 9 422 09| 49 22.8 215 2.6
Total Traffic Offenses 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0O 00| 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.0
Total Attempted Off. (various) 0O 00| 0 0. 67 77.0 1 110 0.0 19 21.8 87 1.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0O 00| 0 00| 129 67.5 4 21| 0 00| 58 30.4 191 2.3
Grand Totals 0 00[{20 0.2| 4906 58.3 | 130 15|19 0.2 | 3340 39.7 | 8415 100.0
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Table 14. Referrals to the Court - Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Category and Race

Referral Source Cleveland PD
Percent of Total
Offenses Referred
Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. by Cleveland PD
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Total Drug Offenses 0 0.0|0 00| 607 91.7 22 33 |0 00| 33 5.0 662 12.9
Total Family Issues 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Misc. & N/A 0 0.0|0 0.0 62 88.6 3 00 |0 00| 5 7.1 70 14
Total Obstruction of Justice 0 0.0|0 0.0 5 100.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 5 0.1
Total Obstruction of Off. Bus. 0 0.0|0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 2 010 0.0 1383 74.0 69 37 |1 021|101 54 1870 36.5
Total Person Offenses 0 000 0.0 26 81.3 1 31 |0 0.0 5 15.6 32 0.6
Total Property Offenses 0O 00|0 0.0 1148 85.4 84 6.2 |0 00| 113 84 1345 26.2
Total Public Order Offenses 0 00|3 06| 461 87.5 36 6.8 [0 0.0 | 27 5.1 527 10.3
Total Status Offenses 0 0.0|0 0.0 16 72.7 0 00 |0 0.0 6 27.3 22 0.4
Total Technical Viol. (Prob. Viol.) 0O 00|0 00| 186 90.7 7 34 |0 00| 12 5.9 205 4.0
Total Traffic Offenses 0 0.0|0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Attempted Off. (various) 0 00|0 0.0 39 78.0 5 10.0 |0 0.0 6 12.0 50 1.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0O 00|0 0.0} 302 89.1 20 59 |0 0.0 | 17 5.0 339 6.6
Grand Totals 2 0.03 0.1 4485 87.5 257 50 |1 00| 380 7.4 5127 100.0
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Table 15. Referrals to the Court - Parent Referrals by Offense Category and Race

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Total Drug Offenses 0 00|0 0. 14 824 | O 00 |0 0.0 3 17.6 17 3.3
Total Family Issues 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Misc. & N/A 0O 00|0 0. 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2
Total Obstruction of Justice 0O 00|0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Obstruction of Off. Bus. 0O 00|0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0O 000 0.0 163 88.5 9 38 [0 0.0 52 7.7 224 43.5
Total Person Offenses 0O 00|0 0.0 0 0.0 1 333 |0 0.0 2 66.7 3 0.6
Total Property Offenses 0O 000 0.0 75 78.9 1 1.1 |0 0.0 19 20.0 95 18.4
Total Public Order Offenses 0O 00|0 0.0 24 68.6 2 57 |0 0.0 9 25.7 35 6.8
Total Status Offenses 0O 00|0 00| 65 73.0 1 1.1 |0 0.0 | 23 25.8 89 17.3
Total Technical Viol. (Prob. Viol.) 0O 000 0.0 36 72.0 1 20 |0 0.0 13 26.0 50 9.7
Total Traffic Offenses 0O 00|0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Attempted Off. (various) 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2
Total Weapons Offenses 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Grand Totals 0 00|0 00| 377 732 (15 29 |0 0.0 | 123 23.9 515 100.0
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Diversion

As above, the same analyses were completed for the cases in the diversion decision point. Tables
16 through 18 in the Appendix provide detailed descriptions of offense types by referral source
and race. Tables 19 through 21 (below) depict the categories of offenses with which youth placed
in diversion were charged - according to the referral sources suburban police departments, the
Cleveland Police Department, and parents.

Table 19 highlights the same charge categories chosen above — offenses of violence and public
order offenses — for suburban police referrals. Although violent offenses are fairly low (5.4%,
n=76), public order offenses are significant at 19% (n=269). Similar to general referrals already
discussed, property offenses are relatively high (27.3%, n=386), but they were not pursued in light
of the aims of the DMC team. It should be noted that many cases were missing offense data for
this referral group (7.1%, n=101).

Offenses of violence and public order offenses were two of the three highest offense categories in
the referrals made by the Cleveland Police Department for diverted youth, presented in Table 20.
Of the youth directed to diversion, 21.6% (n=11) were charged with offenses of violence. Nearly
30% (29.4%, n=15) were charged with public order offenses. Again, property offenses were also
fairly common (39.2%, n=20), but not pursued for reasons already noted. Of particular interest to
the committee was that the majority of both types of offense categories are made up of African
Americans — 63.3% (n=7) of youth with violent offenses and 93.3% (n=14) of public order offenses.

Although very few parents (0.6%, n=9) were found to be the source of referral for the diverted
youth, their figures are presented in Table 21. As with the general referrals, these youth were
charged often with offenses of violence (33.3%, n=3). And a relatively high portion of them had
property offenses (22.2%, n=2). Unlike general referral data, no youth were referred for public
order offenses by their parents in the diversion decision point. Due to the low number of youth
referred by parents, these figures should be interpreted with caution. Figure 9 illustrates the two
offense categories of interest by referral source.

Figure 10 highlights police referrals for violent and public order offenses for African American and
Caucasian youth (parent referrals were omitted due to low numbers). As with general referrals,
most concerning is the high percent of African Americans among youth referred for violent
(63.6%) and public order (93.3%) offenses by the Cleveland PD.

Spotting similar trends across both decision points and both categories of offenses, the DMC
committee pursued specific offense information within each category of offense. Identified within
the violent offenses was domestic violence and within the public order offenses, disorderly
conduct.

25



35

Figure 9. Violent and Public Order Offenses - Diversion
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Table 19. Diversion — Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Category and Race

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of Total
Offenses Referred
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. by Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N %
Total Drug Offenses 1 04 25 10.2 2 08 |0 0.0 | 218 88.6 246 17.4
Total Misc. Offenses 0 0.0 2 40.0 0O 00 /|0 0.0 3 60.0 5 0.4
Total Missing Offenses 0 0.0 11 0.1 2 001|1 0.0 87 0.9 101 7.1
Total Offenses of Violence 0 0.0 32 42.1 0O 00 |0 0.0 44 57.9 76 5.4
Total Person Offenses 0 0.0 3 50.0 0O 00 /|0 0.0 3 75.0 6 0.4
Total Property Offenses 3 08 | 178 46.1 5 13 |2 0.5 | 198 51.3 386 27.3
Total Public Order Offenses 1 04 | 166 61.7 3 11 |0 0.0 99 36.8 269 19.0
Total Status Offenses 0 0.0 66 44.9 0O 00|11 0.7 80 54.4 147 104
Total Traffic Offenses 1 0.0 96 26.7 1 00 |0 0.0 22 73.3 120 8.5
Total Weapons Offenses 0 0.0 12 50.0 0O 00]|0 00 12 50.0 24 1.7
Total Offs. Involving Underage Persons 0 0.0 0 0.0 0O 00 |0 0.0 36 100.0 36 2.5
Grand Totals 6 04 | 591 417 |13 09 (4 0.3 | 802 56.6 1416 100.0
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Table 20. Diversion — Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Category and Race

Referral Source Cleveland PD
Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Cleveland PD
N % N % N % N % N % N %
Total Drug Offenses 0 0.0 2 500 |1 250 |0 0. 1 25.0 4 7.8
Total Misc. Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Missing Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0 0.0 7 636 |0 0.0 0 0.0 4 36.4 11 21.6
Total Person Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Property Offenses 0O 00 | 14 0.0 2 10 0 0.0 4 20 20 39.2
Total Public Order Offenses 0 00 | 14 933 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.7 15 29.4
Total Status Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Traffic Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 2.0
Total Offs. Involving Underage Persons 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Grand Totals 0 0.0 | 37 725 |3 5.9 0 00 |11 21.6 51 100.0




Table 21. Diversion — Parent Referrals by Offense Category and Race

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % N % N % N % N % N %
Total Drug Offenses 0O 00 |O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Misc. Offenses 0O 00 |O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Missing Offenses 0O 00 |O 0.0 O 00 |O 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0O 00 |3 100.0 0O 00 |O 00 |O 0.0 3 33.3
Total Person Offenses 0O 00 |O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Property Offenses 0O 00 |2 100 0O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 22.2
Total Public Order Offenses 0O 00 |O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Status Offenses 0 00 |2 50.0 0O 00 |0 00 |2 50.0 4 44.4
Total Traffic Offenses 0O 00 |O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0O 00 |O 0.0 O 00 |O 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offs. Involving Underage Persons 0O 00 |O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0
Grand Totals 0 00 |7 77.8 0O 00 |[O 00 |2 22.2 9 100.0
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Disorderly Conduct & Domestic Violence Offenses
Referrals and Diversion

Following the review of offense categories (Offenses of Violence and Public Order Offenses) for
the two decision points selected (referrals and diversion), the committee reviewed specific
offenses within each category to help clarify reasons for racial disparity among referrals and
diversion. Combining information from the data itself and from the committee members,
disorderly conduct (public order offense) and domestic violence (violent offense) were chosen.
Within each of the two categories of offense, these specific offenses were found to be highest,
with the exception of the violent offense assault referrals (7.7%; n=652) made by suburban police
to the Court (See Table 10 in Appendix). Exceptions also include Cleveland police referrals to the
Court in the diversion data for violent offenses. The most frequent offense type was aggravated
menacing (11.8%; n=6), followed by arson (3.9%; n=2), riot (3.9%; n=2), and then domestic
violence (2.0%; n=1) (See Table 17 in Appendix). These exceptions did not preclude the choosing of
disorderly conduct and domestic violence because Cleveland police referrals accounted for less
than 1% (0.7%) of all diversion referrals.

These offenses were chosen for several reasons. Information discussed at the team meetings
influenced this decision with regard to level of severity of the offenses. Concern was raised that
youth with both of these offenses (disorderly conduct and domestic violence) were not given an
opportunity to participate in diversion programs despite minor offenses. The possibility that police
may be charging youth with disorderly conduct because an officer was not pleased with the
youth’s response to police requests was also raised. Further investigation was therefore made to
determine if youth in diversion were charged with the (first-time) expected offenses and if youth
in the general referral data were being overlooked for participation in diversion. Focus on
domestic violence was also made due to the large percent of parent referrals for this offense.
Desire to increase parent awareness of and access to relevant services was discussed. As
previously noted, this issue is of particular concern since most parent referrals are made for
African American youth. Further concern was raised by a team member that domestic violence
seems to be a gateway offense for further court system involvement. Results below indicate that
the offenses committed by youth in diversion and generally referred to the Court appear to have
received offenses expected. The large number of domestic violence offenses in the general
referral population indicate the need for services (inside or outside diversion) to address this issue.

Figures 11 and 12 illustrate the overall picture of domestic violence and disorderly conduct
charges for general referrals and diversion, respectively. As expected, parents most commonly
referral youth for domestic violence.

Table 22 highlights domestic violence among other offenses of violence for general referrals for
African American and Caucasian youth by referral source. African Americans made up 79.3%
(n=249) of Cleveland PD referrals for domestic violence and 70.7% (n=140) of parent referrals for
domestic violence offenses. Table 23 indicates that African American youth made up 84.5%
(n=202) of Cleveland PD referred youth for disorderly conduct. Although the number of cases is
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much lower, and should therefore be interpreted with caution, similar figures are found for the
diversion data for Cleveland PD referrals. The only youth referred for domestic violence by the
Cleveland PD in diversion was African American. And 9 (90.0%) of the youth referred by Cleveland
PD for disorderly conduct were African American (See Table 24 below). Figures 13 and 14 depict
the data for general referrals and diversion youth with domestic violence and disorderly conduct
offense by referral source for African American and Caucasian youth.
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Table 22. Specific Offenses of Violence by Referral Source for African Americans and Caucasians — Referrals to the Court

Referral Source Suburban PD Cleveland PD Parent(s)
Offense Type Afr. Am. Cauc. Afr. Am. Cauc. Afr. Am. Cauc.
N % N % N % N % N % N %

ABDUCTION 9 100.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ARSON 5 38.5 8 61.5 34 81.0 6 143 7 100.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 22 73.3 7 23.3 13 76.5 1 5.9 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED BURGLARY 10 76.9 3 23.1 33 84.6 2 5.1 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED MENACING 102 65.4 52 33.3 94 78.3 17 142 4 100.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED MURDER; SPEC INTENT CA 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 85.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED RIOT 43 93.5 3 6.5 16 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ROBBERY 140 96.6 5 3.4 235 96.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ARSON 11 28.9 27 71.1 26 65.0 12 30.0 2 66.7 1 333
ASSAULT 466 715 | 168  25.8 272 87.7 25 8.1 1 100.0 0 0.0
CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 145 483 | 152  50.7 249 79.3 55 17.5 | 140 70.7 50 25.3
ENDANGERING CHILDREN 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ESCAPE 2 28.6 3 42.9 13 92.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
EXTORTION 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FELONIOUS ASSAULT 98 80.3 20 16.4 203 88.3 14 6.1 6 100.0 0 0.0
GSI 15 57.7 11 423 53 81.5 12 185 0 0.0 0 0.0
IMPROPER DISCH'G FIREARM AT/INTO 7 100.0 0 0.0 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INCITING TO VIOLENCE 8 80.0 1 10.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INDUCING PANIC 9 45.0 10 50.0 18 94.7 1 5.3 0 0.0 0 0.0
INTIMIDATION OF CRIME VICTIM/WITNESS 10 66.7 5 33.3 33 94.3 1 2.9 0 0.0 0 0.0
INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
KIDNAPPING 19 90.5 2 9.5 43 89.6 2 4.2 0 0.0 0 0.0
MENACING 62 76.5 17 21.0 30 81.1 1 2.7 3 60.0 1 20.0
MENACING BY STALKING 1 33.3 2 66.7 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MURDER 2 100.0 0 0.0 15 93.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RAPE 26 68.4 11 28.9 101 93.5 5 4.6 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIOT 33 97.1 0 0.0 21 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ROBBERY 103 78.0 27 20.5 101 95.3 2 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SEXUAL BATTERY 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 1349 74.2 [ 535 236 | 1383 74.0 | 101 5.4 | 163 885 (52 7.7
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Table 23. Specific Public Order Offenses by Referral Source for African Americans and Caucasians — Referrals to the Court

Referral Source Suburban PD Cleveland PD Parent(s)
Offense Type Afr. Am. Cauc. Afr. Am. Cauc. Afr. Am. Cauc.
N % N % N % N % N % N %
COMPULSORY SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 6 66.7 3 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 38 43.7 48 55.2 8 80.0 1 100 | 4 1000 |0 0.0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 523 72.0 192 26.4 202 845 |16 6.7 | 20 645 |9 0.0
DISRUPTING PUBLIC SERVICE 2 28.6 5 71.4 3 1000 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FIREWORKS 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
GAMBLING 14 93.3 0 0.0 2 1000 | 0 0. 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOITERING FOR PURPOSE OF DRUG ACT'Y 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOITERING TO ENGAGE IN SOLICITATION 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOUD NOISE-MV 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 10 62.5 6 37.5 10 1000 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MISCONDUCT AT AN EMERGENGY 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE 1 16.7 5 83.3 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTING OFFICIAL BUSINESS 155 64.3 84 34.9 143 89.4 6 3.8 0 0.0 0 0.0
PARTICIPATING IN A CRIMINAL GANG 0 0.0 2 100.0 6 1000 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS OF FIREWORKS FOR DISPLAY IN CITY LIMITS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PUBLIC GAMING 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1000 | 0 0. 0 0.0 0 0.0
RESISTING ARREST 86 76.1 25 22.1 68 88.3 4 52 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALE OF FIREWORKS 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SPECIFIC PROHIBITIONS-NOISE 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH EVIDENCE 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 92.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH RECORDS 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Public Order Offenses 848 68.6 372 30.1 461 875 |27 51 | 24 686 |9 25.7




Table 24. Specific Offenses of Violence and Public Order Offenses for African Americans and Caucasians by PD Referral Source - Diversion

Referral Source Suburban PD Cleveland PD
African African
Offense Type American Caucasian American Caucasian
N % N % N % N %

AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED MENACING 4 50.0 4 50.0 3 50 3 50.0
ARSON (ARSON & VALUE LESS THAN $500) 2 22.2 7 77.8 1 50 1 50.0
ASSAULT 18 56.3 14 43.8 0 0.0 0 0.0
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 2 16.7 10 83.3 1 100 0 0.0
INDUCING PANIC 2 333 4 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0
MENACING 4 80.0 1 20.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MENACING BY STALKING 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIOT 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0
ROBBERY 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 32 42.1 44 57.9 7 63.6 4 36.4
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 8 27.6 21 72.4 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 135 67.8 62 31.2 9 90.0 1 10.0
FALSE INFORMATION TO POLICE 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FIREWORKS 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
GAMBLING 3 100.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTION OF OFFICIAL BUSINESS 15 50.0 13 43.3 1 100.0 0 0.0
POSS. FIREWORKS W/IN CITY LMTS 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0
RESISTING ARREST 2 66.7 1 33.3 1 100.0 0 0.0
Total Public Order Offenses 166 61.7 99 36.8 14 93.3 1 6.7
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General Referrals for Disorderly Conduct & Domestic Violence Offenses — Gender, Referral
Source, Race and Age

Gender and Race

In the interest of time, the DMC committee decided that only the referrals data would be pursued
in more detail and diversion was dropped from further analyses. As the result of consultation, the
team decided to pursue information on the referral sources and gender of youth referred to the
Court in general. The team wanted to uncover the areas in Cuyahoga County that were specifically
related to this population and to see if there were any significant differences in the number of girls
and boys in these areas.

Females

Table 27 (see Appendix) provides a detailed account of police department and parent referrals for
disorderly conduct or domestic violence for girls by race. Figures 15 and 16 highlight the most
common sources of referrals for disorderly conduct and domestic violence, respectively, for
females. Data is presented separately for each type of offense, leaving out cases where youth
were charged with both offenses due to low numbers (n=20); however this data is provided in the
Appendix (see Table 27). The most frequent sources of referral for females with disorderly
conduct charges were the Cleveland police (23.4%), Cleveland Heights police (17.9%), and Euclid
police (8.3%). For girls with domestic violence charges, the most common sources of referral were
the Cleveland police (36.4%) and parents (27.1%).

Tables 25 and 26 identify the most common sources of referral for these offenses of interest for
African American and Caucasian girls. Regarding disorderly conduct offenses Table 25 indicates
that, due to the number of cases and percent of cases that were African American females,
geographic areas of interest include Cleveland, Cleveland Heights, and Euclid. Similarly, for girls
with domestic violence offenses, Cleveland, Euclid, and parents were the most common sources of
referral. This information supports the notion of making changes in programs in these areas that
address issues related to these offenses.
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Figure 15. Top 10 Police and Parent(s) Referrals for Disorderly
Conduct (one or more charges) in 2007 - Females
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Table 25. Top 10 Police Departments and Parent(s) Referrals for Disorderly Conduct (one or more
charges) in 2007 by First Referral Source — African American and Caucasian Females

African American Caucasian

n % n %
Bedford 6 66.7 3 33.3
Cleveland 57 83.8 5 7.4
Cleveland Hts. 51 98.1 1 1.9
Euclid 23 95.8 1 4.2
Garfield Hts. 13 92.9 1 7.1
Lakewood 6 33.3 11 61.1
Maple Hts. 13 100.0 0 0.0
Parent(s) 6 54.5 4 36.4
S. Euclid 11 100.0 0 0.0
University Hts. 10 100.0 0 0.0
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Figure 16. Top 6 Police and Parent(s) Referrals for Domestic
Violence (one or more charges) in 2007 - Females
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Table 26. Top 6 Referring Police Departments and Parent(s) for Domestic Violence (one or more
charges) in 2007 by First Referral Source — African American and Caucasian Females

African American Caucasian

n % n %
Cleveland 69 80.2 17 19.8
Euclid 7 87.5 1 12.5
Garfield Hts. 5 62.5 3 375
Maple Hts. 9 90.0 1 10.0
Parent(s) 49 76.6 14 21.9
Parma 0 0.0 7 87.5

Males

As with females, a detailed table is provided in the Appendix for all police departments and
parent(s) referrals for disorderly conduct and domestic violence offenses for males (Table 30).
Since there were so few cases (n=28) with both DC and DV charges, they are not described here —
they are included in the detailed table in the Appendix. Figures 17 and 18 depict the most
common sources of referrals for males with disorderly conduct and domestic violence offenses,
respectively. The most frequent referrals for disorderly conduct for males overall are from the
Cleveland police (25.5%), Cleveland Heights police (11.4%), and Euclid police (8.5%). Boys with
domestic violence offenses were most frequently referred by the Cleveland police (39.7%) and
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parents (16.7%). These sources were also the most common for females charged with these
offenses. No significant gender differences were found.

Tables 28 and 29 show the most common referral sources for African American and Caucasian
males for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence, respectively. Again, reviewing the number of
cases from the most frequent sources of referral, Cleveland, Cleveland Heights and Euclid are of
most concern regarding African Americans with disorderly conduct offenses. Parents and the
Cleveland police, as with females, are shown to be frequently referring males for domestic
violence offenses. No significant gender differences were found.

Figure 17. Top 6 Referring Police Departments for Disorderly
Conduct (one or more charges) in 2007 - Males
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Table 28. Top 6 Referring Police Departments for Disorderly Conduct (one or more charges) in
2007 by First Referral Source — African American and Caucasian Males

African American Caucasian
n % n %

Cleveland 123 87.2 8 5.7
Cleveland Hts. 63 100.0 0 0.0
Euclid 47 100.0 0 0.0
Garfield Hts. 33 94.3 2 5.7
Lakewood 8 36.4 13 59.1
Maple Hts. 27 96.4 1 3.6
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Figure 18. Top 6 Referring Police Departments and Parent(s) for
Domestic Violence (one or more charges) in 2007 - Males
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Table 29. Top 6 Referring Police Departments and Parents for Domestic Violence (one or more
charges) in 2007 by First Referral Source - Males

African American Caucasian
n % n %
Cleveland 93 78.2 20 16.8
Cleveland Hts. 11 91.7 1 8.3
Euclid 13 92.9 1 7.1
Garfield Hts. 8 72.7 3 27.3
Parent(s) 33 66.0 14 28.0
Parma 3 23.1 10 76.9
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Age and Race

In addition to other demographic characteristics, the DMC committee asked the evaluators to
review the youth in this subset by race and age to see if intervention warranted an age-specific
approach. Youth with disorderly conduct, domestic violence and both types of charges were fairly
similar in age. Overall, youth with disorderly conduct offenses (n=846) had a mean age of 15.4
years (S.D. = 1.5), youths with domestic violence charges (n=698) were 15.0 years old, on average
(S.D. = 1.6). Youth with both types of charges (one or more of each) were also 15.0 years old
(n=48; S.D. =1.6) on average. No significant differences were found for age for youth with these
types of offenses.

Table 31 identifies mean ages by race and gender for the communities highlighted in the above
section. Detailed tables of specific ages for all police and parent(s) referrals are included in the
appendix (Tables 32-34).

Table 31. Mean Age (yrs.) for Females, Males and Total Samples for African Americans and
Caucasians with Disorderly Conduct and/or Domestic Violence

| African American | Caucasian | Total Sample
Referral Source F M F M
m (sd) m (sd) m (sd) m (sd) m (sd)
Bedford 15.4(1.5)  15.1(1.2) | 15.3(1.5) 16.5 (.7) 15.3 (1.3)
Cleveland 15.1(1.6)  15.3(1.6) | 15.6(1.2)  15.1(1.6) 15.2 (1.6)
Cleveland Hts. 14.5 (1.5) 14.8 (1.7) | 15.0(n/a) 17.0 (n/a) 14.8 (1.6)
Euclid 15.3 (1.4) 15.3 (1.5) 15.5(.7) 13.0 (n/a) 15.3 (1.5)
Garfield Hts. 149 (17.8) 15.2(1.5) | 15.5(1.3)  15.2(1.3) 15.1 (1.5)
Lakewood 14.8(1.3)  14.4(1.3) | 15.8(1.1) 15.9 (.9) 15.5 (1.2)
Maple Hts. 15.2(1.5)  15.8(1.5) | 17.0(n/fa)  15.0(2.8) 15.6 (1.5)
Parent(s) 14.5(1.7) 145(1.6) | 15.2(1.2) 14.7(1.8) 14.6 (1.6)
Parma 15.5(.7) 15.6 (1.1) 14.8 (2.6) 15.6 (1.9) 15.4 (1.9)
S. Euclid 14.7 (2.2)  14.7(1.8) n/a n/a 14.7 (2.0)
University Hts. 14.3 (1.1) 15.5(1.2) n/a n/a 14.7 (1.3)

General Referrals for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence Offenses - Additional Offenses
Categories of Additional Offenses

The team asked for information regarding all types of charges that were received by youth with
disorderly conduct and/or domestic violence offenses by referral source. Information was
provided describing all charges received by this subset of the sample, including disorderly conduct
and domestic violence offenses. Figure 19 describes the 3 most frequent types of offenses for
these youth. The most common referral sources were: Cleveland PD (29.0%); parent(s) (9.3%);
Cleveland Heights PD (8.2%); Euclid PD (5.2%); Garfield Heights PD (4.9%); Lakewood PD (4.6%);
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and Maple Heights (4.0%). Detailed Table 35 in the Appendix provides data for all referral sources
on total offenses.

Figure 19. Three Most Common Categories of Offenses for
Youth with Disorderly Conduct and/or Domestic Violence
Chargesin 2007
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Specific Offenses of Violence and Public Order Offenses
The team also decided to review specific offenses within the categories of offenses of violence and
public order for those youth with disorderly conduct and/or domestic violence offenses. Detailed
tables 36 and 37 (see Appendix) provide the number and percent of specific violent and public
order offenses, respectively. Figure 20 below highlights the 5 most frequent types of violent
offenses, with domestic violence (56.0%) being the most frequent type followed by assault
(15.9%). This finding indicates a need for programmatic changes to address issues related to
domestic violence for youth. Figure 21 depicts the 3 most frequent types of public order offenses;
most notable are disorderly conduct offenses (79.6%). This finding indicates that some youth may
be eligible for diversion programs if this is their first offense.
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General Referrals for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence - Geography

Figure 20. Five Most Common Types of Violent Offenses for
Youth with DC and/or DV Charges
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Figure 21. Three Most Common Public Order Offenses for
Youth with DC and/or DV Charges
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In an effort to identify more specific regions within Cuyahoga County and Cleveland proper, a
review was made at one DMC team meeting of the following Tables 38 and 39, from the 2007
Juvenile Court Annual Report. This report was used to aid the team in narrowing down smaller
units of interest for targeting intervention. Taking into account the number and types of crimes
committed according to the table, and previously noted findings in these communities, the
committee decided that potential was great for pursuing interventions in the Glenville and Mt.
Pleasant neighborhood of Cleveland.

Table 38. Total Number of Juveniles, Types of Offenses and Cases by Cleveland Neighborhood
Residence from the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court Annual Report 2007

CITY OF CLEVELAND Total Total Total Public

Statistical Planning Area Juveniles Cases Charges Person Property Drug Order Unruly Other

Archwood-Denison 76 103 155 42 45 12 34 22 0
Buckeye-Shaker 90 133 222 44 77 27 46 23 5
Central 159 215 334 95 84 43 45 65 2
Clark-Fulton 192 266 398 99 118 32 86 62 1
Corlett 129 186 262 68 90 18 39 43 4
Cudell 94 142 218 47 62 25 47 34 3
Detroit-Shoreway 120 161 245 68 76 22 40 34 5
Downtown 21 29 42 5 5 10 15 7 0
Edgewater 24 34 74 18 23 14 10 9 0
Euclid-Green 48 77 119 28 37 12 25 13 4
Fairfax 61 105 140 56 27 10 23 23 1
Forest Hills 153 218 290 100 94 14 38 39 5
Glenville 251 348 590 238 132 55 105 54 6
Hough 167 251 377 108 104 35 82 40 8
Industrial Valley 4 9 18 3 6 0 5 3 1
Jefferson 88 115 157 43 31 10 36 36 1
Kamms Corner 35 45 62 19 21 6 10 6 0
Kinsman 91 118 168 42 53 12 22 39 0

of
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Table 38. Total Number of Juveniles, Types of Offenses and Cases by Cleveland Neighborhood of
Residence from the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court Annual Report 2007, cont’d

CITY OF CLEVELAND Total Total Total Public

Statistical Planning Area Juveniles Cases Charges Person Property Drug Order Unruly Other

Lee-Miles 106 161 245 52 88 11 50 40 4
Mt. Pleasant 195 258 353 108 93 24 66 57 5
North Broadway 79 114 177 46 59 18 31 23 0
North Collinwood 112 157 257 66 63 30 62 27 9
Ohio City 83 116 157 54 26 16 32 28 1
Old Brooklyn 128 169 227 65 54 22 28 41 17
Payne Kirtland Park 164 258 354 126 76 8 40 100 4
Puritas-Longmead 86 120 179 42 47 28 29 26 7
Riverside 35 43 55 23 10 6 5 9 2
South Broadway 228 342 554 157 136 51 137 66 7
South Collinwood 120 166 225 46 78 29 41 24 7
St. Clair Superior 123 177 266 71 66 29 71 27 2
Tremont 33 50 78 17 36 2 14 9 0
Union-Miles 173 250 373 87 95 41 90 53 7
University 19 25 25 6 4 2 7 6 0
West Boulevard 131 187 270 84 70 18 53 44 1
Woodland Hills 106 161 220 57 64 13 51 33 2

CITY OF CLEVELAND TOTAL: 3,724 5309 7,886 2,230 2,150 705 1,515 1,165 121
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Table 39. Total Number of Juveniles, Types of Offenses and Cases by Suburb of Residence from
the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court Annual Report 2007

Total

Statistical Planning Area Juveniles

SUBURB

Bay Village 39
Beachwood 18
Bedford 78
Bedford Heights. 84
Bentleyville 3
Berea 68
Bratenahl 1
Brecksville 20
Broadview Heights 46
Brooklyn 56
Brooklyn Heights 3
Brookpark 82
Chagrin Falls 14
Cleveland Heights 402
East Cleveland 181
Euclid 342
Fairview Park 64
Garfield Heights 261
Gates Mills 7
Glenwillow 3
Highland Hills 38
Highland Heights 9
Hunting Valley 1

Total

Total

Cases Charges Person Property

88

27

126

130

119

39

72

70

138

17

611

281

513

97

410

58

12

165

34

178

193

149

77

125

89

214

14

741

398

593

159

547

10

44

30

55

15

21

53

185

98

138

49

154

63

16

44

62

27

46

66

13

95

215

126

199

33

130

Public

Drug Order Unruly Other

34

13

11

11

34

39

41

10

34

34

40

41

25

15

21

26

16

216

86

156

39

126

24

33

50

31

18

38

79

37

51

26

95

12

12
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Table 39. Total Number of Juveniles, Types of Offenses and Cases by Suburb of Residence from
the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court Annual Report 2007, cont’d

Statistical Planning Area Total

SUBURB Juveniles
Independence 12
Lakewood 279
Lyndhurst 20
Maple Heights 222
Mayfield 3
Mayfield Heights 34
Middleburg Heights 29
Moreland Hills 1
Newburgh Heights 11
North Olmsted 86
North Randall 6
North Royalton 51
Oakwood 24
Olmsted Falls 16
Olmsted Township 17
Orange 6
Parma 272
Parma Heights 66
Pepper Pike 10
Richmond Heights 74
Rocky River 59
Seven Hills 19
Shaker Heights 148
Solon 45
South Euclid 157

Total

Cases

16

434

24

334

41

52

13

145

84

36

24

18

388

103

14

113

101

22

228

81

239

Total

Public

Charges Person Property Drug Order

12

638

47

476

79

98

17

194

96

49

31

27

10

634

218

18

134

132

21

311

109

318

3

106

132

26

12

160

26

12

15

107

24

86

3

233

14

126

28

61

62

37

13

10

254

101

70

38

82

35

93

0

35

24

13

25

40

44

24

16

13

27

0

123

14

126

53

11

12

74

21

27

44

77

14

71

Unruly Other

5

135

66

96

25

24

26

23

41

1

6
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Table 39. Total Number of Juveniles, Types of Offenses and Cases by Suburb of Residence from
the Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court Annual Report 2007, cont’d

Total Total Total Public

Statistical Planning Area Juveniles Cases Charges Person Property Drug Order Unruly Other
Strongsville 75 93 101 18 29 21 11 21 1
University Heights 40 50 77 16 34 2 17 8 0
Valley View 5 11 18 7 2 5 2 2 0
Walton Hills 2 3 6 2 0 1 3 0 0
Warrensville Heights 129 195 260 56 88 17 50 41 8
Westlake 66 108 177 13 87 12 32 25 8
Woodmere 7 7 9 1 3 2 1 2 0
SUBURB TOTAL 3,811 5,834 8,136 1,808 2,704 628 1,704 1,173 119
OUT OF COUNTY 318 399 601 171 181 89 110 27 23
UNKNOWN STATISTICAL 37 39 56 14 12 12 13 5 0
PLANNING AREA

CLEVELAND TOTAL 3,724 5,309 7,886 2,230 2,150 705 1,515 1,165 121
GRAND TOTAL 7.890 11581 16,679 4.223 5,047 1434 3,342 2370 263

Glenville and Mt. Pleasant

Following this decision, additional neighborhood data was provided to the evaluators for review of
the Glenville and Mt. Pleasant neighborhoods in Cleveland. Specifically, evaluators were asked to
review data for age, race, gender, referral source and offense type.

Demographics

For 2007, a total of 189 youth were identified as court-involved in the Glenville neighborhood. By
far, most were African American (98.9%; n=187); one youth was Caucasian (.5%) and one was
Other (.5%). Most were male (79.9%; n=151), while females made up a significant minority (20.1%;
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n=38). All girls were African American, and the two non-African Americans were both male. Mean
age for youth in this neighborhood was 15.9 (SD=1.7). The mean age for girls was 15.4 (SD=1.8),
with a wide range from 9.8 to 18.0 years in age. Boys’ mean age was slightly higher at 16.1 years
(SD=1.6). Similarly, the range in ages was also great: 8.2 to 18.1 years.

Mt. Pleasant youth who were court-involved in 2007 (n=141) were of similar age (M=16.0;
SD=1.5), with a smaller overall range (12.2-18.7 years). Most youth were African American (99.3%;
n=140), with one male Hispanic also making up the group (.7%). As with Glenville, all females were
African American, but girls made up a higher percentage than those of Glenville with 32.6% (n=46)
of the total 141 Mt. Pleasant youth. The mean age for girls was 16.0 years (SD=1.5) with a more
modest range of 12.3 to 18.7 years. Just over two-thirds were male (67.4%; n=95), and 98.9%
(n=94) were African American. The mean age for boys was 16.0 years (SD=1.6) with a similar range
to the girls of 12.2 to 18.5 years. Figure 22 presents the neighborhoods by gender in 2007.

Figure 22. Glenville and Mt. Pleasant by Gender
2007
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Glenville Mt. Pleasant

Referral Sources

Since the populations of these neighborhoods are nearly all African American, data on the referral
sources and offense types will be presented highlighting gender and including only African
American youth. The total 330 youth from Glenville and Mt. Pleasant accounted for a total of 760
cases, or incidents, of offense. Detailed referral sources for these incidents are presented in Table
40 for African American youth. The 189 Glenville youth account for 441 cases, and Mt. Pleasant
youth (n=141) account for 319 cases. Highlighted in Table 40 are the most common sources of
referral: Cleveland PD (67.0% (n=294) for Glenville and 58.7% (n=186) for Mt. Pleasant); Cleveland
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Hts. PD for Glenville (6.6%; n=29); Shaker Hts. PD for Mt. Pleasant (5.0%; n=16). These figures are
similar across gender, with the exception of parents for Glenville girls (n=12) and citizen referrals

for Mt. Pleasant girls (n=11).

Table 40. 2007 Referral Sources for African American Youth in Glenville and Mt. Pleasant

Referral Source Glenville Mt. Pleasant
Female Male Total Female Male Total
n % n % n % n % n % n %

Beachwood PD 0 0.0 1 1000 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Bedford PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 333 2 66.7 3 0.9
Bedford Hts. PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.6
Brooklyn PD 0 0.0 2 1000 | 2 0.5 0 0.0 2 1000| 2 0.6
Brookpark PD 1 1000| O 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Citizen 2 250 6 75.0 8 1.8 |11 917 1 8.3 12 3.8
City of Cleveland Sch Adm 0 0.0 2 1000 | 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Cleveland PD 42 143 | 252 85.7 | 294 67.0 |42 226 |144 77.4 |186 58.7
Cleveland Hts. PD 11 379 | 18 62.1 | 29 6.6 5 714 2 28.6 7 2.2
CMHA 2 1000| O 0.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
E. Cleveland PD 5 50.0 5 50.0 | 10 2.3 3 333 6 66.7 2.8
Euclid PD 2 105 | 17 89.5 | 19 4.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Garfield Hts. PD 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.5 2 133 | 13 86.7 | 15 4.7
Highland Hts. PD 1 1000| O 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
John Adams HS (Cleve) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0.6
JFK HS (Cleve) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1000 O 0.0 3 0.9
Joseph Landis Elem (Cleve) 0 0.0 2 1000 | 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Juvenile Ct. 5 455 6 545 | 11 2.5 4 444 5 55.6 9 2.8
Lakewood PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1000 | 2 0.6
Maple Hts. PD 0 0.0 2 1000 2 0.5 1 200 4 80.0 5 1.6
Max Hayes VHS (Cleve) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 1 0.3
Mayfield Hts. PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 1 0.3
N. Olmsted PD 1 1000| O 0.0 1 0.2 1 333 2 66.7 3 0.9
Oakwood PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1000| 3 0.9
Other 0 0.0 3 1000 3 0.7 1 250 3 75.0 4 1.3
Other Cty. 0 0.0 3 100.0| 3 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Other Juvenile Ct. 1 500 1 50.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 5 1000 5 1.6
Other Law Enforcement 0 0.0 12 100.0 | 12 2.7 0 0.0 1 1000 | 1 0.3
Parent(s) 12 522 | 11 478 | 23 5.2 4 444 5 55.6 9 2.8
Parma PD 0 0.0 1 1000 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Retail 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 1 0.3
Richmond Hts. PD 0 0.0 2 1000 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Shaker Hts. PD 0 0.0 2 1000 2 0.5 4 250 | 12 75.0 | 16 5.0
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Table 40. 2007 Referral Sources for African American Youth in Glenville and Mt. Pleasant, cont’d

Referral Source Glenville Mt. Pleasant
Female Male Total Female Male Total

n % n % n % n % n % n %
Solon PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 1000 | 4 1.3
S. Euclid PD 0 0.0 3 1000 3 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
University Hts. PD 0 0.0 1 100.0]| 1 0.2 1 100.0| O 0.0 1 0.3
Warrensville Hts. PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 286 5 71.4 7 2.2
Warrensville Twp. PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1000 | 2 0.6
Westlake PD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0.6
Total 86 19.6 | 353 80.4 |439 100.0 |92 29.0 |225 71.0 |317 100.0

Similar to county-wide findings, the most frequent sources of referral are the Cleveland PD,
Suburban police and parents, as noted in Table 41 for categorized sources. This holds true across
neighborhoods and gender. As noted above, there are some exceptions: 11 cases referred by
citizens in Mt. Pleasant were for girls, and 12 cases were referred by parents for Glenville girls.
Although this is substantially less than the police department referrals, this is the third most
frequent source of referral for girls and may have some impact on intervention planning. Girls may
also be of particular interest in this neighborhood due to their sizable minority (32.6%).

Table 41. 2007 Referral Sources for African American Youth in Glenville and Mt. Pleasant -

Categories
Referral Source Glenville Mt. Pleasant
Female Male Total Female Male Total

% n % n % n % n % n %
Citizen 2 25.0 6 75.0 8 1.8 11 91.7 1 8.3 12 3.8
Cleveland Elem. 0 0.0 2 1000 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Cleveland PD 42 143 | 252 857 [ 294 67.0 |42 226 |144 774 | 186 58.7
Cleveland HS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 83.3 1 16.7 6 1.9
Cleveland Sch Adm 0 0.0 2 1000 | 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CMHA 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Juvenile Ct. 5 45.5 6 54.5 11 2.5 4 444 5 55.6 9 2.8
Other 0 0.0 3 1000 | 3 0.7 1 250 3 75.0 4 1.3
Other Cty 0 0.0 3 1000 3 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Other Juvenile Ct. 1 500 1 50.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 5 1000| 5 1.6
Other Law
Enforcement 0 0.0 12 100.0 | 12 2.7 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
Parent(s) 12 52.2 11  47.8 23 5.2 4 444 5 55.6 9 2.8
Retail 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000)| O 0.0 1 0.3
Suburban PD 22 28.6 55 71.4 77 175 | 24 28.6 60 71.4 | 84 26.5
Total 86 19.6 [ 353 80.4 |[439 100.0|92 29.0 | 225 71.0 |317 100.0

53




Offenses

Violent Offenses. Specific types of offenses for which youth were charged in Glenville and Mt.
Pleasant in 2007 are presented in Table 42 and Table 43. Table 43 provides a detailed account of
the number and types of offenses by gender and community. Table 42 summarizes the types of
offenses by gender and neighborhood. Highlighted in Table 43 are the most common categories of
offense as well as specific offense types. As seen with the overall county data, the most frequent
types of offenses are those of violence and property offenses. Violent offenses (31.4%; n=138)
seem to be most impacted by domestic violence and assault charges. These particular offenses
make up nearly 14% (n=60) of total charges for Glenville for both males and females combined.
Furthermore, this finding holds for both genders. For girls, charges of assault (n=7) and domestic
violence (n=14) make up the most frequently identified offenses both within the violent offense
category as well as across all others.

A similar finding was made for Mt. Pleasant where violent offenses made up 36.4% (115) and
property offenses made up 27.8% (n=88) of the total number of offenses for youth in this
neighborhood. Again, domestic violence and assault charges largely account for this high percent
of violent offenses across gender.

Property Offenses. Property offenses were similarly high for females and males in these two
neighborhoods. A total of 27.3% (n=120) of cases for Glenville were for property offenses (n=23
for girls and n=97 for boys). Mt. Pleasant’s total cases with property offenses were similar at
27.8% (n=88). Girls accounted for 25 cases and boys for 63. Contributing to this high incidence is
the number of thefts (7.8% of total cases; n=24), receiving stolen property (4.6% of total cases;
n=34) and criminal trespassing (4.6% of total cases; n=20) for Glenville youth. Theft (8.5% of total
cases; n=27) and receiving stolen property (6.3% of total cases; n=20) were the most frequent
property offenses of both male and female youth in Mt. Pleasant.

Although not nearly as high as violent and property offenses, it should be noted that there are also
many drug offenses for males when viewing the most frequent specific offenses for both
neighborhoods. Drug possession is of particular interest since this offense includes the highest
number of cases for males in each community. Glenville has 35 (8.0%) drug possession cases (all
males), and Mt. Pleasant has 18 cases (5.7%) which are also all males.
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Table 42. Offense Categories for African American Youth in Glenville and Mt. Pleasant - 2007

Glenville Mt. Pleasant

Offense Type Females Males Total Females Males Total

% N % N % N % N % N %
Total Drug Offenses 1 1.8 55 98.2 56 12.8 0 0.0 26 100.0 26 8.2
Total Misc. Offenses 1 12.5 7 87.5 8 1.8 2 22.2 7 77.8 9 2.8
Total Offenses of Violence 37 26.8 101 73.2 138 314 45 39.1 70 60.9 115 36.4
Total Person Offenses 3 75.0 1 25.0 4 0.9 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
Total Property Offenses 23 19.2 97 80.8 120 27.3 25 28.4 63 71.6 88 27.8
Total Public Order Offenses 10 20.8 38 79.2 48 10.9 10 25.6 29 74.4 39 12.3
Total Status Offenses 2 25.0 6 75.0 8 1.8 1 25.0 3 75.0 4 1.3
Total Weapons Offenses 1 33 29 96.7 30 6.8 4 22.2 14 77.8 18 5.7
Total Technical Violation 8 29.6 19 70.4 27 6.2 5 31.3 11 68.8 16 5.1
Grand Totals 86 19.6 353 80.4 439 100.0 92 29.1 224 70.9 316 100.0
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Table 43. Specific Offenses by African American Youth in Glenville and Mt. Pleasant - 2007

Glenville Mt. Pleasant

Offense Type Females Males Total Females Males Total

N % N % N % N % N % N %
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE 0 0.0 6 100.0 6 1.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG POSSESSION 0 0.0 35 100.0 35 8.0 0 0.0 18 100.0 18 5.7
SALE TO UNDERAGE PERSONS 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
TRAFFICKING 0 0.0 12 100.0 12 2.7 0 0.0 7 100.0 7 2.2
USE, POSSESSION, SALE OF DRUG PAR. 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Drug Offenses 1 1.8 55 98.2 56 12.8 0 0.0 26 100.0 26 8.2
FAILURE TO COMPLY 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.5 1 14.3 6 85.7 7 2.2
MISCELLANEOUS 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
Total Misc. & N/A 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.7 1 12.5 7 87.5 8 2.5
OBSTRUCTION OF OFFICIAL BUSINESS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 14.3 12 85.7 14 4.4
Total Obstruction of Off. Bus. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 14.3 12 85.7 14 4.4
AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 0.0 5 100.0 5 1.1 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0.3
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.5 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.6
AGGRAVATED BURGLARY 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 3 50.0 3 50.0 6 1.9
AGGRAVATED MENACING 1 20.0 4 80.0 5 1.1 10 76.9 3 23.1 13 4.1
AGGRAVATED RIOT 0 0.0 4 100.0 4 0.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ROBBERY 1 6.7 14 93.3 15 3.4 0 0.0 12 100.0 12 3.8
ARSON 0 0.0 7 100.0 7 1.6 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
ASSAULT 7 23.3 23 76.7 30 6.8 12 444 15 55.6 27 8.5
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 14  46.7 16 53.3 30 6.8 11  47.8 12 52.2 23 7.3
ENDANGERING CHILDREN 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0.3
ESCAPE 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 0.5 3 50.0 3 50.0 6 1.9
EXTORTION 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FELONIOUS ASSAULT 2 33.3 4 66.7 6 1.4 3 25.0 9 75.0 12 3.8
GSlI 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 43. Specific Offenses by African American Youth in Glenville and Mt. Pleasant — 2007, cont’d

Glenville Mt. Pleasant
Offense Type Females Males Total Females Males Total
N % N % N % N % N % N %

IMPROPER DISCH'G FIREARM AT/INTO 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
MENACING 2 50.0 2 50.0 4 0.9 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.9
MURDER 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RAPE 4 44.4 5 55.6 9 2.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIOT 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ROBBERY 1 7.7 12 92.3 13 3.0 0 0.0 6 100.0 6 1.9
SEXUAL BATTERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
Total Offenses of Violence 37 26.8 101 73.2 138 314 |45 39.1 70 60.9 115 36.3
COMPLICITY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
PANDERING OBSCENITY INVOLV. MINOR | 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SEXUAL IMPOSITION 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNLAWFUL RESTRAINT 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Person Offenses 3 75.0 1 25.0 4 0.9 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
AGGRAVATED TRESPASS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
BREAKING AND ENTERING 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
BURGLARY 1 14.3 6 85.7 7 1.6 1 14.3 6 85.7 7 2.2
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ON SCHOOL PROP. 2 50.0 2 50.0 4 0.9 1 33.3 2 66.7 3 0.9
CRIMINAL DAMAGING 2 18.2 9 81.8 11 2.5 2 22.2 7 77.8 9 2.8
CRIMINAL; TRESPASS 5 25.0 15 75.0 20 4.6 4 40.0 6 60.0 10 3.2
FALSIFICATION 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.5 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.6
POSSESSING CRIMINAL TOOLS 1 11.1 8 88.9 9 2.1 1 33.3 2 66.7 3 0.9
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 0 0.0 20 100.0 20 4.6 2 10.0 18 90.0 20 6.3
THEFT 10 294 24 70.6 34 7.7 13 48.1 14 51.9 27 8.5
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF MOTOR

VEHICLE 1 11.1 8 88.9 9 2.1 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.9
VANDALISM 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.5 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.9
Total Property Offenses 23 19.2 97 80.8 120 27.3 25 28.4 63 71.6 88 27.8
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Table 43. Specific Offenses by African American Youth in Glenville and Mt. Pleasant — 2007, cont’d

Glenville Mt. Pleasant

Offense Type Females Males Total Females Males Total

N % % N % N % N % N %
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 9 36.0 16 64.0 25 5.7 7 33.3 14 66.7 21 6.6
DISRUPTING PUBLIC SERVICE 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
GAMBLING 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOITERING FOR PURPOSE OF DRUG
ACT'Y 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
OBSTRUCTING OFFICIAL BUSINESS 0 0.0 11 100.0 11 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RESISTING ARREST 1 16.7 5 83.3 6 1.4 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.6
TAMPERING WITH EVIDENCE 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Public Order Offenses 10 20.8 38 79.2 48 10.9 8 32.0 17 68.0 25 7.9
CURFEW 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
UNRULY 2 28.6 5 71.4 7 1.6 1 33.3 2 66.7 3 0.9
Total Status Offenses 2 25.0 6 75.0 8 1.8 1 25.0 3 75.0 4 1.3
PROBATION VIOLATION 8 29.6 19 70.4 27 6.2 5 31.3 11 68.8 16 5.0
Total Technical Viol. (Prob. Viol.) 8 29.6 19 70.4 27 6.2 5 31.3 11 68.8 16 5.0
ATTEMPT 1 20.0 4 80.0 5 1.1 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.6
Total Attempted Off. (various) 1 20.0 4 80.0 5 1.1 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 0.6
CARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS 1 4.3 22 95.7 23 5.2 3 23.1 10 76.9 13 4.1
HAVING WEAPONS WHILE UNDER DISAB. | 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.3
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT
PUB 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. OF DEADLY WEAPON/DEADLY
ORD 0 0.0 5 100.0 5 1.1 1 25.0 3 75.0 4 1.3
Total Weapons Offenses 1 3.3 29 96.7 30 6.8 4 22.2 14 77.8 18 5.7
Grand Totals 86 19.6 353 80.4 439 1000 |92 29.0 225 71.0 317 100.0




Recommendations
¢ Discuss recommendations for intervention(s) that could address the findings

0 Work to ensure that demographic data is available for all youth at each decision point —
needed for ongoing monitoring and measurement of change.

0 Utilize existing MIS personnel, or others, to regularly collect and provide ongoing
monitoring of RRI’s in Cuyahoga County and other relevant data for specific neighborhoods
targeted for intervention.

0 Create specific DMC interventions for the Glenville and Mt. Pleasant neighborhoods in
Cleveland — including means of addressing (any or all) violent, property and drug offenses.
Consideration should be given to programming to aid girls in Mt. Pleasant in particular.

0 Consider altering diversion programs to include best practices, to be available to all eligible
youth in a timely manner.

0 Consider police training regarding disorderly conduct charges and diversion eligibility.

0 Create specific services for youth with domestic violence offenses — either via existing or
enhanced diversion programs or separate programs.

0 Increase awareness of services and resources for all parents, but particularly for African
American parents, regarding filing formal complaints against their children and
implications for diversion.

e Describe the link between the recommended intervention and the assessment findings

Lack of comprehensive data for some decision points precluded the team from obtaining accurate
information regarding the demographic characteristics of some youth — particularly for those
youth in secure confinement. Although not missing demographic data in large numbers, many
cases in the diversion data were missing information on offenses. Much of the data received was
difficult to analyze without a great deal of cleaning and review. Such necessary efforts prevented
analyses from being completed in a timelier manner.

Although the neighborhoods of Glenville and Mt. Pleasant mirror the county as a whole, to some
extent, they each have differences to consider. Violent offenses, property offenses and some drug
offenses all warrant further attention. The large number of female youth offenders in Mt. Pleasant
leads naturally to consideration of female-specific interventions.

Reviewing non-diversion as well as diversion referrals indicates a potential for refining and
enhancing diversion programs; lack of court-sponsored (CDP) programs in some areas indicates
the need to establish programs in these communities (e.g., Cleveland Heights).

Finding that relatively fewer African Americans are referred to diversion indicates that effort
should be made to work with police departments to increase their awareness of CDP. It would also
be beneficial for the municipalities providing CDP services to review best practices for diversion.
Efforts should also be made to review the level of cultural competence in existing programs.
Finally, the team recognized the need to increase the capacity of the city of Cleveland CDP due to
the high volume of youth in the city of Cleveland.
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Due to the high percentage of African American parents referring youth for domestic violence
offenses, and the lack of specific programming either within or outside of diversion programs, the
creation of specific programming for issues related to this offense is recommended.

A high percent of African American parent referrals indicates a need to increase awareness for
parents to understand the ramifications of making formal charges against their children. This also
indicates a need for early intervention with this population.

¢ Identify objectives and expected outcome for intervention

Ensure 100% demographic data availability for all nine decision points of the RRI. Creation of
integrated database for diversion program information that still ensures the lack of official records
for youth in diversion. Assessment reports for quarterly RRI and other data for the entire county
and/or community(ies) of interest.

Creation and evaluation of pilot interventions for Glenville and Mt. Pleasant neighborhoods
regarding selected topics of focus.

Create a review of existing diversion programs and consider the addition of more diversion
programs for youth in areas currently without such services. Establishment of best practices for
existing programs. Increase capacity of the CDP program in the city of Cleveland in particular.

Review existing diversion programs for cultural competency. Written assessment of cultural
competency for relevant programs.

Consider creating pilot program to address domestic violence related issues for targeted area(s).
Assessment of pilot program outcomes.

Create means of increasing awareness among African American population regarding filing
charges on youth, availability of youth services and resources for targeted area(s).

o Describe resources needed to implement intervention

Increased capacity to collect and analyze data - particularly data related to the RRI for the county
on a quarterly basis. Verification of all demographic data for youth. Streamline means of collecting
and managing diversion data while keeping diverted cases unofficial.

Creation of committees to address each area of outcome: diversion, domestic violence, specific

issues for identified neighborhoods, and awareness of resources for African Americans in
particular.
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RRI Tables

AREA REPORTED
State : OHIO

County: Cuyahoga

Data Entry Section

Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007

through 31-DEC-2007

Native
Hawaiian American
Black or  Hispanic orother  Indian or
Total African-  or Pacific Alaska Other/  All
Youth White American Latino Asian Islanders  Native Mixed Minorities
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17)) 152,879 | 84,754 56,939 8,052 | 2,752 0 0 382 68,125
2. Juvenile Arrests 6,816 2,881 3,710 80 22 3 0 120 3,935
3. Refer to Juvenile Court 8,667 2,164 6,224 251 14 0 0 14 6,503
4. Cases Diverted 1,626 896 685 29 8 0 0 8 730
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 3,529 526 2,871 127 0 0 0 5 3,003
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed) 8,407 2,073 6,066 242 12 0 0 14 6,334
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings 6,365 1,818 4,336 193 2 0 0 16 4,547
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement 2,857 755 2,000 94 3 0 0 5 2,102
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 504 6 404 23 0 0 0 1 428
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 81 1 71 9 0 0 0 0 80
Meets 1% rule? Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No

5. DATA SOURCES & NOTES
Item 1. U.S. Census

Item 3: Juvenile Court

Item 5: Juvenile Court

Item 7: Juvenile Court

Item 9: Juvenile Court

Item 2: Local Law Enforcement (58 out of 70 reporting)
Item 4: Juvenile Court

Item 6: Juvenile Court

Item 8: Juvenile Court

Item 10: Juvenile Court
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. AREA REPORTED

State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga

2. MINORITY GROUP:

Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007
through 31-DEC-2007

Black or African-American

Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence Rate Significant?
White - White Minority | - Minority Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17)
84,754 56,939
2. Juvenile Arrests
2.881 33.99 3,710 65.16 1.92 Yes
3. Refer to Juvenile Court
2,164 25.53 6,224 109.31 4.28 Yes
4, Cases Diverted
896 41.40 685 11.01 0.27 Yes
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention
526 24.31 2,871 46.13 1.90 Yes
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed)
2,073 95.79 6,066 97.46 1.02 Yes
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings
1818 87.70 4,336 71.48 0.82 Yes
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement
755 41.53 2,000 46.13 1.11 Yes
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 76 4.18 404 9.32 2.23 Yes
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 o 117 2496 Yes
release 2/16/04
Definitions of rates:
Recommended Base Base Used
2. Juveniles Arrested - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth
3. Referrals to Juvenile Court - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth

4. Juveniles Diverted before adjudication - rate per 100
referrals

per 100 referrals

5.

Juveniles Detained - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

6.

Juveniles Petitioned - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

7. Juveniles found to be delinquent - rate per 100 youth petitioned (charged)

per 100 youth petitioned

8. Juveniles placed on probation - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

9. Juveniles placed in secure correctional facilities - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

10. Juveniles transferred to adult court - rate per 100 youth petitioned

per 100 youth petitioned
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1. AREA REPORTED
State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga

2. MINORITY GROUP:

Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007
through 31-DEC-2007

Hispanic or Latino

Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence Rate Significant?
White - White Minority | - Minority Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17)
84,754 8,052
2. Juvenile Arrests
2,881 33.99 80 9.94 0.29 Yes
3. Refer to Juvenile Court
2,164 25.53 251 31.17 1.22 Yes
4. Cases Diverted
896 41.40 29 11.55 0.28 Yes
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention
596 24.31 197 50.60 2.08 Yes
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed)
2,073 95.79 242 96.41 1.01 No
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings
1818 87.70 193 79.75 0.91 Yes
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement 4153 48.70 117 No
755 94
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 76 4.18 23 11.92 2.85 Yes
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 9 3.72 77.10 Yes
release 2/16/04
Definitions of rates:
Recommended Base Base Used
2. Juveniles Arrested - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth
3. Referrals to Juvenile Court - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth

4. Juveniles Diverted before adjudication - rate per 100

referrals

per 100 referrals

5. Juveniles Detained - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

6. Juveniles Petitioned - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

7. Juveniles found to be delinquent - rate per 100 youth petitioned (charged)

per 100 youth petitioned

8. Juveniles placed on probation - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

9. Juveniles placed in secure correctional facilities - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinguent

10. Juveniles transferred to adult court - rate per 100 youth petitioned

per 100 youth petitioned
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1. AREA REPORTED 2. MINORITY GROUP: Asian
State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007
through 31-DEC-2007
Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence Rate Significant?
White - White Minority | - Minority Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17)
84,754 2,752
2. Juvenile Arrests
2.881 33.99 99 7.99 0.24 Yes
3. Refer to Juvenile Court
2,164 25.53 14 5.09 0.20 Yes
4. Cases Diverted 606 41.40 8| 57.14 1.38 No
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 526 2431 i Yes
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed)
2,073 95.79 12 85.71 0.89 No
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings L8 87.70 2 16.67 0.19 Yes
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement . 4153 3| 15000 361 Yes
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 76 4.18 - No
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 - No
release 2/16/04
Definitions of rates:
Recommended Base Base Used
2. Juveniles Arrested - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth
3. Referrals to Juvenile Court - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth

4. Juveniles Diverted before adjudication - rate per 100

referrals

per 100 referrals

5. Juveniles Detained - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

6. Juveniles Petitioned - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

7. Juveniles found to be delinquent - rate per 100 youth petitioned (charged)

per 100 youth petitioned

8. Juveniles placed on probation - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

9. Juveniles placed in secure correctional facilities - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

10. Juveniles transferred to adult court - rate per 100 youth petitioned

per 100 youth petitioned
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1. AREA REPORTED

2. MINORITY GROUP:

Native Hawaiian or other Pacific

Islanders
State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007
through 31-DEC-2007
Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence Rate Significant?
White - White Minority | - Minority Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17) i
84,754
2. Juvenile Arrests
2,881 33.99 3
3. Refer to Juvenile Court
2,164 25.53 - -
4, Cases Diverted
896 41.40 - -
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 2431 i )
526
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed)
2,073 95.79 - -
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings
87.70 - -
1,818
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement
41.53 - -
755
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 76 4.18 - )
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 - -

release 2/16/04

Definitions of rates:

Recommended Base Base Used
2. Juveniles Arrested - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth
3. Referrals to Juvenile Court - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth

4. Juveniles Diverted before adjudication - rate per 100

referrals

per 100 referrals

5. Juveniles Detained - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

6. Juveniles Petitioned - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

7. Juveniles found to be delinquent - rate per 100 youth petitioned (charged)

per 100 youth petitioned

8. Juveniles placed on probation - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

9. Juveniles placed in secure correctional facilities - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

10. Juveniles transferred to adult court - rate per 100 youth petitioned

per 100 youth petitioned
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1. AREA REPORTED

2. MINORITY GROUP:

American Indian or Alaska

Native
State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007
through 31-DEC-2007
Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence Rate Significant?
White - White Minority | - Minority Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17) i
84,754
2. Juvenile Arrests
2,881 33.99 - -
3. Refer to Juvenile Court
2,164 25.53 - -
4, Cases Diverted
896 41.40 - -
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 2431 i )
526
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed)
2,073 95.79
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings
87.70 - -
1,818
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement
41.53 - -
755
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 76 4.18 - )
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 - -
release 2/16/04
Definitions of rates:
Recommended Base Base Used
2. Juveniles Arrested - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth
3. Referrals to Juvenile Court - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth

4. Juveniles Diverted before adjudication - rate per 100

referrals

per 100 referrals

5. Juveniles Detained - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

6. Juveniles Petitioned - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

7. Juveniles found to be delinquent - rate per 100 youth petitioned (charged)

per 100 youth petitioned

8. Juveniles placed on probation - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

9. Juveniles placed in secure correctional facilities - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

10. Juveniles transferred to adult court - rate per 100 youth petitioned

per 100 youth petitioned
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1. AREA REPORTED
State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga

2. MINORITY GROUP:

Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007
through 31-DEC-2007

Other/ Mixed

Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence Rate Significant?
White - White Minority | - Minority Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17)
84,754 382
2. Juvenile Arrests
2.881 33.99 120 314.14 9.24 Yes
3. Refer to Juvenile Court
2,164 25.53 14 36.65 1.44 No
4. Cases Diverted 606 41.40 8| 57.14 1.38 No
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 526 2431 5 3571 147 No
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed)
2,073 95.79 14 100.00 1.04 No
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings
1818 87.70 16 114.29 1.30 Yes
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement . 4153 5 31.95 0.75 No
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 76 4.18 1 6.25 1.50 No
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 - No
release 2/16/04
Definitions of rates:
Recommended Base Base Used
2. Juveniles Arrested - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth
3. Referrals to Juvenile Court - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth

4. Juveniles Diverted before adjudication - rate per 100

referrals

per 100 referrals

5. Juveniles Detained - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

6. Juveniles Petitioned - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

7. Juveniles found to be delinquent - rate per 100 youth petitioned (charged)

per 100 youth petitioned

8. Juveniles placed on probation - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

9. Juveniles placed in secure correctional facilities - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

10. Juveniles transferred to adult court - rate per 100 youth petitioned

per 100 youth petitioned
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1. AREA REPORTED 2. MINORITY GROUP: All Minorities
State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007
through 31-DEC-2007
Data Items Total Rate of Total Rate of Relative | Statistically
Number of | Occurrence | Number of | Occurrence Rate Significant?
White - White Minority | - Minority Index (p<.05)
Youth Youth Youth Youth
1. Population at risk (age 10 through 17)
84,754 68,125
2. Juvenile Arrests
2.881 33.99 3,935 57.76 1.70 Yes
3. Refer to Juvenile Court
2,164 25.53 6,503 95.46 3.74 Yes
4, Cases Diverted
896 41.40 730 11.23 0.27 Yes
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention
526 24.31 3,003 46.18 1.90 Yes
6. Cases Petitioned (Charge Filed)
2,073 95.79 6,334 97.40 1.02 Yes
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings
1818 87.70 4,547 71.79 0.82 Yes
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement
755 41.53 2,102 46.23 1.11 Yes
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 76 4.18 428 9.41 2.25 Yes
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1 0.05 . 1.96 96.18 Yes
release 2/16/04
Definitions of rates:
Recommended Base Base Used
2. Juveniles Arrested - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth
3. Referrals to Juvenile Court - rate per 1000 population per 1000 youth

4. Juveniles Diverted before adjudication - rate per 100

referrals

per 100 referrals

5. Juveniles Detained - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

6. Juveniles Petitioned - rate per 100 referrals

per 100 referrals

7. Juveniles found to be delinquent - rate per 100 youth petitioned (charged)

per 100 youth petitioned

8. Juveniles placed on probation - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

9. Juveniles placed in secure correctional facilities - rate per 100 youth found delinquent

per 100 youth found delinquent

10. Juveniles transferred to adult court - rate per 100 youth petitioned

per 100 youth petitioned
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Relative Rate Index Compared with White Juveniles

State : OHIO
County: Cuyahoga

Reporting Period 01-JAN-

2007

through 31-DEC-2007

Native
Hawaiian American
Black or or other  Indian or
African-  Hispanic Pacific Alaska Other/ All
American or Latino Asian Islanders Native Mixed Minorities
2. Juvenile Arrests 1.92 0.29 0.24 0.00 - 9.24 1.70
3. Refer to Juvenile Court 4.28 1.22 0.20 —- 1.44 3.74
4. Cases Diverted 0.27 0.28 1.38 - 1.38 0.27
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 1.90 2.08 —-- 1.47 1.90
6. Cases Petitioned 1.02 1.01 0.89 - 1.04 1.02
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings 0.82 0.91 0.19 —-- 1.30 0.82
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement 1.11 1.17 3.61 —- 0.75 1.11
Secure duvenile Conectonal Facliies 223 285w ~ 150 225
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 24.26 77.10 —- 26.18
Group meets 1% threshold? Yes Yes Yes No No No

release 2/16/04
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Population Based Relative Rate Index Values

Reporting Period 01-JAN-2007

State : OHIO through 31-DEC-2007
County: Cuyahoga

Native
Hawaiian American
Black or  Hispanic or other  Indian or
African-  or Pacific Alaska Other/  All
White American Latino Asian Islanders  Native Mixed Minorities
2. Juvenile Arrests 1.00 1.92 0.29 0.24 -- -- 9.24 1.70
3. Refer to Juvenile Court 1.00 4.28 1.22 0.20 -- -- 1.44 3.74
4. Cases Diverted 1.00 1.14 0.34 0.27 -- -- 1.98 1.01
5. Cases Involving Secure Detention 1.00 8.12 254 -- -- -- 211 7.10
6. Cases Petitioned 1.00 4.36 1.23 0.18 -- -- 1.50 3.80
7. Cases Resulting in Delinquent Findings 1.00 3.55 1.12 0.03 - - 1.95 3.11
8. Cases resulting in Probation Placement 1.00 3.94 1.31 0.12 - - 1.47 3.46
9. Cases Resulting in Confinement in
Secure Juvenile Correctional Facilities 1.00 7.91 3.19 - - - 2.92 7.01
10. Cases Transferred to Adult Court 1.00 105.68 94.73 -- - - -- 99.53
Group meets 1% threshold? Yes Yes Yes No No No

release 2/16/04
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Table 10. Referrals to the Court - Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
DEPENDENT 0O 00] 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total A, N, D 0O 0.0 0O 0.0 0 0.0 O 00]0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
ABUSING HARMFUL INTOXICANTS 0O 00] 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.0
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 0O 00] 0 0.0 8 88.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1 9 0.1
DECEPTION TO OBTAIN DANGEROUS DR. 0O 00] O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
DRUG POSSESSION 0O 00| 0 00 165 40.8 9 2.2 1 0.2 229 56.7 404 4.8
ILLEGAL MANUFACTURE DRUGS/CULTIV. 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
OPEN CONTAINER PROHIBITED; EXC. 0O 00] 0 0.0 3 42.9 0 0.0 0O 0.0 4 57.1 7 0.1
PROHIBITION, MINORS <18, LOW ALC. 0O 00| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
SALE TO UNDERAGE PERSONS 0 0.0 1 0.3 45 13.5 2 0.6 0 0.0 285 85.6 333 4.0
SALE, POSSESSION, USE DANGEROUS 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 00 | 0O 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
SALES TO/USE BY UNDERAGE
PERSONS;SEC 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 00 | 0O 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
SALES TO UNDERAGE PERSONS; PRO. A 0 00] 0 00 0 0.0 0 00 | 0 00 2 100.0 2 0.0
TRAFFICKING 0O 00] 0 00 55 63.2 2 2.3 0 0.0 30 34.5 87 1.0
USE, POSSESSION, SALE OF DRUG PAR. 0O 00] 0 0.0 7 5.1 3 2.2 1 07 125 91.9 136 1.6
Total Drug Offenses O 001 01] 283 287 |16 16| 2 0.2] 683 69.3 | 985 11.7
INTERFERENCE WITH CUSTODY 0O 00] 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Total Family Issues 0O 00| 0 0.0 1 1000 0 00| 0 00| O 0.0 1 0.0
FAILURE TO COMPLY 0O 00] 0 0.0 27 58.7 3 6.5 0O 0.0 16 34.8 46 0.5
DEFINITIONS 0O 00] 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
INTERSTATE COMPACT 0 00] 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 | 0O 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
MISCELLANEOUS 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 00 | 0 0. 14 100.0 14 0.2
Total Misc. & N/A 0O 00| 0 0.0 28 459 [ 3 49 | 0 00| 30 49.2 61 0.7
RETALIATION 0 00] 0 00 0 0.0 0 00 | 0O 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 10. Referrals to the Court - Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
PROHIBITING AND MISREPRESENTATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
Total Obstruction of Off. Bus. 0O 00| 0O 00 0 0.0 0O 00]0 00 1 100.0 1 0.0
ABDUCTION 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 0.1
AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 38.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 61.5 13 0.2
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 0 0.0 0 0.0 22 73.3 1 3.3 0 0.0 7 23.3 30 0.4
AGGRAVATED BURGLARY 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 76.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 23.1 13 0.2
AGGRAVATED MENACING 0 00| 0O 00 102 65.4 2 1.3 0 0.0 52 33.3 156 1.9
AGGRAVATED MURDER; SPEC INTENT CA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED RIOT 0 0.0 0 0.0 43 93.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 6.5 46 0.5
AGGRAVATED ROBBERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 140 96.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 34 145 1.7
ARSON 0 00| 0 0.0 11 28.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 27 71.1 38 0.5
ASSAULT 0 00| 2 03 466 71.5 12 1.8 4 06| 168 25.8 652 7.7
CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 0 0.0 0 0.0 145 48.3 3 1.0 0 0.0 152 50.7 300 3.6
ENDANGERING CHILDREN 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ESCAPE 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 28.6 2 28.6 0 0.0 3 42.9 7 0.1
EXTORTION 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FELONIOUS ASSAULT 0 0.0 0 0.0 98 80.3 3 2.5 1 0.8 20 16.4 122 14
GSI 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 57.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 42.3 26 0.3
IMPROPER DISCH'G FIREARM AT/INTO 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 0.1
INCITING TO VIOLENCE 0 00| 1 100 8 80.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 10 0.1
INDUCING PANIC 0 00| 0O 00 9 45.0 1 5.0 0 0.0 10 50.0 20 0.2
INTIMIDATION OF CRIME VICTIM/WITNESS 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 33.3 15 0.2
INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
KIDNAPPING 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 90.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 9.5 21 0.2
MENACING 0 00| 0 00 62 76.5 2 25 0 0.0 17 21.0 81 1.0
MENACING BY STALKING 0 00 0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.7 3 0.0
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Table 10. Referrals to the Court - Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
MURDER 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
RAPE 0 0.0 0 0.0 26 68.4 1 2.6 0 0.0 11 28.9 38 0.5
RIOT 0 00| 0O 00 33 97.1 1 2.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 34 04
ROBBERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 103 78.0 2 1.5 0 0.0 27 20.5 132 1.6
SEXUAL BATTERY 0 00| 0 00 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0O 00| 3 02]1349 742 |30 1.7 | 5 0.3] 535 23.6 | 1922 19.3
AGGR. VEHICULAR ASSAULT; VEHICULAR 0 00| 0O 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.0 6 0.1
AGGR. VEHICULAR HOMICIDE,; VEHICULAR 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
COMPLICITY 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 57.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 42.9 7 0.1
CRIMINAL CHILD ENTICEMENT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
HARRASSMENT BY INMATE 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
IMPORTUNING 0 00| 0O 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.0
NEGLIGENT ASSAULT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
NUDITY-ORIENTED MATERIAL OR PERF. 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.0 4 0.0
PANDERING OBSCENITY INVOLV. MINOR 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.0
PAND'G SEXUALLY ORIENTED MATTER INV 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.0 10 0.1
PLACING HARMFUL OBJECTS IN FOOD/CO 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.0
PUBLIC INDECENCY 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 70.0 10 0.1
SEXUAL IMPOSITION 0 0.0 0 0.0 16 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 16 0.2
SOLICITING 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TELECOMMUNICATIONS HARRASSMENT 0 00| 0O 00 10 31.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 22 68.8 32 04
UNLAWFUL RESTRAINT 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 85.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.3 7 0.1
ETHNIC INTIMIDATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Person Offenses 0O 00| 0 0.0] 47 456 | 0 00 ] 0 0.0] 56 54.4 | 103 1.2
AGGRAVATED TRESPASS 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 26.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 73.7 19 0.2
BREAKING AND ENTERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 55 50.5 1 0.9 0 0.0 53 48.6 109 1.3
BURGLARY 0 0.0 0 0.0 133 61.6 1 0.5 1 05 81 37.5 216 2.6
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Table 10. Referrals to the Court - Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of

Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
CLIMBING ON STRUCTURES 0 00| 0 00 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
CONVEYANCE OF PROHIBITED ITEMS 0 00| 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ON SCHOOL PROP. 0 00| 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL DAMAGING 0 00| 5 10 200 41.1 5 1.0 0 0.0]| 277 56.9 487 5.8
CRIMINAL SIMULATION 0 00| 0 00 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 2 0.0
CRIMINAL; TRESPASS 0 00| 2 04 294 62.2 3 0.6 3 06| 171 36.2 473 5.6
FALSIFICATION 0 00| 0 0.0 50 70.4 1 14 0 0.0 20 28.2 71 0.8
FORGERY 0 00| 0 0.0 5 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 66.7 15 0.2
MISUSE OF CREDIT CARDS 0O 00| 0 00 6 23.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 76.9 26 0.3
POSSESSING CRIMINAL TOOLS 0 00| 0 00 129 53.5 9 3.7 0 0.0] 103 42.7 241 2.9
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 0 00| 1 03 228 68.9 14 42 0 0.0 88 26.6 331 3.9
SAFECRACKING 0 00| 0 00 13 61.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 38.1 21 0.2
TAKING THE IDENTITY OF ANOTHER 0 00| 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.0
TAMPERING WITH COIN MACHINES 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.0
THEFT 0 00| 1 o1 657 58.8 17 15 3 03] 439 39.3 1117 13.3
THROWING OR SHOOTING MISSILES 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
THROWING OR SHOOTING PROJECTILES 0 00| 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
TRESPASSING-VEHICLE 0 00| 0 0.0 6 75.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 25.0 8 0.1
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF MOTOR VEHICLE 0 001 09 74 66.1 2 1.8 0 0.0 35 31.3 112 13
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF PROP./COMPUTER 0 00| 0 0.0 2 50.0 1 250 0 0.0 1 25.0 4 0.0
VANDALISM 0 00| 0 0.0 21 25.0 0 0.0 1 1.2 62 73.8 84 1.0
VEHICLE TRESPASS 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 20 0.2
VEHICULAR VANDALISM 0 00| 0 0.0 8 42.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 57.9 19 0.2
Total Property Offenses O 00[10 03]1892 559 |54 16 | 8 0.2]|1420 42.0 | 3384 40.2
COMPULSORY SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 0 00| 0 0.0 6 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 33.3 9 0.1
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 0 00| 1 11 38 43.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 48 55.2 87 1.0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 0 00| 0 0.0 523 72.0 10 14 1 01 192 26.4 726 8.6
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Table 10. Referrals to the Court - Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Suburban PD
Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
DISRUPTING PUBLIC SERVICE 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 28.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 71.4 7 0.1
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.0
FIREWORKS 0 00| 0 00 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
GAMBLING 0 00| 1 67 14 93.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 0.2
LOITERING FOR PURPOSE OF DRUG ACT'Y 0 00| 0O 00 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.0
LOITERING TO ENGAGE IN SOLICITATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
LOUD NOISE-MV 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 62.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 375 16 0.2
MISCONDUCT AT AN EMERGENGY 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE 0 00| 0O 00 1 16.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 83.3 6 0.1
OBSTRUCTING OFFICIAL BUSINESS 0 0.0 1 0.4 155 64.3 0 0.0 1 04 84 34.9 241 2.9
PARTICIPATING IN A CRIMINAL GANG 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.0
POSS OF FIREWORKS FOR DISPLAY IN
CITY LIMITS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PUBLIC GAMING 0 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RESISTING ARREST 0 0.0 0 0.0 86 76.1 2 1.8 0 0.0 25 22.1 113 1.3
SALE OF FIREWORKS 0 00| 0O 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
SPECIFIC PROHIBITIONS-NOISE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
TAMPERING WITH EVIDENCE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH RECORDS 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.0
Total Public Order Offenses O 00| 3 0.2] 848 68.6 [12 10 | 2 0.2] 372 30.1 | 1237 14.7
CURFEW 0 0.0 2 1.3 73 49.0 1 0.7 0 0.0 73 49.0 149 1.8
CURFEW VIOLATION 0 00| 0 0.0 4 40.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 60.0 10 0.1
DAYTIME CURFEW VIOLATION 0 00| 0 00 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.0
DAYTIME CURFEW VIOL.;CHILDREN SUSP. 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.1
UNRULY 0 0.0 0 0.0 23 38.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 37 61.7 60 0.7
Total Status Offenses O 00| 2 09] 108 476 |1 04 |0 00] 116 511 | 227 2.7
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Table 10. Referrals to the Court - Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Suburban PD

Percent of

Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Suburban PD
N % [N % N % N % | N % N % N %
PROBATION VIOLATION 0O 00| 1 05| 154 71.6 9 42| 2 09 49 22.8 215 2.6
Total Technical Viol. (Prob. Viol.) 0O 00|21 05| 154 71.6 9 42| 2 09| 49 22.8 | 215 2.6
SPEEDING 0O 00| 0 0.0 0 0.0 0O 00| 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.0
Total Traffic Offenses O 00| 0 0.0 0 0.0 0O 00| 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
ATTEMPT 0O 00| 0 00 67 77.0 1 1110 00 19 21.8 87 1.0
Total Attempted Off. (various) O 00| 0 00| 67 77.0 1 11/0 0.0 19 21.8 87 1.0
CARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS 0O 00| 0 o0 86 717 1 08| 0 00 33 27.5 120 1.4
CARRYING VARIOUS WEAPONS 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0O 00| 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.0
DISCHARGE OF FIREARM ON/NEAR PROH. 0O 00| 0 00 5 100.0 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 5 0.1
DISCHARGING FIREARMS 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISCHARGING AN AIR GUN 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 00] 0O 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
DISPLAY, MARKET, SELL REPLICA OR F 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00] 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
HAVING WEAPONS WHILE UNDER DISAB. 0O 00| 0 00 8 88.9 0O 00| 0 00 1 11.1 9 0.1
IMPROPERLY HANDLING FIREARMS IN MV 0O 00| 0 00 1 50.0 0O 00| 0 00 1 50.0 2 0.0
POSS WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUBLIC PLACE 0O 00| 0 00 1 100.0 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT P 0O 00| 0 o0 1 100.0 0O 00| 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUB 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 00] 0O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
POSSESSION OF DANGEROUS ORDINANCE 0O 00| 0 00 4 36.4 0O 00| 0 00 7 63.6 11 0.1
POSS. OF DEADLY WEAPON/DEADLY ORD 0O 00| 0 00 18 58.1 3 970 00 10 32.3 31 0.4
POSSESSION, SALE OR DISCHARGE PROH 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00] 0O 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
UNAUTHORIZED POSSESSION, SALE/DISCH 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 0 00] 0O 0.0 3 75.0 4 0.0
UNLAWFUL TRANSACTIONS IN WEAPONS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00] 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
WEAPONS CONTROL 0O 00| 0 00 1 50.0 0O 00| 0 00 1 50.0 2 0.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0O 00| 0 00| 129 675 4 21| 0 00| 58 304 | 191 2.3

Grand Totals 0 0020 0.2 4906 583 [130 15|19 0.2| 3340 39.7 | 8415 100.0
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Table 11. Referrals to the Court - Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race

Referral Source Cleveland PD
Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Cleveland PD
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
DEPENDENT 0O 00]0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
Total A, N, D 0O 00]0 0.0 1 1000 | O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 1 0.0
ABUSING HARMFUL INTOXICANTS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 0O 00]0 0.0 46 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 46 0.9
DECEPTION TO OBTAIN DANGEROUS DR. 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG POSSESSION 0O 00]0 0.0 347 91.6 16 4.2 0 0.0 16 4.2 379 7.4
ILLEGAL MANUFACTURE DRUGS/CULTIV. 0O 00|0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
OPEN CONTAINER PROHIBITED; EXC. 0O 00]0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
PROHIBITION, MINORS < 18, LOW ALC. 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALE TO UNDERAGE PERSONS 0O 00]0 0.0 7 46.7 1 6.7 0 0.0 7 46.7 15 0.3
SALE, POSSESSION, USE DANGEROUS 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALES TO/USE BY UNDERAGE
PERSONS;SEC 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALES TO UNDERAGE PERSONS; PRO. A 0 00]0 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
TRAFFICKING 0O 00]0 0.0 198 94.3 5 24 0 0.0 7 3.3 210 4.1
USE, POSSESSION, SALE OF DRUG PAR. 0O 00]0 0.0 8 72.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 27.3 11 0.2
Total Drug Offenses 0O 0.0]0 0.0] 607 91.7 | 22 33 |0 0.0] 33 5.0 662 12.9
INTERFERENCE WITH CUSTODY 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Family Issues 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO COMPLY 0O 00]0 0.0 61 93.8 1 1.5 0 0.0 3 4.6 65 1.3
DEFINITIONS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
INTERSTATE COMPACT 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
MISCELLANEOUS 0O 00 |0 00 1 33.3 0 00 |0 00 2 66.7 3 0.1
Total Misc. & N/A 0O 0.0[0 0.0 62 88.6 3 0.0 [O 0.0| 5 7.1 70 1.4
RETALIATION 0 00 |0 00 5 100.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 5 0.1
Total Obstruction of Justice 0 00/0 0.0 5 1000 | O 00 |0 00] O 0.0 5 0.1
PROHIBITING AND MISREPRESENTATION 0O 00|00 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 11. Referrals to the Court - Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Cleveland PD

Percent of

Total Offenses

Referred by

Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Cleveland PD
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %

Total Obstruction of Off. Bus. 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
ABDUCTION 0 000 0.0 2 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 000 0.0 34 81.0 2 48 |0 0.0 6 14.3 42 0.8
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 0 00|00 0.0 13 76.5 3 176 |0 0.0 1 5.9 17 0.3
AGGRAVATED BURGLARY 0 000 0.0 33 84.6 4 103 |0 0.0 2 5.1 39 0.8
AGGRAVATED MENACING 0O 000 0.0 94 78.3 9 75 |0 00| 17 14.2 120 2.3
AGGRAVATED MURDER; SPEC INTENT CA 0 000 0.0 6 85.7 1 143 |0 0.0 0 0.0 7 0.1
AGGRAVATED RIOT 0O 00 |0 00 16 100.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 16 0.3
AGGRAVATED ROBBERY 0 000 0.0 235 96.7 8 33 |0 0.0 0 0.0 243 4.7
ARSON 0 000 0.0 26 65.0 2 50 |0 0.0 12 30.0 40 0.8
ASSAULT 0 000 0.0 272 87.7 12 3.9 1 03] 25 8.1 310 6.0
CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 0 00|00 0.0 249 79.3 10 3.2 0 0.0 ]| 55 17.5 314 6.1
ENDANGERING CHILDREN 0 000 0.0 5 100.0 0 00 |0 3.0 0 0.0 5 0.1
ESCAPE 0 000 0.0 13 92.9 1 71 |0 0.0 0 0.0 14 0.3
EXTORTION 0 000 0.0 2 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
FELONIOUS ASSAULT 0 000 0.0 203 88.3 13 5.7 0 00| 14 6.1 230 4.5
GSI 0O 00 |0 00 53 815 0 00 |0 0.0] 12 18.5 65 1.3
IMPROPER DISCH'G FIREARM AT/INTO 0O 000 0.0 4 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.1
INCITING TO VIOLENCE 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INDUCING PANIC 0O 000 0.0 18 94.7 0 00 |0 0.0 1 5.3 19 0.4
INTIMIDATION OF CRIME VICTIM/WITNESS 0O 000 0.0 33 94.3 1 29 |0 0.0 1 2.9 35 0.7
INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 0O 000 00 8 100.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 8 0.2
KIDNAPPING 1 21 |0 0.0 43 89.6 2 4.2 0 0.0 2 4.2 48 0.9
MENACING 0 000 0.0 30 81.1 6 16.2 |0 0.0 1 2.7 37 0.7
MENACING BY STALKING 0 000 0.0 1 100.0 0 00 |0 5.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
MURDER 0O 00 /|0 00 15 93.8 1 6.3 |0 0.0 0 0.0 16 0.3
RAPE 1 09 |0 0.0 101 93.5 1 09 |0 00 5 4.6 108 2.1
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Table 11. Referrals to the Court - Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Cleveland PD

Percent of

Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Cleveland PD
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
RIOT 0O 00|00 0.0 21 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 21 0.4
ROBBERY 0 000 00 101 95.3 3 28 |0 0.0 2 0.0 106 2.1
SEXUAL BATTERY 0 000 00 1 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0

Total Offenses of Violence 2 010 0.0]1383 74.0 69 3.7 |1 01101 54 | 1870 36.5
AGGR. VEHICULAR ASSAULT; VEHICULAR 0O 000 00 8 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 8 0.2
AGGR. VEHICULAR HOMICIDE; VEHICULAR 0 000 00 4 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.1
COMPLICITY 0 00 /|0 00 1 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
CRIMINAL CHILD ENTICEMENT 0 00|00 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
HARRASSMENT BY INMATE 0O 000 00 1 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
IMPORTUNING 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 40 0 0.0 0 0.0
NEGLIGENT ASSAULT 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
NUDITY-ORIENTED MATERIAL OR PERF. 0O 00 /|0 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PANDERING OBSCENITY INVOLV. MINOR 0 00|00 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
PAND'G SEXUALLY ORIENTED MATTER INV 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PLACING HARMFUL OBJECTS IN FOOD/CO 0 000 00 0 0.0 1 1000 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
PUBLIC INDECENCY 0 000 00 1 33.3 0 00 |0 0.0 2 66.7 3 0.1
SEXUAL IMPOSITION 0O 00 /|0 00 6 85.7 0 00 |0 0.0 1 14.3 7 0.1
SOLICITING 0 00|00 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
TELECOMMUNICATIONS HARRASSMENT 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNLAWFUL RESTRAINT 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ETHNIC INTIMIDATION 0O 000 00 5 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.1
Total Person Offenses 0O 0.0|0 0.0| 26 81.3 1 31 |0 0.0] 5 156 | 32 0.6
AGGRAVATED TRESPASS 0 000 00 2 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
BREAKING AND ENTERING 0O 00 |0 00 30 66.7 4 89 |0 00| 11 24.4 45 0.9
BURGLARY 0O 00|00 0.0 100 90.1 3 27 |0 1.0 8 7.2 111 2.2
CLIMBING ON STRUCTURES 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CONVEYANCE OF PROHIBITED ITEMS 0 000 00 0 0.0 1 1000 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ON SCHOOL PROP. 0 00 |0 00 65 89.0 3 41 |0 0.0 5 6.8 73 14
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Table 11. Referrals to the Court - Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Cleveland PD

Percent of

Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Cleveland PD
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
CRIMINAL DAMAGING 0 00|00 0.0 121 81.2 7 47 |0 00| 21 14.1 149 2.9
CRIMINAL SIMULATION 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 [0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL; TRESPASS 0 000 0.0 82 85.4 5 52 |0 0.0 9 9.4 96 1.9
FALSIFICATION 0 000 0.0 15 88.2 1 59 |0 0.0 1 5.9 17 0.3
FORGERY 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MISUSE OF CREDIT CARDS 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 [0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSING CRIMINAL TOOLS 0 000 0.0 117 81.8 11 7.7 0 00] 15 10.5 143 2.8
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 0 000 0.0 276 92.3 12 40 |0 00 ] 11 3.7 299 5.8
SAFECRACKING 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
TAKING THE IDENTITY OF ANOTHER 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH COIN MACHINES 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 8.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
THEFT 0O 000 0.0 214 81.7 24 9.2 0 00| 24 9.2 262 5.1
THROWING OR SHOOTING MISSILES 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
THROWING OR SHOOTING PROJECTILES 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TRESPASSING-VEHICLE 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 00 [0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF MOTOR VEHICLE 0O 00|00 0.0 78 83.9 11 118 |0 0.0 4 4.3 93 1.8
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF PROP./COMPUTER | 0O 0.0 |0 0.0 5 71.4 0 00 |0 0.0 2 28.6 7 0.1
VANDALISM 0 000 0.0 19 86.4 1 45 |0 0.0 2 9.1 22 0.4
VEHICLE TRESPASS 0 000 0. 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
VEHICULAR VANDALISM 0 00|00 0.0 24 100.0 0 00 |0 00 0 0.0 24 0.5

Total Property Offenses O 0.0|O0 0.0/1148 854 | 84 6.2 |0 00]113 84 | 1345 26.2
COMPULSORY SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 0 00|00 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 0 00|00 0.0 8 80.0 1 100 |0 0.0 1 10.0 10 0.2
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 0 001 04 202 84.5 20 84 |0 00| 16 6.7 239 4.7
DISRUPTING PUBLIC SERVICE 0O 000 0.0 3 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.1
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FIREWORKS 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 00 [0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
GAMBLING 0 000 00 2 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0

81



Table 11. Referrals to the Court - Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Cleveland PD
Percent of
Total Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Cleveland PD
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
LOITERING FOR PURPOSE OF DRUG ACT'Y 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOITERING TO ENGAGE IN SOLICITATION 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOUD NOISE-MV 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0O 000 0.0 10 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 0.2
MISCONDUCT AT AN EMERGENGY 0O 000 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE 0 00|00 0.0 3 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.1
OBSTRUCTING OFFICIAL BUSINESS 0O 00 |1 06 143 89.4 10 6.3 |0 0.0 6 3.8 160 3.1
PARTICIPATING IN A CRIMINAL GANG 0O 000 0.0 6 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 0.1
POSS OF FIREWORKS FOR DISPLAY IN
CITY LIMITS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PUBLIC GAMING 0O 000 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
RESISTING ARREST 0O 00]1 13 68 88.3 4 5.2 0 0.0 4 5.2 77 1.5
SALE OF FIREWORKS 0O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SPECIFIC PROHIBITIONS-NOISE 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH EVIDENCE 0O 00]0 0.0 13 92.9 1 7.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 0.3
TAMPERING WITH RECORDS 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Public Order Offenses 0O 0.0|3 06| 461 875 | 36 6.8 |0 0.0 27 51 | 527 10.3
CURFEW 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 20 0 0.0 0 0.0
CURFEW VIOLATION 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DAYTIME CURFEW VIOLATION 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DAYTIME CURFEW VIOL.;CHILDREN SUSP. 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNRULY 0 000 00 16 72.7 0 00 |0 0.0 6 27.3 22 0.4
Total Status Offenses 0O 00|00 0.0 16 72.7 0 00 |0 00| 6 27.3 22 0.4
PROBATION VIOLATION 0 000 00 186 90.7 7 34 |0 0.0] 12 5.9 205 4.0
Total Technical Viol. (Prob. Viol.) O 00|00 0.0| 186 90.7 7 34 |0 00| 12 5.9 205 4.0
SPEEDING 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Traffic Offenses 0 0.0|/0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
ATTEMPT 0 00 |0 0.0 39 78.0 5 100 |0 0.0 6 12.0 50 1.0
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Table 11. Referrals to the Court - Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Cleveland PD

Percent of

Total Offenses
Referred by

Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Cleveland PD
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
Total Attempted Off. (various) 0O 0.0|0 0.0| 39 78.0 5 1000 00| 6 12.0] 50 1.0
CARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS 0O 000 0.0 199 90.5 12 55 0 0.0 9 4.1 220 4.3
CARRYING VARIOUS WEAPONS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISCHARGE OF FIREARM ON/NEAR PROH. 0O 00|00 0.0 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.1
DISCHARGING FIREARMS 0O 000 00 2 100.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
DISCHARGING AN AIR GUN 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISPLAY, MARKET, SELL REPLICAOR F 0O 000 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.1
HAVING WEAPONS WHILE UNDER DISAB. 0O 00]0 0.0 28 96.6 1 34 0 0.0 0 0.0 29 0.6
IMPROPERLY HANDLING FIREARMS IN MV 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUBLIC PLACE 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT P 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUB 0O 000 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
POSSESSION OF DANGEROUS ORDINANCE | 0O 0.0 |0 0.0 7 63.6 2 182 |0 0.0 2 18.2 11 0.2
POSS. OF DEADLY WEAPON/DEADLY ORD 0 000 0.0 56 84.8 5 7.6 0 0.0 5 7.6 66 1.3
POSSESSION, SALE OR DISCHARGE PROH 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNAUTHORIZED POSSESSION, SALE/DISCH [ 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNLAWFUL TRANSACTIONS IN WEAPONS 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
WEAPONS CONTROL 0 00|0 0. 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0O 0.0|0 00| 302 89.1 |20 59 |0 00| 17 5.0 | 339 6.6

Grand Totals 2 003 014485 875 |257 50 |1 0.0|380 7.4 |5128 100.0
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Table 12. Referrals to the Court - Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of
Total
Offenses

Referred by

Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %

DEPENDENT 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
Total A, N, D 0O 00|00 00| O 00 |0 00 |O 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
ABUSING HARMFUL INTOXICANTS 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
DECEPTION TO OBTAIN DANGEROUS DR. 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG POSSESSION 0O 00]0 0.0 14 87.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 12.5 16 3.1
ILLEGAL MANUFACTURE DRUGS/CULTIV. 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OPEN CONTAINER PROHIBITED; EXC. 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
PROHIBITION, MINORS < 18, LOW ALC. 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
SALE TO UNDERAGE PERSONS 0O 00]|0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00 1 100.0 1 0.2
SALE, POSSESSION, USE DANGEROUS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALES TO/USE BY UNDERAGE
PERSONS;SEC 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALES TO UNDERAGE PERSONS; PRO. A 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TRAFFICKING 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
USE, POSSESSION, SALE OF DRUG PAR. 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Drug Offenses 0O 00|0 00| 214 824 |0 00 |O O00O] 3 17.6 17 3.3
INTERFERENCE WITH CUSTODY 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Family Issues 0O 00|00 00| O 00 |0 00 |O 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO COMPLY 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00] O 0.0 0 0.0
DEFINITIONS 0O 00/0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
INTERSTATE COMPACT 0O 00]|0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00 1 100.0 1 0.2
MISCELLANEOUS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Misc. & N/A 0O 00]0 00| O 00 | O 00 |0 00] 1 100.0 1 0.2
RETALIATION 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Obstruction of Justice 0O 0.0|0 00| O 00 |0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
PROHIBITING AND MISREPRESENTATION 0O 00]|0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Total Obstruction of Off. Bus. 0O 00|]0 00| O 00 |0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 12. Referrals to the Court - Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of
Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
ABDUCTION 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 000 0.0 7 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 1.4
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED BURGLARY 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED MENACING 0O 000 0.0 4 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.8
AGGRAVATED MURDER; SPEC INTENT CA 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED RIOT 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ROBBERY 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ARSON 0 000 0.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 3 0.6
ASSAULT 0 000 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2
CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 0O 00|0 00] 140 707 8 4.0 0 0.0] 50 25.3 198 38.4
ENDANGERING CHILDREN 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ESCAPE 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
EXTORTION 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FELONIOUS ASSAULT 0 00 |0 00 6 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 1.2
GSl 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
IMPROPER DISCH'G FIREARM AT/INTO 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INCITING TO VIOLENCE 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INDUCING PANIC 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INTIMIDATION OF CRIME VICTIM/WITNESS 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
KIDNAPPING 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MENACING 0 000 0.0 3 60.0 1 20,0 |0 0.0 1 20.0 5 1.0
MENACING BY STALKING 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MURDER 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RAPE 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIOT 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 12. Referrals to the Court - Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of
Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
ROBBERY 0 00|0 0. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SEXUAL BATTERY 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0O 00|0 000|163 8859 38 (0 0.0] 52 7.7 224 43.5
AGGR. VEHICULAR ASSAULT; VEHICULAR 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGR. VEHICULAR HOMICIDE; VEHICULAR 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
COMPLICITY 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2
CRIMINAL CHILD ENTICEMENT 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
HARRASSMENT BY INMATE 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
IMPORTUNING 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
NEGLIGENT ASSAULT 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
NUDITY-ORIENTED MATERIAL OR PERF. 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PANDERING OBSCENITY INVOLV. MINOR 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PAND'G SEXUALLY ORIENTED MATTER INV 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PLACING HARMFUL OBJECTS IN FOOD/CO 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PUBLIC INDECENCY 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SEXUAL IMPOSITION 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SOLICITING 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TELECOMMUNICATIONS HARRASSMENT 0O 00|00 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNLAWFUL RESTRAINT 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.4
ETHNIC INTIMIDATION 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Person Offenses 0O 00/0 00| O 00 |1 333 |0 00] 2 66.7 3 0.6
AGGRAVATED TRESPASS 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
BREAKING AND ENTERING 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
BURGLARY 0O 000 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2
CLIMBING ON STRUCTURES 0 00|0 0. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CONVEYANCE OF PROHIBITED ITEMS 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ON SCHOOL PROP. 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 12. Referrals to the Court - Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of
Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
CRIMINAL DAMAGING 0O 00]0 0.0 38 71.7 1 1.9 0 0.0 14 26.4 53 10.3
CRIMINAL SIMULATION 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL,; TRESPASS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FALSIFICATION 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FORGERY 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MISUSE OF CREDIT CARDS 0O 000 00 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2
POSSESSING CRIMINAL TOOLS 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 0O 000 0.0 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.4
SAFECRACKING 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAKING THE IDENTITY OF ANOTHER 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH COIN MACHINES 0O 00|00 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
THEFT 0 000 00| 22 84.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 16.0 25 4.9
THROWING OR SHOOTING MISSILES 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
THROWING OR SHOOTING PROJECTILES 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TRESPASSING-VEHICLE 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF MOTOR VEHICLE 0O 00|00 0.0 11 91.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 8.3 12 2.3
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF PROP./COMPUTER | 0 0.0 |0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2
VANDALISM 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
VEHICLE TRESPASS 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
VEHICULAR VANDALISM 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Property Offenses O 00|O0O OO 75 789 |1 11 |0 0.0| 19 20.0 95 18.4
COMPULSORY SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 0O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 0O 00]0 0.0 4 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.8
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 0 000 00] 20 64.5 2 6.5 0 0.0 9 0.0 31 6.0
DISRUPTING PUBLIC SERVICE 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FIREWORKS 0O 00 |0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
GAMBLING 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 12. Referrals to the Court - Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of
Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %
LOITERING FOR PURPOSE OF DRUG ACT'Y 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOITERING TO ENGAGE IN SOLICITATION 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LOUD NOISE-MV 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MISCONDUCT AT AN EMERGENGY 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE 0O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTING OFFICIAL BUSINESS 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PARTICIPATING IN A CRIMINAL GANG 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS OF FIREWORKS FOR DISPLAY IN
CITY LIMITS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PUBLIC GAMING 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RESISTING ARREST 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALE OF FIREWORKS 0O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SPECIFIC PROHIBITIONS-NOISE 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH EVIDENCE 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TAMPERING WITH RECORDS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Public Order Offenses 0O 0.0|0 00|24 686 |2 57 |0 00] 9 25.7 35 6.8
CURFEW 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CURFEW VIOLATION 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DAYTIME CURFEW VIOLATION 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DAYTIME CURFEW VIOL.;CHILDREN SUSP. 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNRULY 0O 00 |0 00] 65 73.0 1 1.1 0 00| 23 25.8 89 17.3
Total Status Offenses O 00|/0 00|65 730 | 1 1.1 |0 0.0 23 25.8 89 17.3
PROBATION VIOLATION 0O 00 |/0 00] 36 72.0 1 2.0 0 00| 13 26.0 50 9.7
Total Technical Viol. (Prob. Viol.) O 00|/0 00| 36 720 | 1 20 |0 0.0 13 26.0 50 9.7
SPEEDING 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Traffic Offenses 0O 0.0|0 00| O 00 |0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 12. Referrals to the Court - Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of
Total
Offenses

Referred by

Offense Type missing | Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % [N % N % N % N % N % N %

ATTEMPT 0 00|0 0. 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2
Total Attempted Off. (various) 0O 0.0|0 00| O 00 |0 00 |0 00| 1 100.0 1 0.2
CARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CARRYING VARIOUS WEAPONS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISCHARGE OF FIREARM ON/NEAR PROH. 0O 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISCHARGING FIREARMS 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISCHARGING AN AIR GUN 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISPLAY, MARKET, SELL REPLICAORF 0O 00|00 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
HAVING WEAPONS WHILE UNDER DISAB. 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
IMPROPERLY HANDLING FIREARMS IN MV 0 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUBLIC PLACE 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT P 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUB 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF DANGEROUS ORDINANCE | 0 0.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. OF DEADLY WEAPON/DEADLY ORD 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION, SALE OR DISCHARGE PROH 0O 00]0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNAUTHORIZED POSSESSION, SALE/DISCH | 0 0.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNLAWFUL TRANSACTIONS IN WEAPONS 0O 000 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
WEAPONS CONTROL 0 000 00 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0O 00j]0 00| O 00 | O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Grand Totals O 000 00|377 732 |15 29 |0 0.0]123 239 515 100.0
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Table 16. Diversion — Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race

Referral Source Suburban PD
Percent of Total
Offenses Referred
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. by Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N %
UNDERAGE ALCOHOL VIOLATION 1 0.9 4 3.5 1 0.1 0 0.0 108 94.7 114 8.1
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED SUBST. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISORDERLY INTOXICATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.1
DRUG ABUSE 0 0.0 2 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.0 4 0.3
DRUG PARAPHERNALIA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.1
DRUG POSSESSION 0 0.0 4 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 75.0 16 1.1
OPEN CONTAINER PROHIB. EXCEP. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.0 5 0.4
POSSESSING DANGEROUS DRUGS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
POSSESSION OF ALCOHOL 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 0.2
POSSESSION OF DRUG PARA. 0 0.0 1 111 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 88.9 9 0.6
POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA 0 0.0 4 125 0 0.0 0 0.0 28 87.5 32 2.3
POSSESSION OF TOBACCO 0 0.0 3 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 50.0 6 0.4
SALE TO UNDERAGE PERSONS 0 0.0 3 18.8 1 0.6 0 00 12 75.0 16 1.1
TOBACCO VIOLATION 0 0.0 3 15.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 17 85.0 20 1.4
USE, POSS. OR SALE OF DRUG PARA. 0 0.0 1 8.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 91.7 12 0.8
USING DRUG PARAPHERNALIA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.0 5 0.4
Total Drug Offenses 1 04 25 10.2 2 0.8 0 0.0 218 88.6 246 17.4
FAILURE TO COMPLY 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH ORDER 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 3 0.2
TRANSFERRED 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Total Misc. Offenses 0 0.0 2 40.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 60.0 5 0.4
Total Missing Offenses 0 0.0 11 0.1 2 0.0 1 00| 87 0.9 101 7.1
AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
AGGRAVATED MENACING 0 0.0 4 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 50.0 8 0.6
ARSON (ARSON & VALUE LESS THAN $500) 0 0.0 2 22.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 77.8 9 0.6
ASSAULT 0 0.0 18 56.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 43.8 32 2.3
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 0 0.0 2 16.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 83.3 12 0.8




Table 16. Diversion — Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of Total
Offenses Referred

Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. by Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N %
INDUCING PANIC 0 0.0 2 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 66.7 6 0.4
MENACING 0 0.0 4 80.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.0 5 0.4
MENACING BY STALKING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.1
RIOT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ROBBERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Total Offenses of Violence 0 0.0 32 42.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 44 57.9 76 5.4
PUBLIC INDECENCY 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 2 0.1
TELECOMMUNICATIONS HARASSMENT 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
TELEPHONE HARASSMENT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
THREATS 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 2 0.1
Total Person Offenses 0 0.0 3 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 75.0 6 0.4
ACTIVATING A FIRE ALARM 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
ATTEMPT-BURGLARY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
ATTEMPTED CRIMINAL DAMAGING &
ENDANGERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 0.1
ATTEMPTED PETTY THEFT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.0 5 0.4
ATTEMPTED THEFT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.0 4 0.3
BREAKING AND ENTERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
BURGLARY 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 3 0.2
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ON SCH. PROP. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL DAMAGING 0 0.0 19 33.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 37 66.1 56 4.0
CRIMINAL SIMULATION 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
CRIMINAL TRESPASS 1 1.2 46 56.1 0 0.0 1 1.2 34 41.5 82 5.8
FALSIFICATION 0 0.0 5 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 50.0 10 0.7
LITTERING 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
PETTY THEFT 0 0.0 21 77.8 1 3.7 0 0.0 5 18.5 27 1.9
PLACING INJURIOUS PROPERTY IN THE ST. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
POSSESSION OF CRIMINAL TOOLS 0 0.0 1 6.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 93.3 15 1.1
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Table 16. Diversion — Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of Total
Offenses Referred

Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. by Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N %
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 0 00 4 36.4 0 0.0 0 00 7 63.6 11 0.8
SHOPLIFTING 0 0.0 6 11.5 1 1.9 0 00 45 86.5 52 3.7
THEFT 0 0.0 56 63.6 2 2.3 1 11 29 33.0 88 6.2
TRESPASSING 0 00 14 87.5 0 0.0 0 00 2 12.5 16 1.1
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF A MOTOR VEHICLE 0 00 3 50.0 0 0.0 0 00 3 50.0 6 0.4
VANDALISM 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.1
VEHICULAR VANDALISM 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 50.0 2 0.1
Total Property Offenses 3 08 | 178 46.1 5 13 2 05| 198 51.3 386 27.3
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 0 0.0 8 27.6 0 0.0 0 00 21 72.4 29 2.0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 0 0.0 135 67.8 2 1.0 0 00 62 31.2 199 14.1
FALSE INFORMATION TO POLICE 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.1
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
FIREWORKS 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
GAMBLING 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 3 0.2
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.1
OBSTRUCTION OF OFFICIAL BUSINESS 1 33 15 50.0 1 3.3 0 00 13 43.3 30 2.1
POSS. FIREWORKS W/IN CITY LMTS 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
RESISTING ARREST 0 0.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 333 3 0.2
Total Public Order Offenses 1 04 | 166 61.7 3 1.1 0 00| 99 36.8 269 19.0
CURFEW VIOLATION 0 00 41 36.0 0 0.0 1 09 72 63.2 114 8.1
INCORRIGIBLE AT HOME 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
RUNAWAY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.1
UNRULY 0 0.0 25 78.1 0 0.0 0 00 7 21.9 32 2.3
Total Status Offenses 0 0.0 66 44.9 0 0.0 1 07 80 54.4 147 104
FAILURE TO YIELD 0 00 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 2 0.1
JAYWALKING 0 00 19 26.7 0 0.0 0 00 14 73.3 33 2.3
RED LIGHT VIOLATION 0 00 1 50.0 1 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 2 0.1
RIDING BICYCLE IMPROPERLY 0 00 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
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Table 16. Diversion — Suburban Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source

Suburban PD

Percent of Total
Offenses Referred

Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. by Suburban PD
N % N % N % N % N % N %
WALKING IN THE STREET 1 1.2 72 88.9 0 0.0 0 00 8 9.9 81 5.7
YIELD RIGHT OF WAY 0 00 1 1.2 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
Total Traffic Offenses 1 0.0 96 26.7 1 0.0 0 00| 22 73.3 120 8.5
CARRYING A CONCEALED WEAPON 0 00 6 40.0 0 0.0 0 00 9 60.0 15 1.1
CONVEYANCE/POSSESSION OF DEADLY WEAPON 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.1
DISCHARGING ARMS 0 00 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 2 0.1
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUB. PLACES [ 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
POSS. DEADLY WEAPON 0 00 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
POSSESSION OF AIR GUN 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 0.1
POSSESSION, SALE , DISCHARGE PROHIBITED; EXC. [ 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 50.0 2 0.1
WEAPONS 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.0 1 0.1
Total Weapons Offenses 0 0.0 12 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 50.0 24 1.7
Total Offs. Involving Underage Persons 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00| 36 100.0 36 25
Grand Totals 6 04 | 591 41.7 | 13 0.9 4 0.3 | 802 56.6 1416 100.0
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Table 17. Diversion — Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race

Referral Source

Cleveland PD

Offense Type

Asian

Afr. Am.

Hisp./Lat.

Other

Cauc.

Percent of Total
Offenses Referred
by Cleveland PD

N % N % N % N % N % N %
UNDERAGE ALCOHOL VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED SUBST. 0 0.0 2 1000 | © 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.9
DISORDERLY INTOXICATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG ABUSE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG PARAPHERNALIA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG POSSESSION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OPEN CONTAINER PROHIB. EXCEP. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSING DANGEROUS DRUGS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF ALCOHOL 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF DRUG PARA. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF TOBACCO 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALE TO UNDERAGE PERSONS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TOBACCO VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
USE, POSS. OR SALE OF DRUG PARA. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 2.0
USING DRUG PARAPHERNALIA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Drug Offenses 0 0.0 2 500( 1 |25.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 4 7.8
FAILURE TO COMPLY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH ORDER 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TRANSFERRED 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Misc. Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Missing Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED MENACING 0 0.0 3 50 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 50.0 6 11.8
ARSON (ARSON & VALUE LESS THAN $500) 0 0.0 1 50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 2 3.9
ASSAULT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 0 0.0 1 100 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0
INDUCING PANIC 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MENACING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 17. Diversion — Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source
Offense Type

Asian

Afr. Am.

Cleveland PD

Hisp./Lat.

Other

Cauc.

Percent of Total
Offenses Referred
by Cleveland PD

N % N % N | % N % N % N | %
MENACING BY STALKING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIOT 0 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.9
ROBBERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0 0.0 7 63.6| O 0.0 0 0.0 4 36.4 11 21.6
PUBLIC INDECENCY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TELECOMMUNICATIONS HARASSMENT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TELEPHONE HARASSMENT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
THREATS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Person Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ACTIVATING A FIRE ALARM 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ATTEMPT-BURGLARY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ATTEMPTED CRIMINAL DAMAGING & ENDANGERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ATTEMPTED PETTY THEFT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ATTEMPTED THEFT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
BREAKING AND ENTERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
BURGLARY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ON SCH. PROP. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 2 3.9
CRIMINAL DAMAGING 0 0.0 3 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 5.9
CRIMINAL SIMULATION 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0
CRIMINAL TRESPASS 0 0.0 6 85.7 1 14.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 13.7
FALSIFICATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
LITTERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
PETTY THEFT 0 0.0 3 60.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.0 5 9.8
PLACING INJURIOUS PROPERTY IN THE ST. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF CRIMINAL TOOLS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SHOPLIFTING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
THEFT 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50 2 3.9
TRESPASSING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF A MOTOR VEHICLE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

95



Table 17. Diversion — Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Cleveland PD
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. | Other Cauc. Percent of Total
Offenses Referred
by Cleveland PD
N % N % N | % N % N % N | %
VANDALISM 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
VEHICULAR VANDALISM 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Property Offenses 0 00| 14 | 0.0 2 10 0 0.0 4 20 20 39.2
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 0 0.0 9 90.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 10 19.6
FALSE INFORMATION TO POLICE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FIREWORKS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
GAMBLING 0 0.0 2 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.9
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTION OF OFFICIAL BUSINESS 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0
POSS. FIREWORKS W/IN CITY LMTS 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0
RESISTING ARREST 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0
Total Public Order Offenses 0 00| 14 (933 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.7 15 29.4
CURFEW VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INCORRIGIBLE AT HOME 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RUNAWAY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNRULY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Status Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO YIELD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
JAYWALKING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RED LIGHT VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIDING BICYCLE IMPROPERLY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
WALKING IN THE STREET 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
YIELD RIGHT OF WAY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Traffic Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CARRYING A CONCEALED WEAPON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CONVEYANCE/POSSESSION OF DEADLY WEAPON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISCHARGING ARMS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUB. PLACES 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 17. Diversion — Cleveland Police Department Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Cleveland PD
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. | Other Cauc. Percent of Total
Offenses Referred
by Cleveland PD
N % N % N | % N % N % N | %
POSS. DEADLY WEAPON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 2.0
POSSESSION OF AIR GUN 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION, SALE , DISCHARGE PROHIBITED; EXC. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
WEAPONS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 /100.0 1 2.0
Total Offs. Involving Underage Persons 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Grand Totals 0 00| 37 | 725 3 5.9 0 0.0 11 | 21.6 51 100.0
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Table 18. Diversion — Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of Total
Offenses

Referred by

Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % N % N % N % N % N %

UNDERAGE ALCOHOL VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED SUBST. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISORDERLY INTOXICATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG ABUSE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG PARAPHERNALIA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DRUG POSSESSION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OPEN CONTAINER PROHIB. EXCEP. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSING DANGEROUS DRUGS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF ALCOHOL 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF DRUG PARA. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF TOBACCO 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
SALE TO UNDERAGE PERSONS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TOBACCO VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
USE, POSS. OR SALE OF DRUG PARA. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
USING DRUG PARAPHERNALIA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Drug Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 (O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO COMPLY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH ORDER 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TRANSFERRED 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Misc. Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 (O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Missing Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 (O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED ARSON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AGGRAVATED MENACING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ARSON (ARSON & VALUE LESS THAN $500) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ASSAULT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 0 0.0 3 100 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 333
INDUCING PANIC 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 18. Diversion — Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % N % N % N % N % N %
MENACING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MENACING BY STALKING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIOT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ROBBERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offenses of Violence 0 0.0 3 100.0 0O 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 3 33.3
PUBLIC INDECENCY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TELECOMMUNICATIONS HARASSMENT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
TELEPHONE HARASSMENT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
THREATS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Person Offenses 0 00 |O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
ACTIVATING A FIRE ALARM 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
ATTEMPT-BURGLARY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
ATTEMPTED CRIMINAL DAMAGING & NDANGERING | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
ATTEMPTED PETTY THEFT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
ATTEMPTED THEFT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
BREAKING AND ENTERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
BURGLARY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ON SCH. PROP. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
CRIMINAL DAMAGING 0 0.0 1 100 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1
CRIMINAL SIMULATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
CRIMINAL TRESPASS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
FALSIFICATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
LITTERING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
PETTY THEFT 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1
PLACING INJURIOUS PROPERTY IN THE ST. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
POSSESSION OF CRIMINAL TOOLS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
SHOPLIFTING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
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Table 18. Diversion — Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % N % N % N % N % N %
THEFT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
TRESPASSING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF A MOTOR VEHICLE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
VANDALISM 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
VEHICULAR VANDALISM 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
Total Property Offenses 0 0.0 2 100 0O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 22.2
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FALSE INFORMATION TO POLICE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
FIREWORKS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
GAMBLING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OBSTRUCTION OF OFFICIAL BUSINESS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. FIREWORKS W/IN CITY LMTS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RESISTING ARREST 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Public Order Offenses 0 00 |O 0.0 0O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CURFEW VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
INCORRIGIBLE AT HOME 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 1 100.0 1 11.1
RUNAWAY 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1
UNRULY 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 2 22.2
Total Status Offenses 0 0.0 2 50.0 0 00 |O 0.0 2 50.0 4 44.4
FAILURE TO YIELD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
JAYWALKING 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RED LIGHT VIOLATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
RIDING BICYCLE IMPROPERLY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
WALKING IN THE STREET 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
YIELD RIGHT OF WAY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Traffic Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 18. Diversion — Parent Referrals by Offense Type and Race, cont’d

Referral Source Parent(s)
Percent of Total
Offenses
Referred by
Offense Type Asian Afr. Am. Hisp./Lat. Other Cauc. Parents
N % N % N % N % N % N %
CARRYING A CONCEALED WEAPON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
CONVEYANCE/POSSESSION OF DEADLY WEAPON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
DISCHARGING ARMS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. CERTAIN WEAPONS AT/ABOUT PUB. PLACES 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSS. DEADLY WEAPON 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION OF AIR GUN 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
POSSESSION, SALE , DISCHARGE PROHIBITED; EXC. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
WEAPONS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Weapons Offenses 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 (O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Offs. Involving Underage Persons 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 (O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Grand Totals 0 0.0 7 77.8 0 00 (O 0.0 2 22.2 9 100.0
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Table 27. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source — Females

Disorderly Conduct Offense (one or more)

Domestic Violence Offense (one or more)

Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Other Total Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Other Total
Bay Village 0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 2 1000 |0 00| 2 0.8
Beachwood 0 00 |0 00 | O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Bedford 6 66.7 |0 0.0 | 3 333 |0 00| 9 3.1 1 100.0 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00] 1 0.4
Bedford Hts. 1 1000 |0 0.0 | O 00 |0 00| 1 0.3 3 1000 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 3 1.3
Berea 2 50.0 |0 0.0 2 50.0 |0 0.0 4 1.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 |0 0.0 3 13
Brecksville 0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Broadview Hts. 0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 2 1000 |0 00| 2 0.8
Brooklyn 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Brookpark 3 75.0 |0 0.0 1 25.0 |0 0.0 4 1.4 1 25.0 | O 0.0 3 75.0 |0 0.0 4 1.7
Chagrin Falls 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 |0 0.0 1 0.4
Cleveland 57 838 |6 88 | 5 74 |0 00| 68 23.4 | 69 80.2 |0 00 |17 198 |0 00| 86 36.4
Cleveland Hts. 51 98.1 |0 0.0 1 1.9 0 0.0] 52 17.9 5 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 2.1
Cuyahoga Hts. 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
E. Cleveland 3 1000 |0 0.0 | O 00 |0 00| 3 1.0 3 1000 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 3 1.3
Euclid 23 958 |0 00 |1 42 |0 00| 24 8.3 7 875 |0 0.0 1 125 |0 00| 8 34
Fairview Park 1 200 |0 0.0 |4 800 |0 00| 5 1.7 0 00 |0 0.0 1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.4
Garfield Hts. 13 929 |0 0.0 1 7.1 0 00 14 4.8 5 625 |0 0.0 3 37.5 0 0.0 8 34
Glenwillow 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 1 1000 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00] 1 0.4
Highland Hts. 3 1000 |0 0.0 | O 00 |0 00| 3 1.0 0 00 |0 0. 1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.4
Independence 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Lakewood 6 333 |1 56 |11 611 |0 0.0 18 6.2 0 00 |0 0.0 5 1000 |0 00| 5 2.1
Lindale 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 |0 0.0 1 0.4
Lyndhurst 2 1000 |0 0.0 | O 00 |0 00| 2 0.7 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Maple Hts. 13 100.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0] 13 4.5 9 90.0 |O 0.0 1 100 |0 0.0 10 4.2
Mayfield Hts. 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.4
Middleburgh Hts. 0 00 |0 00 | O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Moreland Hills 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
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Table 27. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source — Females,
cont’'d

Disorderly Conduct Offense (one or more)

Domestic Violence Offense (one or more)

Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Other Total Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Other Total
Newburgh Hts. 0 00 |0 00 | O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
N. Olmsted 0 00 |0 00 |4 1000 |0 00| 4 1.4 1 50.0 |0 0.0 1 500 |0 00| 2 0.8
N. Randall 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
N. Royalton 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Oakwood 2 100.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.7 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
Olmsted Falls 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 3 1000 |0 00| 3 1.3
Olmsted Twp. 0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.4
Parent(s) 6 54.5 1 91 4 364 |0 00| 11 3.8 49 76.6 1 1.6 14 219 |0 00| 64 27.1
Parma 1 25.0 1 250 2 50.0 |0 0.0 4 1.4 0 0.0 1 125 7 87.5 0 0.0 8 34
Parma Hts. 1 50.0 |0 0.0 1 50.0 |0 0.0 2 0.7 1 50.0 | O 0.0 1 50.0 |0 0.0 2 0.8
Pepper Pike 1 1000 |0 0.0 | O 00 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Richmond Hts. 3 100.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Rocky River 0 00 |0 00 |3 1000 |0 00| 3 1.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Seven Hills 0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.4
Shaker Hts. 7 1000 |0 0.0 | O 00 |0 00| 7 2.4 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Solon 0 00 |0 00 | O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 1 1000 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 0.4
S. Euclid 11 100.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 11 3.8 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.8
Strongsville 0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 2 1000 |0 00| 2 0.8
University Hts. 10 1000 |O 00 | O 0.0 |0 0.0 10 3.4 0 00 |0 0. 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Valley View 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Walton Hills 0 00 |0 00 |O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Warrensville Hts. 5 100.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 1.7 3 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.3
Westlake 0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00| 1 0.3 0 00 |0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0
Total 231 797 |9 31 |50 17.2 |0 0.0|290 100.0 (162 686 |2 08 |72 305 |0 0.0 | 236 100.0

103



Table 27. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source — Females,

Disorderly Conduct & Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more of each)

cont’d

Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Other Total
Bay Village 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Beachwood 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Bedford 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Bedford Hts. 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
Berea 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Brecksville 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Broadview Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Brooklyn 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Brookpark 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Chagrin Falls 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Cleveland 2 66.7 0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 3 15.0
Cleveland Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Cuyahoga Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
E. Cleveland 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Euclid 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
Fairview Park 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Garfield Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Glenwillow 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
Highland Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Independence 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Lakewood 0 0.0 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 2 10.0
Lindale 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Lyndhurst 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Maple Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Mayfield Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Middleburgh Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
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Table 27. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source — Females,

Disorderly Conduct & Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more of each)

cont’d

Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Other Total
Moreland Hills 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Newburgh Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
N. Olmsted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
N. Randall 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
N. Royalton 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Oakwood 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Olmsted Falls 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Olmsted Twp. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
Parent(s) 4 80.0 0 0.0 1 20.0 0 0.0 5 25.0
Parma 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
Parma Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Pepper Pike 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Richmond Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Rocky River 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 10.0
Seven Hills 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
Shaker Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Solon 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
S. Euclid 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Strongsville 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
University Hts. 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0
Valley View 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Walton Hills 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Warrensville Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Westlake 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total 11 55.0 1 5.0 8 40.0 0 0.0 20 100.0
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Table 30. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source —

Males
Disorderly Conduct Offense (one or more) Domestic Violence Offense (one or more)
Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Total Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Total
Bay Village 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 7 100.0 7 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 100.0 1 0.3
Beachwood 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Bedford 0 00| 12 80.0 1 6.7 |0 0.0 2 13.3 15 2.7 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 3 1.0
Bedford Hts. 0 0.0 5 83.3 0 00 |0 0.0 1 16.7 6 1.1 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 2 0.7
Berea 0 0.0 5 50.0 0 00 |0 0.0 5 50.0 10 1.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 3 100.0 3 1.0
Brecksville 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 4 100.0 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0]| 2 100.0 2 0.7
Broadview Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 3 100.0 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 4 100.0 4 13
Brooklyn 0 0.0 1 8.3 0 00 |0 00| 11 91.7 12 2.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 [0 00| 1 100.0 1 0.3
Brookpark 0 0.0 2 28.6 1 143 |0 0.0 4 57.1 7 1.3 0 0.0 1 20.0 0 00 |0 00| 4 80.0 5 1.7
Chagrin Falls 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Cleveland 1 0.7 123 87.2 9 64 |0 0.0 8 5.7 141 255 |0 0.0 93 78.2 6 50 |0 00|20 16.8 | 119 39.7
Cleveland Hts. 0 00| 63 100.0 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 63 114 (0 0.0 | 11 91.7 0 00 |0 00| 1 8.3 12 4.0
Cuyahoga Hts. 0 0.0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 0.2 0 0.0 100.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0.3
E. Cleveland 0 0.0 1000 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 7 1.3 0 0.0 4 100.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 4 13
Euclid 0 00| 47 1000 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 47 8.5 0 00| 13 92.9 0 00 |0 00| 1 7.1 14 4.7
Fairview Park 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 6 100.0 6 1.1 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 50.0 2 0.7
Garfield Hts. 0 00| 33 94.3 0 00 |0 0.0 2 5.7 35 6.3 0 0.0 8 72.7 0 00 |0 00| 3 27.3 11 3.7
Glenwillow 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Highland Hts. 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Independence 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 [0 00| 1 100.0 1 0.3
Lakewood 0 0.0 8 36.4 1 45 |0 0.0] 13 59.1 22 4.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 5 100.0 5 1.7
Lindale 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Lyndhurst 0 0.0 5 1000 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0
Maple Hts. 0 0.0 | 27 96.4 0 00 |0 0.0 1 3.6 28 5.1 0 0.0 7 87.5 0 00 |0 00| 1 125 8 2.7
Mayfield Hts. 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 00 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 50.0 2 0.7
Middleburgh Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5000 00| 1 50.0 2 0.7
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Table 30. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source —

Disorderly Conduct Offense (one or more)

Males, cont’d

Domestic Violence Offense (one or more)

Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat | Other Cauc Total Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat ‘ Other ‘ Cauc Total
Moreland Hills 0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 1000 02 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00]O 0.0 0 0.0
Newburgh Hts. 0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 [0 00| 2 1000 | 0 0.0 |0 00 O 0.0 2 0.7
N. Olmsted 0 00| 2 167 | 0 00 |1 83] 9 75.0 | 12 22 |0 00| O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00| 6 1000 6 2.0
N. Randall 0O 00| 2 1000 0O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 2 04 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00]O 0.0 0 0.0
N. Royalton 0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 2 1000 | 2 04 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00] 2 1000 2 0.7
Oakwood 0 00| 1 1000| 0O 00 |0 0O O 0.0 1 02 |0 00| 1 1000 | 0 0.0 |0 00 O 0.0 1 0.3
Olmsted Falls 0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 1000/ 1 02 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00]O 0.0 0 0.0
Olmsted Twp. 0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00] O 0.0 0 00 |0 00| O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00] 3 1000] 3 1.0
Parent(s) 0 00|10 769 |1 77 |0 00] 2 154 | 13 23 |0 00| 33 660 3 60 |0 00|14 280 | 50 16.7
Parma 0 00| 2 133 | 0 00 |O 00] 13 867 | 15 27 |0 00| 3 23.1 0O 00 |0 00]10 769 | 13 4.3
Parma Hts. 0 00 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 1000 1 02 |0 00| O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00] 3 1000] 3 1.0
Pepper Pike 0 00 333 | 0 00 |0 00] 2 66.7 3 05 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00]O 0.0 0 0.0
Richmond Hts. 0 00|10 833 |1 83 |0 00] 1 8.3 12 22 |0 00| 3 750 | 0 00 |0 00| 1 250 4 13
Rocky River 0 00 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 13 100.0 | 13 23 [0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00]O 0.0 0 0.0
Seven Hills 0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 2 1000 | 2 04 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00]O 0.0 0 0.0
Shaker Hts. 0O 00|10 909 |0 00 |0 00] 1 9.1 11 20 |0 00| 1 500 | 0 00 |0 00| 1 500 2 0.7
Solon 0 00| 1 1000| 0O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 1 02 |0 00| 1 250 | 0 00 |0 00| 3 750 4 1.3
S. Euclid 0O 00| 9 1000 0O 00 |0 00| O 0.0 9 1.6 |0 00| 1 1000 | 0 0.0 |0 00 O 0.0 1 0.3
Strongsville 0 00| 1 200 | 0 00 |O 00| 4 80.0 5 09 |0 00| O 0.0 0O 00 |0 00]1 1000] 1 0.3
University Hts. 0O 00| 4 1000 0O 00 |O 00| O 0.0 4 07 |0 00| 2 1000 | 0 0.0 |0 00 O 0.0 2 0.7
Valley View 0 00| 1 500 | 0 00 |0 00] 1 50.0 2 04 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00] 1 1000] 1 0.3
Walton Hills 0 00| 1 500 | 0 00 |0 00] 1 50.0 2 04 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00]O 0.0 0 0.0
Warrensville Hts. 0O 00| 10 1000 O 00 |O 0O O 0.0 10 1.8 |0 00| 1 1000 | 0 0.0 |0 00 O 0.0 1 0.3
Westlake 0 00| 1 125 | 0 00 |0 00| 7 87.5 8 14 |0 00| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00] 2 1000 2 0.7
Total 1 02)408 736 (14 25 |1 0.2 | 130 235 |554 1000 |0 0.0 193 643 |10 33 |0 0.0 |97 323 | 300 100.0
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Table 30. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source —

Males, cont’d

Disorderly Conduct & Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more of each)

Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Total
Bay Village 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Beachwood 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Bedford 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Bedford Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Berea 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Brecksville 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 3.6
Broadview Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 3.6
Brooklyn 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Brookpark 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.6
Chagrin Falls 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Cleveland 0 0.0 6 85.7 1 14.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 25.0
Cleveland Hts. 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.6
Cuyahoga Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
E. Cleveland 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Euclid 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 7.1
Fairview Park 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Garfield Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 3.6
Glenwillow 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Highland Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Independence 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Lakewood 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.6
Lindale 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Lyndhurst 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Maple Hts. 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 7.1
Mayfield Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Middleburgh Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 30. Youth Referred by Police Departments and Parents for Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence in 2007 by First Referral Source —

Disorderly Conduct & Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more of each)

Males, cont’d

Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Total
Moreland Hills 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Newburgh Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
N. Olmsted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
N. Randall 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
N. Royalton 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Oakwood 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Olmsted Falls 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Olmsted Twp. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Parent(s) 0 0.0 5 71.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 28.6 7 25.0
Parma 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 7.1
Parma Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Pepper Pike 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Richmond Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Rocky River 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Seven Hills 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Shaker Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Solon 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
S. Euclid 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Strongsville 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
University Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Valley View 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 3.6
Walton Hills 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Warrensville Hts. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Westlake 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 3.6
Total 0 0.0 18 64.3 1 3.6 0 0.0 9 32.1 28 100.0
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source

A
iie Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals
Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
Bay Village 13 10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
15 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 1 0
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 3 75.0 | 1 25.0 4 1
17 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 | O 0.0 2 0
Beachwood 16 | 0O 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Bedford 14 |0 0.0 6 75.0 1 125 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 125 8 2
15 10 0.0 2 400 1 200 | 1 200 |O 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.0 5 2
16 | 0O 0.0 1 25.0 2 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 4 2
17 |0 0.0 3 429 2 286 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 143 | 1 143 7 3
Bedford Hts. 13 10 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 |1 0 0.0 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1
15 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
17 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
18 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Berea 11 | 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
14 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000]| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
15 |10 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 1 33.3 3 2
16 |0 0.0 2 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
17 |0 0.0 2 33.3 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 3 500 | 1 16.7 6 1
Brecksville 13 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0
15 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 50.0 | 1 50.0 2 1
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Age
in Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals
Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
Broadview Hts. 15 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 1
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
Brooklyn 13 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 | O 0.0 2 0
14 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0
15 10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0
16 | 0O 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 2 0
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 4 1000 | 0 0.0 4 0
Brookpark 13 10 0.0 0 0.0 2 1000| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2
14 |1 0 0.0 1 333 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 3 2
15 |0 0.0 1 500 | O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 500 | O 0.0 2 0
16 | 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 2 0
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0
Cleveland 9 [0 0.0 2 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
10 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
11 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
12 |0 0.0 2 50.0 1 250 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 250 | O 0.0 4 1
13 |10 0.0 8 53.3 5 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.3 0 0.0 15 5
14 |0 0.0 15 625 6 250 | O 00 |1 42 |0 0.0 1 4.2 1 4.2 24 8
15 |10 0.0 30 57.7 15 28.8 3 5.8 2 3.8 0 0.0 1 1.9 1 1.9 52 18
16 |1 1.9 31 585 | 16 302 | 2 38 |1 19 |0 0.0 1 1.9 1 1.9 53 18
17 | 0 0.0 32 59.3 13 24.1 4 7.4 2 3.7 0 0.0 1 1.9 2 3.7 54 17
18 |0 0.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 333 | 0 0.0 3 0
Cleveland Hts. 11 |0 0.0 75.0 250 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Age
in Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals
Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % % % n % n % n % n % n % n n
12 |1 0O 0.0 3 60.0 2 40.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 2
13 |0 0.0 9 52.9 8 471 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 17 8
14 |1 0 0.0 11 524 | 10 476 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 21 10
15 |0 0.0 12 480 | 12 480 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.0 25 13
16 | O 0.0 17 60.7 | 11 393 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 28 11
17 | 0 0.0 8 57.1 6 42.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 6
18 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
Cuyahoga Hts. 14 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 1 0
E. Cleveland 13 |0 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 |1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
15 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
16 | O 0.0 3 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0
17 | O 0.0 3 1000 1 333 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1
Euclid 11 |0 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
12 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
13 |10 0.0 2 100.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1
14 |0 0.0 5 100.0| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0
15 |10 0.0 14 100.0 | 11 78.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 14 12
16 | O 0.0 11 1000 | 5 455 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 5
17 | O 0.0 12 1000 | 5 417 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 5
18 |0 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
Fairview Park 13 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1000 | 1 33.3 3 1
14 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
15 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 | 1 100.0 1 1
16 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 2
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Age
in Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals

Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 1000 O 0.0 2 0
Garfield Hts. 12 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2
13 |0 0.0 4 1000 | 1 250 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 1
14 [0 0.0 7 1000 1 143 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 1
15 |0 0.0 8 100.0| 4 500 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 4
16 |0 0.0 4 66.7 1 167 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 333 | 0 0.0 6 1
17 | 0 0.0 10 1000 | 3 30.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 10 4
18 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Glenwillow 17 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Highland Hts. 14 |1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
15 |0 0.0 1 1000| 1 100.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
16 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Lakewood 12 |1 0O 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
14 |0 0.0 4 1000 | 1 250 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 250 4 2
15 |10 0.0 3 37.5 3 37.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 62.5 3 37.5 8 6
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 200 |0 0.0 |O 0.0 4 80.0 | 5 100.0 5 5
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 250 | O 00 |1 250 |0 0.0 4 1000 | 1 25.0 4 3
18 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 1
Lyndhurst 15 |0 0.0 3 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
17 |0 0.0 1 1000| 1 100.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
18 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Maple Hts. 12 |1 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Age
in Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals
Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
14 |1 0 0.0 4 1000 | 5 12501| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 5
15 |0 0.0 4 1000 | 1 250 | O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 1
16 |0 0.0 9 100.0| 3 333 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 3
17 |0 0.0 6 85.7 1 143 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 143 | 0 0.0 7 1
18 |0 0.0 3 1000 | 2 66.7 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2
Mayfield Hts. 16 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Middleburgh
Hts. 17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
Moreland Hills 13 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 1 0
N. Olmsted 13 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
14 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
15 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 | O 0.0 2 0
16 |0 0.0 2 500 | O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |1 250 1 250 | 2 50.0 4 2
17 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.0 | 2 50.0 4 2
N. Randall 14 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
N. Royalton 14 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
15 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
Oakwood 16 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
18 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Olmsted Falls 16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
Olmsted Twp. 16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 1
Parent(s) 10 | O 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Age
in Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals

Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
12 |1 0O 0.0 2 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
14 |0 0.0 3 1000 1 333 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1
15 10 0.0 1 1000| 1 100.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 2
16 |0 0.0 2 66.7 3 10001 333 |1 333 |0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 3 7
17 |0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 66.7 | O 0.0 3 0
18 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Parma 15 |0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 00 |1 333 |0 0.0 2 66.7 | O 0.0 3 1
16 |0 0.0 1 14.3 1 143 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 6 85.7 | 2 286 7 3
17 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.0 | O 0.0 4 0
18 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
Parma Hts. 15 10 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 2
16 | 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 1 0
Pepper Pike 15 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
17 |0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 66.7 | 0 0.0 3 0
Richmond Hts. 14 |0 0.0 1 500 | O 0.0 1 500 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
15 |10 0.0 6 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 0
16 |0 0.0 1 1000| 1 100.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
17 [0 0.0 2 66.7 2 66.7 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 333 | 0 0.0 3 2
Rocky River 13 |10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 1
14 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
15 10 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 4 1000 | O 0.0 4 0
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 4 1000 | 1 25.0 4 1
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 3 1000 1 333 3 1
18 | 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 1 0
Seven Hills 14 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Age

in Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals
Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
16 | 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 1
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 ]| O 0.0 1 0
Shaker Hts. 14 |0 0.0 2 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
15 10 0.0 2 100.0| 2 100.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2
16 |0 0.0 3 1000 1 333 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1
17 [0 0.0 2 66.7 3 1000| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 333 | 0 0.0 3 3
18 | 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
Solon 15 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
S. Euclid 11 |0 0.0 1 1000| 1 100.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
12 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2
13 |0 0.0 1 1000| 1 100.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
14 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 |10 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2
16 |0 0.0 6 100.0| 2 333 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 2
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2
18 |0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Strongsville 13 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
15 10 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 2 66.7 | O 0.0 3 0
16 |0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 | 1 100.0 1 1
University Hts. 13 |10 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 3
14 |0 0.0 1 1000| 4 400.0| O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4
15 |0 0.0 3 1000 1 333 | 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1
16 | 0O 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2
Valley View 15 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
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Table 32. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Age
in Asian Afr Am Hisp/Lat Other Cauc Totals
Yrs. M M F M F M M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
16 [0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
Walton Hills 13 |0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
Warrensville
Hts. 14 [0 0.0 3 1000| O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0
15 ([0 0.0 2 1000| 4 2000 O 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4
16 | O 0.0 1 1000 | 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
17 [0 0.0 4 1000 O 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0
Westlake 12 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 1 1000 O 0.0 1 0
14 |1 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 1
17 |0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00 |O 0.0 6 100.0 | O 0.0 6 0
Totals 1 0.2 409 73.7 |232 418 |14 25 |9 16 |1 0.2 130 234 |50 9.0 555 | 291
Grand Totals 1 0.1 641 75.8 23 2.7 1 0.1 180 21.3 846
154 153
Mean Age in Yrs. (SD) | 16.0 (0.0) 15.3 (1.6) 15.2 (1.5) 159(.9) 15.8(1.1) | 16.0(0.0) 15.7 (1.4) 15.7 (1.1) | (1.5) (1.5)
Overall Mean Age
(SD) 16.0 (0.0) 15.2 (1.5) 15.8 (1.0) 16.0 (0.0) 15.7 (1.3) 15.4 (1.5)
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Table 33. 2007 Youth with Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source

Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals
Age
in
Yrs. M F F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
Bay Village 16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 100.0 1 1
Bedford 13 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
14 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Bedford Hts. 12 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
15 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
16 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
17 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Berea 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 100.0 1 1
14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Brecksville 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Broadview Hts. 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 0
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Brooklyn 17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
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Table 33. 2007 Youth with Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals
Age
in

Yrs. M F F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
Brookpark 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 2
17 1 25.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.0 0 0.0 4 1
18 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Chagrin Falls 16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Cleveland 11 0 0.0 3 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 3
12 4 40.0 5 83.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 1 16.7 10 6
13 9 45.0 9 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.0 0 0.0 20 9
14 18 58.1 10 90.9 1 3.2 0 0.0 2 6.5 1 9.1 31 11
15 19 57.6 9 69.2 2 6.1 0 0.0 3 9.1 4 30.8 33 13
16 22 39.3 23 71.9 2 3.6 0 0.0 9 16.1 9 28.1 56 32
17 20 60.6 9 81.8 1 3.0 0 0.0 3 9.1 2 18.2 33 11
18 1 50.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1
Cleveland Hts. 12 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 1 50.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1
14 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
15 2 40.0 3 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 3
17 5 71.4 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 7 1
Cuyahoga Hts. 14 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
E. Cleveland 12 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
14 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
15 1 33.3 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2
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Table 33. 2007 Youth with Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals
Age
in

Yrs. M F F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
17 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Euclid 12 1 50.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1
13 3 60.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.0 0 0.0 5 1
14 5 71.4 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 2
15 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 2 2
17 2 50.0 2 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 2
Fairview Park 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
17 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Garfield Hts. 12 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 1 50.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1
14 1 20.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.0 1 33.3 5 3
15 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 2 1
16 2 50.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 4 3
17 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 2 0
Glenwillow 15 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
Highland Hts. 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Independence 17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Lakewood 14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 100.0 1 1
15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 2
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 3 0
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 2 100.0 1 2
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Table 33. 2007 Youth with Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals
Age
in
Yrs. M F M F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
Lindale 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Maple Hts. 13 2 50.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 4 1
14 1 33.3 2 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2
15 0 0.0 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2
16 3 50.0 3 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 3
17 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 1 2
18 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Mayfield Hts. 15 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 2 0
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Middleburgh
Hts. 16 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Newburgh Hts. 16 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
N. Olmsted 14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 3 0
16 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 1 50.0 2 2
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
N. Royalton 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Oakwood 14 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
17 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Olmsted Falls 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
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Table 33. 2007 Youth with Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals

Age

in
Yrs. F M F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 2
Olmsted Twp. 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 0
Parent(s) 11 2 28.6 3 100.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 7 3
12 2 28.6 4 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 7 4
13 4 33.3 5 714 | O 0.0 1 14.3 3 25.0 1 14.3 12 7
14 3 17.6 13 72.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.9 5 27.8 17 18
15 14 483 11 73.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 13.8 4 26.7 29 15
16 6 31.6 9 90.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 3 15.8 1 10.0 19 10
17 2 25.0 4 57.1 1 12.5 0 0.0 1 12.5 3 42.9 8 7
Parma 8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 1
14 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 1 100.0 2 1
15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 100.0 1 1
16 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.7 4 100.0 3 4
17 1 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 75.0 0 0.0 4 0
Parma Hts. 12 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 0 0.0 1 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
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Table 33. 2007 Youth with Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’'d
Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals
Age
in
Yrs. M F F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
Richmond Hts. 12 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Seven Hills 14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Shaker Hts. 13 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Solon 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
15 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
S. Euclid 13 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
15 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
Strongsville 16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 2
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
University Hts. 17 2 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
Valley View 17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Warrensville
Hts. 13 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
15 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1
17 1 50.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1
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Table 33. 2007 Youth with Domestic Violence Offenses (one or more) Referred by Police Departments and Parent(s) by First Referral Source,

cont’d
Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals

Age

in

Yrs. M F M F M F M F

n % n % n % n % n % n % n n

Westlake 15 o o00 |0 o00 |0 00 |0 00 |1 1000 |0 00 1 0

16 | 0 00 |0 00 |0 00 [0 00 |1 1000 |0 00 1 0
Total 193 418 |162 686 |10 22 |2 08 |97 210 |72 305 462 236
Grand Totals 355 50.9 12 1.7 169 24.2 698
Mean Age in Years (sD) | 15.0(1.6) | 14.7(16) 153(1.8) | 13.0(0.0) | 152(1.7) | 153(15) | 15.1(16) | 14.9(16)
Overall Mean Age (SD) 14.9 (1.6) 14.9 (1.8) 15.2 (1.6) 15.0 (1.6)
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Table 34. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence Offense (one or more of each) Referred by Police Departments and
Parent(s) by First Referral Source

Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals
Age
in

Yrs. M F M F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
Bedford Hts. 17 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Brecksville 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Broadview Hts. 17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Brookpark 15 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Cleveland 12 1 50.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
13 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
14 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
15 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 1
17 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2
18 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Cleveland Hts. 15 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
Euclid 16 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
17 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Garfield Hts. 14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Glenwillow 12 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Lakewood 14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
17 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 1
Maple Hts. 17 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0
Middleburgh Hts. 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Olmsted Twp. 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Parent(s) 11 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
13 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0
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Table 34. 2007 Youth with Disorderly Conduct and Domestic Violence Offense (one or more of each) Referred by Police Departments and
Parent(s) by First Referral Source, cont’d

Afr Am Hisp/Lat Cauc Totals
Age
in
Yrs. M F M F M F M F
n % n % n % n % n % n % n n
14 1 50.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 2 1
15 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 1
16 2 66.7 2 1000 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 3 2
Parma 15 0 0.0 1 100.0 | O 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 1
17 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Rocky River 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
Seven Hills 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 1
University Hts. 15 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1
Valley View 15 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Westlake 14 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 0
Total 18 64.3 11 55.0 1 3.6 1 5.0 9 32.1 8 40.0 28 20
Grand Totals 29 60.4 2 4.2 17 35.4 48
15.1 15.0
Mean Age in Years(SD) 15.2 (1.6) 15.2 (2.1) 12.0(0.0) 14.0 (0.0) 15.2 (1.2) 14.9 (1.4) (1.6) (1.7)
Overall Mean Age (SD) 15.2 (1.8) 13.0 (1.4) 15.1(1.2) 15.0 (1.6
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Table 35. Total Number of Charges in 2007 by Juveniles with Disorderly conduct and/or Domestic Violence Charges

Technical
Obstructio Violation
Referral Source - Drug n of Offenses of Person Property Public Status (Probation | Weapons
PD/Parent(s) Offense Justice Violence Offense Offense Order Offense Viol.) Offense Total
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

BAY VILLAGE 13 224 | O 0.0 8 13.8 0 0.0 | 19 328 11 190| 6 10.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 58 14
BEACHWOOD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0O 00| 3 75.0 1 250 0 0.0 0 00| 0 0.0 4 0.1
BEDFORD 8 7.4 0 0.0 28 25.9 0 0.0 | 22 204 38 35.2 1 0.9 5 4.6 5 4.6 108 2.6
BEDFORD HTS 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 37.1 0 0.0 | 14 40.0 7 200 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 35 0.8
BEREA 13 146 | O 0.0 33 371 | 0 0.0 | 12 135 24 270 1 1.1 5 56 | 0 0.0 89 2.1
BRECKSVILLE 2 54 0 0.0 4 10.8 0 0.0 | 18 48.6 9 24.3 3 8.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 37 0.9
BROADVIEW HTS 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 300 | 0 00| 8 20.0 13 325 1 2.5 0 00| 0 0.0 40 1.0
BROOKLYN 6 188 | O 0.0 6 18.8 0 0.0 4 12.5 13 406 | O 0.0 1 3.1 1 3.1 32 0.8
BROOKLYN HTS 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000 0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00| 0O 0.0 1 0.0
BROOKPARK 0 0.0 0 0.0 26 351 | 0 0.0| 20 27.0 25 338 1 1.4 1 14 | 1 1.4 74 1.8
CHAGRIN FALLS 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0
CLEVELAND 61 5.0 1 0.1 | 554 458 | 2 0.2 |168 139 | 312 258 7 06 | 74 61 |21 1.7 |1210 29.0
CLEVELAND HTS 17 4.9 0 0.0 74 21.5 2 0.6 | 69 20.1 158 45.9 6 1.7 13 3.8 3 0.9 344 8.2
CUYAHOGA HTS 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 750 | 0 00| O 0.0 1 250 0 0.0 0 00| 0 0.0 4 0.1
EAST CLEVELAND 1 2.3 0 0.0 17 38.6 0 0.0 6 13.6 13 295 | 0 0.0 5 114 | O 0.0 44 1.1
EUCLID 3 14 0 0.0 57 26.3 5 23 | 45 20.7 90 415 | 7 3.2 7 3.2 2 0.9 217 5.2
FAIRVIEW PARK 4 93 0 0.0 8 186 | 1 23] 13 30.2 12 279| 0 0.0 1 23 | 4 93 43 1.0
GARFIELD HTS 9 4.4 0 0.0 61 29.8 1 05| 41 20.0 74  36.1 5 2.4 10 4.9 3 1.5 205 4.9
GLENWILLOW 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 286 | 0 00| O 0.0 4 571| 0 0.0 1 143| 0 0.0 7 0.2
HIGHLAND HTS 1 111] 0O 0.0 3 33.3 0 0.0 1 11.1 4 44| 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.2
INDEPENDENCE 0 0.0 0 0.0 1000 0 00| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00| 0O 0.0 1 0.0
LAKEWOOD 7 37 0 0.0 52 272 | 1 05| 44 230 67 351 9 4.7 9 47 | 2 1.0 | 191 4.6
LINDALE 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
LYNDHURST 2 118)| 0 0.0 3 176 | 0 00| 1 5.9 9 529 | 1 5.9 0 0.0 1 59 17 0.4
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Table 35. Total Number of Charges in 2007 by Juveniles with Disorderly conduct and/or Domestic Violence Charges, cont’d

Technical
Violation
Referral Source - Drug Obstruction | Offenses of | Person Property Public Status (Probation | Weapons
PD/Parent(s) Offense of Justice Violence Offense Offense Order Offense Viol.) Offense Total
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

MAPLE HTS 4 2.4 0 0.0 61 36.7 | 0O 0.0 | 22 13.3 68 410 2 1.2 5 3.0 4 2.4 166 4.0
MAYFIELD 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 00| 1 1000| O 0.0 0 0.0 0 00| 0 0.0 1 0.0
MAYFIELD HTS 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 300 |0 00| 10 50.0 2 100 | 1 5.0 1 50 | 0 0.0 20 0.5
MIDDLEBURGH HTS 2 111 0 0.0 4 222 | 0 0.0 6 33.3 3 167 O 0.0 2 111 O 0.0 18 0.4
MORELAND HILLS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 |0 0.0 50.0 1 500 0 0.0 0 00| 0 0.0 2 0.0
NEWBURG HTS 1 250 0 0.0 1 250 | 0 0.0 25.0 1 250 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.1
NORTH OLMSTED 6 9.2 0 0.0 13 200 |1 15| 21 323 21 323 2 3.1 1 15| 0 0.0 65 1.6
NORTH RANDALL 1 143 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 28.6 4 571 | O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 0.2
NORTH ROYALTON |10 385 | O 0.0 7 269 |2 77| 4 15.4 3 11.5| 0 0.0 0 00| 0O 0.0 26 0.6
OAKWOOD 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 429 |0 00| O 0.0 3 429 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 143 7 0.2
OLMSTED FALLS 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 75.0 | 0O 0.0 0 0.0 2 250 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 0.2
OLMSTED TWP 3 231| 0 0.0 7 538 |0 00| O 0.0 3 231| 0 0.0 0 00| 0 0.0 13 0.3
PARENTS 4 1.0 0 0.0 | 209 540 |3 08| 43 111 34 88 | 60 155| 34 88 | 0 0.0 | 387 9.3
PARMA 1 038 0 0.0 53 445 |0 00| 21 176 33 277 1 0.8 5 42 | 0 0.0 | 119 2.9
PARMA HTS 1 3.2 0 0.0 13 419 |0 00| 11 355 5 16.1| O 0.0 1 3.2 0 0.0 31 0.7
PEPPER PIKE 3 333 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.1 4 444 | 0 0.0 1 111 O 0.0 9 0.2
RICHMOND HTS 1 238 0 0.0 9 250 | 0 00| 6 16.7 19 528 1 2.8 0 00| 0 0.0 36 0.9
ROCKY RIVER 25 321 0 0.0 3.8 0O 00| 11 14.1 31 39.7 | 8 10.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 78 1.9
SEVEN HILLS 2 167| O 0.0 250 |0 00| O 0.0 7 583| 0 0.0 0 00| 0 0.0 12 0.3
SHAKER HTS 3 5.0 0 0.0 11 183 | 0 0.0 | 10 16.7 28 46.7 2 3.3 4 6.7 2 3.3 60 1.4
SOLON 1 53 0 0.0 10 526 |1 53| 4 211 3 158| 0 0.0 0 00| 0O 0.0 19 0.5
SOUTH EUCLID 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 290 |0 0.0 | 14 203 26 377| 0 0.0 9 130| 0 0.0 69 1.7
STRONGSVILLE 5 17.2 0 0.0 4 138 | 2 6.9 | 13 448 5 172 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 29 0.7
UNIVERSITY HTS 0 0.0 0 0.0 16 320 |0 00| 11 220 21 420| 0 0.0 2 40| 0 0.0 50 1.2
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Table 35. Total Number of Charges in 2007 by Juveniles with Disorderly conduct and/or Domestic Violence Charges, cont’d

Technical

Violation
Referral Source - Drug Obstruction | Offenses of | Person | Property Public Status (Probation | Weapons
PD/Parent(s) Offense of Justice Violence Offense | Offense Order Offense Viol.) Offense Total

n % n % n % n % n % % n % n % % %

VALLEY VIEW 1 111 ] O 0.0 3 333 0 0.0 1 11.1 333 0 0.0 1 111 | O 0.0 0.2
WALTON HILLS 0 00| O 0.0 0 00| 0 00| 1 250 250 1 25.0] O 00 | 1 250 4 0.1
WARRENSVILLE HTS 3 54 0 0.0 11 196 | 0 00| 14 25.0 20 35.7 2 3.6 4 7.1 0 0.0 56 13
WESTLAKE 12 130| O 0.0 8 8.7 0O 00| 46 50.0 16 17.4 7 7.6 1 1.1 1 1.1 92 2.2
Grand Total 236 5.7 1 00 |1449 34.7 |21 05|78 18.8|1252 30.0 135 3.2 | 203 49 |53 1.3 |4170 100.0
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Table 36. Total Offenses of Violence for Youths with Disorderly Conduct and/or Domestic Violence Offenses

Offenses of Violence Disorderly Conduct Domestic Violence Both DC and DV Total

n % n % n % %
ABDUCTION 1 25.0 3 75.0 0 0.0 0.3
AGGRAVATED ARSON 3 60.0 2 40.0 0 0.0 0.3
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 7 63.6 4 36.4 0 0.0 11 0.8
AGGRAVATED BURGLARY 2 28.6 5 71.4 0 0.0 7 0.5
AGGRAVATED MENACING 44 54.3 33 40.7 4 4.9 81 5.6
AGGRAVATED RIOT 10 90.9 0 0.0 1 9.1 11 0.8
AGGRAVATED ROBBERY 28 70.0 12 30.0 0 0.0 40 2.8
ARSON 6 54.5 4 36.4 1 9.1 11 0.8
ASSAULT 185 80.4 34 14.8 11 4.8 230 15.9
CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 0 0.0 742 91.4 70 8.6 812 56.0
ENDANGERING CHILDREN 0 0.0 100.0 0 0.0 2 0.1
ESCAPE 3 75.0 25.0 0 0.0 0.3
EXTORTION 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.1
FELONIOUS ASSAULT 36 46.8 39 50.6 2 2.6 77 5.3
GSI 4 33.3 7 58.3 1 8.3 12 0.8
IMPROPER DISCHARGING FIREARM 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.2
INCITING TO VIOLENCE 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.1
INDUCING PANIC 5 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.3
INTIMIDATION OF CRIME VICTIM OR WITNESS 6 75.0 2 25.0 0 0.0 8 0.6
KIDNAPPING 2 22.2 7 77.8 0 0.0 9 0.6
MENACING 38 71.7 13 24.5 2 3.8 53 3.7
MENACING BY STALKING 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
RAPE 4 28.6 10 71.4 0 0.0 14 1.0
RIOT 17 94.4 0 0.0 1 5.6 18 1.2
ROBBERY 19 73.1 26.9 0 0.0 26 1.8
SEXUAL BATTERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
Totals 428 29.5 927 64.0 94 6.5 1449 100.0
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Table 37. Public Order Offense by Youths with Disorderly Conduct and/or Domestic Violence Offenses

Disorderly Conduct | Domestic Violence | Both DC and DV Total

n % n % n % n %
COMPULSORY SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 3 75.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 4 0.3
CRIMINAL MISCHIEF 19 63.3 8 26.7 3 10.0 30 2.4
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 937 94.1 0 0.0 59 5.9 996 79.6
DISRUPTING PUBLIC SERVICE 1 111 8 88.9 0 0.0 9 0.7
FAILURE TO DISPERSE 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2
GAMBLING 3 75.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 4 0.3
LOITERING TO ENGAGE IN SOLICITATION 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 0.1
MAKING FALSE ALARMS 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2
OBSTRUCTING OFFICIAL BUSINESS 85 87.6 10 10.3 2 2.1 97 7.7
RESISTING ARREST 86 84.3 8 7.8 8 7.8 102 8.1
TAMPERING WITH EVIDENCE 3 75.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 4 0.3
Total 1142 91.2 37 3.0 73 5.8 1252 100.0
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