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1. PROJECT TITLE Juvenile Court Policies and Procedures Research Proiect

2. TYPE OF APPLICATION (check one) X Initial

Revision

Ccontin.

APPLICANT AGENCY Columbia Region Association of Governments

ADDRESS ©400 S.W. Cenyon Court, Portland, Oregon 97221

5. LOCATION OF PROJECT

Multnomah County Courthouse, Portland, OR 97204

PROJECT DURATION From:

July 1, 1974

To:

September

1074

PROGRAM AREA (see instructions) P.L. 97-8%, Section 201 (b) (9)

8. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT (describe in detail on ATTACHMENT I)

9. BUDGET (see instructions--provide itemization as called for on
ATTACHMENT 2) :
10. [TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS (Including non-federal share) ;
SOURCE OF FUNDS FY_74-75 L RSN
) Amount % | Amount $ Amoune !
FEDERAL Q0 4,225 {
STATE i
|
ILOCAL GOVERNMENT | 10 470 %
LTHER ;
TOTAL 4,695 & ]
L1. SPECIFY HOW NON-FEDERAL SHARE WILL BE PROVIDED: !Multnomsh County N
will provide hard cash match.
12. PROJECT DIRECTOR

Administrative Judge of

NameJudge George A. Ven HoomissenTitle Multnomah County Juvenile Court

Address_ 782 County Courthouse

Q7204

Tel.

No.

248-2082
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13. FINANCIAL OFFICER (with responsibility for subgrant)

Title Senior Accountant

Name  Don Marty

Address 6400 S.W. Canyon Court Tel. No. 297-2210

Portland, Oregon 97221

EWPART B - LAW ENFORCEMENT EXPENDITURE DATA ﬁ ;

The participating jurisdiction(s) or agency(s) expended or budgeted
for law enforcement programs'and activities the following amounts

for the fiscal years as indicated below:

Actual Expenditures Current
Participating past three years Budget
Jurisdiction or Agency FY FY FY FY

4 652, 004 6,409,625 6,603,996 7,718,973

Iultnomah County
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2. This application consists of the following attachments in addi-
tion to this form:

Attachment 1l: Description of Project

Attachment 2: Project Budget
ttachment 3: Significance of Project in District Program
ttachment 4: Significance of Project in State Program

3. SUBMITTED BY:

Columbis Region ‘Association of Governments
Name of applicant agency

Executive Director

Lawrence A. Rice
Name of agency official Title
Signature of agency official Date

([(PART D - APPROVAL AND CONCURRENCE |

The undersigned represent on behalf of the participating jurisdiction(s)
or agency(s) that:

a. The applicant agency identified above has been designated by
them as the agency to apply for and receive grant funds, and
to administer and implement the attached project.

b. The participating jurisdiction or agency will have availallc¢
and will expend or provide to the applicant agency, as needed,
adequate resources to meet its share o! the matching funas
required for the project as specified in Title I, Part C, of
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968.

Jurisdiction or Agency Signature & Title Date

Multnomah County

Chairman, Bo
0L COmMigoione




.~ - ATTACHMENT 1

PART A - ITEM.GT DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

2. The Problem

The Jjuvenile justice system originated with the concept . that
ne. deternip tion of criminal guilt and punishment is not appropriate
rendling child offenders and that the best social interest is
served by tro>t1ng and rehabilitating the child. - Basic to this
theory is acceptance of the philosophy that the state has.a respon-
sibility to care for its. dopendent chlldren,'wheuher delinguent or
netleoted

-l.
L
in

Sl ce -the 1966 U.8.° Supreme Court de01Q1on in Kent v. United
States,” a closer scrutiny of the operetlon of the Juvenlle Justice
system has led meny to conclude that juvenile court. is in reality
-& criminal tribunal, .in which the child, unprotected by constitutional
rights, is subject to criminal penalties. Further, the child's
passage throuch the system is rarely choracterlzed by -either treat—
ment or rehabllltatlon. . v

Subsequent U.S. Supreme Court decisions have extended certain
-pﬂooedural rights to the juvenile. These rights include.adequate
notice of the charge, the right to counsel, the pr1V1lene against
self-ingrimination, the right to confront and cross examine w1t—z
nesses, and the requirement of proof beyond a reasonable doubt.

A major aspect of the Jjuvenile Jjustice system has been the

nminimizing of the adversary nature of the proceedings. Consistent
with that goel, the Oregon Juvenile Code contains few formalized
rules and procedural requirements. -The result has been that county

Juvenile departments have had substantial discretion_in developing
oolicies end procedures. .This informal Justice operates largely

with explicit guidelines at all points of the system, from the
-1n1tla¢ detention de0151on tnrougn prellmlnary 1nvest1gatlon to |
finel disposition. . .

Issues to be.considered in this study include rules affecting
the information gathering and decision meking processes at cach
stage of the proceeding, assignment of counsel, waiver, presentation
of evidence, jurisdictional and adjudicatory questions involved in
the oetermlnatlon of whether a petition is to be filed, and the role

of the counselor in both the adjudicative and dlSpOSltlve stages.

Without this analysis, it cannot be determined if praotiCeq in
Iultnomah County Juvenile Court conform to the requirements of the
Oregon Juvenile Code. Additionally, because of the broad grant of

0

38% U.S. 541 (1966).
In re Gault, 387 U.8. 1, 87-S5.Ct. 7428 (1967)
In re Ulnsnl z97 U.S. 358 (1970)

WV
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ATTACHMENT 1 (Continued)
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discretion left to the 1ndlv1dunl Juvenlle courts by the Code, it
is important to snalyze local practices to insure that juveniles

cre

receiving the full benefit of their congtitutional rlgats, es

well as the human nurturg they require within the reh80171tdt1ve
goals of the juvenile jugtice system. , .

-

D.

[

Goals and Objectives : e - ' )

Goal:

To guarahfee'that the leéegal énd huﬂan rights of Juvenlles
within the Jurisdiction of" the Multnomah County Juvenile
Court are Drotectea.

;;'7--
'

Objectives: (1) To eyaluate Juvenlle Department practices to

insure compllanco with the Oregon Juvenile Code. 13

(2) .To study Multnoméh County Juvenile Department practices
to insure that the human needs of juveniles under court Jjur-:
isdiction' are adequatelJ provided for.; ) ;

Prowect nct1v1t1ee N o i i

Rev1cw policies and Droceaures of Juvenile ‘Department.
Establish criteria for conti inuing evaluetlon of Court practices

Recommend revisions in Department operatﬂons necessary to meet
Review Department practices regarding waxdthp, probation,

support’ and custody, court orders, 1ntake, classification,
qenrewatlon, remand special serv1ces, shelter, residential

‘Evaluate suoport programs (educatlon recreatlon, ‘and communlty

Y .,

placenments). _ 5 , -

C.
' l.
2.
to meintain Code compliance.
Z
" Code requirements.
4.
and foster care.
d. Project hanagement

The Droaect will Dbe clrected by Judﬂe George Ven Hoomissen,

Administratiye Judge of the Nultnomah County Juvenlle Court.

L)
)

e Pe“sonnel -

The Proaect vlll requlre the employment of an experlenced
svsbems analyst full-%ime" during. the prbaect s auratlon. '
£.ON/A X 0 ' i
. Participating. ﬂgenoies"”‘ . B ; | )

l H |

The Mthnomah County Juvenlle Court v111 admlnlster the’ progect
Multnomah County w111 provide local ma tcnlnO~ funds. w

| i
* .
i ' s
v K
" N L ' "




ATTACHMENT 1 (Continued)
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h. Project Evaluation

We have not included| in . .this proposed grant a request for
evaluation funds. It is jour understanding that the Oregon Law
Enforcement Council will perform and pay for evaluatlon of this
and all other State Blocx Grants. . S

g 0 Alterndtlve Methoos
There are two alternaetives' to . tnls reouested federal grant:
to DaJ for the research effort with local funas, and to 'mot under-
take this research effort.‘ As for the former, adequate research
stdff does not exist a% this point, and logal funds are scarceyin
this extreuwely tight budget year. As for uhe latter, failure to
undertake this: research will perpetuate the present situation, in
which the-JuvenLIe Court is not confident that it.is in compllance
‘itﬂvt laws of the State of Oregon, nor with the mandates of the
U.S. wonsUltaulon not to Fentlon the goals of rehabllltatlon which
should dominate our juvenile “justice >ystem.

|

Je. Assumotion’of*Costs ' peth B R '~§" !
T ! ' I
& - - i i - - . 1
This is not & continuing project, 'so there will bel no costs
to assume. . 2 ; ;
. b T . A = |

. " ' ' [



PAAT A =~ ITEM 9. FIRST YEAR BUDGET DETAIL (Estiwmate)
(If additional space is needad, usa BUDGET BXPLANATION page)
COS? ZLENMIENT . | FEDERAL STATE/LOCAL PROJECT
' SHARE SHARE TCTAL
a. SAHARIES AND WAGES
% of Monthly
Position time salary
1) Systems Analyst 100 i;SOO ‘ 2,530_'; bt 470. " %,000
. ik Ji : e
Sub-Total Salaries -8 2,520 $ 470 $ 2,000
Employee Benefits €_2p & 8 . $ s (660)
Tbtal Salaries s 2,530 s 470 $_ 2,000
D, CONSULTANTS (Llst by individual
or ije) : 5
N/A :

<2
<«
W

Total Consultants

TRANSPORTATION,

c [nked,\ YT
. 4 NV uid gy
SUSSISTENCE (‘»eWLZe)

Total. T”?vel'.“ $ ‘ $ . S




COST ELEMENT ‘ FEDERAL - STATE/LOCAL PROJECT
' SHARE : SHARE TOTAL

E SUPPLIES, POSTAGE,
PING, E?C.. (Itemize)

Total Office Supplies . |$ .8 f $

e
c. :‘*‘.\.I

.N/A

Total Facilities S s S

<. ZQUIPMENT (Itemize)

<
._‘n
R4

Total Equipment
g. INDIRECT COSTS

(56.5% x $3,000) - © ... 1569540 | ot ] 1,695

2
’__l
o)\

NS
N
<
<«
[ —
Oy
\O
U

Total In&irect ;

870 1,605

N

<
)
~
N
N
U1
n




ATTACHMENT 2 (continued)

BUDGET EXPLANATION (uge if additional space needed)

2. Selaries and VWeges
This grant will provide the salary for one systems snalyst,
vho will be responsible for data collection and analysis of Juvenile
51104

1o
Court policies end procedures. The review will include docketing
proceudre

T A

Ce N / A
NP2

G N/ A

T \
e. IN/A

f. N/A

., Indirect Costs

The Indirect Costs figure for this grant was calculated pur-

suant to LEAA's formal approval on April 16, 1974, of an A-87 Plen

for Multnomah County. The only Indirect Cost item contained in this
particular request is $660 for Employee Benefits (indicated in perentheses
in Attschment 2). The Salaries figure is & "direct cost". and serves

es the basis for the Indirect Costs calculation.



