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STATE L!'"W ENFORCE:,:ZNT PLAN~HNG AGENCY DISTRICT FUNC~.CIONAL CATEGORY I 

I APPLICATION FOR LAlv ENFORCEJV'.ENT 
ACTION GRANT PROJECT~ 

(1Jnd0.r Part C Title I Puhli c Law 90 -35 1) 
DA'l'E RECEIVED 7 

{As amended by Public Law 91-6 44) 
DATE APPROVED 

I 
I 
I 

----- ----· ----------------....L....-----------------..J 

1 . PROJECT TITLE Juvenile Court Policies end Procedures Research Pro.foct 

2 . TYPE OF APPLICATION (check one) X Initial Revision Contin. 

J . APPLI CANT AGENCY Columbia Region Association of Governments 

4 . AD DRESS 6L:-00 S. i-!. Canyon Court, Portlr-md, Oregon 97221 

5. LOCATION OF PROJECT Multnomah County Courthouse, Portl end, OP q7204 

6 . PROJEC,.r DURATION From: ___ ,J_u_l__,y __ l__,_, _ l .... 9 __ 7_L;. __ To: Septonber 1., 1971,. 

7. PRO GRAM AREA (see instructions) P.L. 97i-83, Section 301 (b) (9) 

8 . DES CRIPTION OF PROJECT (describe in detail on ATTACH.'11ENT 1) 

9. BU DGET (see instructions--provide itemization as called for on 
A TT ACHiV'i.ENT 2 ) 

10. OTAL ESTIMATED COSTS ( Includin non-federal share) 

FY 7L~-75 FY FY SOURCE OF FUNDS . ·---· __ _ _J 

' i Amount t ru7\ount % Amor:n-c. 1 

. FEDERA.L 90 L~ • 225 l I 
I 
I STATE I 

I 

iLOCAL GO VE RN ?Ii.ENT 10 4-70 
I 

OTHER I 

TOTAL L[, 695 j - - · 
Ll. SPECIFY HOW NON-FEDERA.L SHARE \\/ILL BB PROVIDF.D: Multnorrnh County 

will provide hard cash match4 

12. PROJECT DIRECTOR 
Administrative Judge of 

NarneJud~e Georre A. Van Hoomissen Tit l e :Multnomah Cou:oty Juvenile Gour~ 

Address :z:32 County Courthouse 

?ortl8na, Or, Gon 97204 

Tel . No . 2Ll-8- 3082 ---------------



' , - ' 
' . 

: I 

13. FINANCIAL OFFICER (with responsibility for subgrant) 

Name Don Morty Title Senior Account nn t 

Address 6400 S.W. Canyon Court 

Portland, Oregon 97221 

Tel. No. 297-2210 

l PART B - LAW ENF0
1

RCE~~T EXPE~_pITURE DATA 

The 
for 
for 

participating jurisdiction(s) or agency(s) expended or budgeted 
law enforcement programs 1 and activities the following amounts 
the fiscal years as indicated below: 

Actual Expenditures 
Participating 
Jurisdiction or Agency FY 

past three.years 
FY FY 

Current 
Budget 

FY 

Et:l tno1J.ah Conntv 4,652,9011- 6,409,6?5 6 ,60 3 2996 7,718 2 97?5 

---- ~------- -· --·- --·-·---
· •· ·•- · 

---·· -·~· --,--~-~-- ___ .. __ .,._,.., ...... ..... -----
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2. This application consists of the following attachments in addi-
tion to this form: 

Attachment 1: 
Attachment 2: 

Description of Project 
Project Budget 

Attachment 3: 
Attachment 4: 

Significance of Project in District Program 
Significance of Project in State Program 

3. SUBMITTED BY: 

Columbia Region ·Association of Governments 
Name of applicant agency 

Lawrence A. Rice Executive Director 
Name of agency official Title 

Signature of agency official Date 

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 avail,il,lf 
<3nd wi 11 expend or provide to the ,1ppl ;_car.t agency, as needc,·~, 
adequate resources to meet its share of the matching funri~ 
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 

Multnomah County 

··-·-·--------------------

- ·----·--- ------•·· ······- ··-- --
---··- -·- . ----- . -·-···---··--·-·--·~---··· 

-----·----·-····- --

Signature & Title 

Chairman, Board 
of Co::mnissioners 

---··--·· ······---------



ATT~CHMENT l 

PART A - ITEM 8. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

- 2. The Problem 

The juvenile _justice system originated . with the concept.that 
the determination of criminal e;uilt and punishment is not appropriate 
in he~dling child offenders and that the best s6cial interest is 
served by treatinE and rehabilitating the child. Basic. to this 
theory is acceptance of the philosophy that the state has . a respon-
sibility to care ·for its dependent children, · whether deliµquent .or 
neglected. · · · 

. Si£ce the 1966 U.S. Supreme Court decision in KE:nt v. United 
States, · a closer scrutiny o.f the operation of the juvenile .justice 
sys;t em has led mony to conclude that juvenile court is in ree.lity 
a criminal tribunal, in which the child, ·unprotected by constitutional 
rights, is subject to crimin'al penalties. · Further, the child's 
passage through the system is rarely characterized by either treat-
ment or rehabilitation. 

Subsequent U.S. Supreme Court decisions have extended certain 
·procedural rights to the juvenile. These rie;htsinclude.adequate 
notice of the- charge, the right to counsel, the privilege against 
self-in~rimination, the ric;ht to confront and cross examine wit-,; 
nesses, and the requirement of proof beyond ·a reasonable doubt./ 

A major aspect of the juvenile justice system has .been the 
mi nimi zing qf the adversary nature of the proceedings. · consistent· 
wi th that goal, the Oregon Juvenile Code contaihs few formalized 
rules and procedural requirements. The result has been that county 
j uvenile . departments .have had substantial discretion_in developing 
policie_s and procedures. · .This informal justice operates largely 
,•;i th explicit guidelines at all points of the system, from the 
initial detention de~ision through preliminary investigation to 
final disposition. · · · · 

Issues to be . considered in this study include rules affectin~ 
the information gatherine; and decision making processes A.teach 
stage of the proceedine;, assignment of counsel, \:rai ver, presentation 
of evidence, jurisdictional and adjudicatory questions involved in 
the determination of 1·.rhether a petition is to be filed, and the role 
of the counselor in both the adjudicative and dispositive sta€::es. 

Without this analysis, it cannot be determined if practices in 
Eul tnornr"h County Juvenile Court conform to the requirements of the 
Oregon Juvenile Code. Additionally, because of'the broa.d grant of 

. l. 383 D.S. 541 (1966)~ 
2. In re Gault, 387 U.S. 1, 87 S.Ct. 1428 (1967). 
3. In re 11inship, 397 U.S. 358 (1970). 

-6-
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ATTACHMENT l (Continued) 

. ' 

discr etion left to the i ~ividual juvenile: courts by the Code, . it 
i s i mportant to analyze deal practicis to insure that juveniles 
ere receiving the full . b nefit of their constitutional richts, as 
11e 11 as the ·.human nurtu:r ' they re quire within the rehabilitative 
ioals of the juv~nile ju~tice system. 

b. Goals aI1d Objectives 

Goal: To guarahte.e tb:at the legal and hum·an .rights of 
Hithin the jurisd·ction of·t~e Multnomah County 
Court are protected. . . 

IJ •.,. 

juvenile·s 
Juvenile 

Objectives: (1) To eyaluate Juvenile Department practices to . 
· · insure compiiance with the Oregon J.hvenile Cod e . . .. 

/ 
,-

(2) . To study Multnomah County Juvenile Department practices 
to insmre t _hat the human needs of juvenile'S 'under . court jur- · 
isdiction· are adequate.ly provided ·for. · 

f 

c. Project Activities .. 
' ' 

1. Review policies and proc edur.~s of Juvenile ·Dep.artment. 
2. Establ ish 6riteria fo~ contintiing ev~iuatibn of C6urt practices 

to maint'ain Code compliance. · 
3. Rec ommend r evision s in Department operations nec~ssary to meet 

Code r equirements . 
4 . Review Dep~rtme~t-praciices reBardi~g wardship, probation, 

support· and custody, court orders, int.ake, classification, 
segregation, remand snecial services, shelter, residential 
and foster ·care. , 4 · . · 

5. Evaluate support p:rograms ( education·, :recreation,.· and' comrq~i ty 
placements ). · · 

d. Proj ect Manap;ement 

The project will be directed by J udge George Van Hoomissen, 
Administratiye Judge of the Multnomah County Juvenile Court. 

e. Personnel 
I . 

The Project will require the employment of, an experienced 
systems analys_t, full- 11cime·• during the pr~je-ct '_s duration. 

f. N/ A ' ,., 

g. Pc;>,rticipating i1.gencies ., ., · ,. 
1 

, • 

. f l ' I I 

,The f1ultnomah° County' Ju:veni+e- Cour,t ..,; il'i ~ admi~'ist ~~r the· pr0ject; 
Multnomah County will provide local_ m1;1.tching ;funds. it 

. !1; 

1:1 
!, 

1: { 
I 

-I ! 
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ATTACHMENT l (Continu~d) 

h. Proj ect Evaluation 

·we have not included in . this proposed grant a request for 
evc=,luation funds. It is lour understanding that the . Oregon Law 
Enforcement Council will erform and pay for eva~uation of this 
and all other Sta.te Bloc1 Grants. 

i . Alternative· Methods 
'" . There a.re two al terriati ves· to . this requested fed.er al grant: 

,, 

to pay for the rese.arch e'ffort wi'th local funds,. and to ·not 1.mder-
take this research ·effort.· As for the forwer, adequate research 
staff does not exist at this point, and lo:bal funds are scare~:: in 
this extre~ely tight budget jear. As for the.latter, failure to 
undertake this -res_earch will perpetuate 'the present situation, in 
vrhich the. Juvenile Court is not confident· ·that it, is in compliance 
1·,i th ,the laus of the State of Oregon, nor with' the mand,ates of the . 
U.S. ~onstitution, ,not to mention .the goals of. rehabilitation which 
should d.orninate our juven{le "jµstic.e syst_em~ i· ,I 

' :1. Assu~ntion ·or Costs . ' . 
. · . ii: 

This is ·not 
to assume. 

a continuing project, 'so thef_e·will :bJ j no 
, I . , I 

I .. ' 

I , 

I•, 

'· I 
I ' I 

-a- • I 

costs 

'• '•' ' ,, 

' I , , 
'i 
I 

. ' 
': i j 
1 1 

I' '' i: 
1 1 
I 
, 1 
' ii 



?A'?..T A .- ITEM 9. .fIRST YEAR BUDGET DETAIL (Zotim&te) 

(-,. dd. .Lr 2. .1t1onc. l space l.5 nced1:Jd, UDO BlJDGl~T EXPLP..NAT .H;::.3 page 

COST ELEYmNT FED~ !?J:\L STA TB/LOCAL PROJECT 
SHtUIB SH.1\RE I TOTAL 

C.. SJ\LARIES AND WAGES 
of Monthly 

Position tim~ e~lary -
1) Systems Analyst 100 1,-500 2,530 470 3,000 

41:/ 

' . 

, , 

' ' 

. ,, 

Sub-Total Sal"'ries $ 2,530 $ 1~70 $ 3,000 

.Ernployee Benefits @ 2? $ $ $ (6602 

Total Salaries 1$ 2,530 $ 470 $ '52000 
I 

b . CONSULTJ.NTS (List by individual 
or type) 

N/A J 

I 
I 

Totc:ll $ $ 
i 

$ Consultants ! 

C . ?~n.vzL I TRANS:'OR'TATION, 
SUBS!STE~CE ( I te::.1i ze) 

N/ A ' 
; 

I 

' 
' 

Tot&l. Tr~vel 1$ $ $ 



AT'rACP~IBNT 2 (Con tinued) 

COS.-.c ELEr1ZNT 

d. OFFICE SUPPLIES, POSTAGS, 
PRIN?ING, ETC. _(Itemize) 

N/ A 

Tota l Office Supplies 

e. ?ACILITIES, OFFICE SPACE, 
U~ILITIES , EQUIPNENT RENTAL 
(Itemize) 

1\T/ ' . l ~ F. 

Total Facilities 

f . EQUIPMENT (Itemize) 

H/ A 

Total Eguipment 

g. INDIRECT COSTS 

( 50,-- . 5°1·10 X ct- 3 000) fr , 

Total 

T OTAL PROJECT COSTS . ,· 

Indirect 

PEDERi\L 
SHARE 

$ 

$ 

$ 

1,695 

$ 1,695 

$ l f , ?25 

STiVl"E/LOCAL 
SHZ\RE 

.$ $ -------1 

PROJECT 
TOTP.L 

.:.s _____ -j .:,.s ____ _ 

___ $ ____ ~$ 

1,695 

$ 1, 695 

$ 1+-70 1 $ LJ.;695 - --------



ATI'ACHf'1...ENT 2 (continued) 

BUDGET EXPLANATION (UE.:S if &dditional opacG needed) 

C' 1 . 'J . e. ae aries ano va~es 

This grant 1s.rill provide the salary for one systems analyst, 
;d"J.o 1.•1ill be r esponsible for data collection and analysis of Juvenile 
Court polici e s and procedures. The reviev1 \•!ill in<::lude docketing 
,roceudres , staff manual, disposition orders (includinB wardship, 
for• al and informal probation, restitution, child support,· special 
conditions of probation aDd custody). 

b. N/ A 

c. N/ A 

d. F/ '· ', .J::J.. 

e. T,T; /, .u .n. 

f. .,.,v ~ .:. .-\. 

[· I nd irect Costs 

The Indirect Costs figure for thi s grant was calculated. pur-
su2..nt to LEA.A.' s formal approval on April 16, l 97L~, of an A-87 Pl211 
for Viultnomah County. The only Indirect Cost item contained in this 
particule.r request is t; 660 for Employee Benefits (indicated in parent:ieses 
in .h.t tach"Jent 2). The Salaries figure is a ndirect cost 11 - and serves 
as the basis for the Indirect Costs· calculation. 


