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I. EUIH"OSE OF T~l~,"ill.!.Q.'L 

Th~ purpose of the study is to evaluate the Group Home program for 

future )Ianning, to develop clearer understanding of the characteristics 

of the :/oL!th I'Jlio f.l<lrticipCltecJ in Hie proQrar,1, thQ e)<perience they had as 

part i c I ,lants, and to ir.1prove the ab iIi ty 0"1' the Departr.lent of Correct; ons 

in identifying yout:1 \/110 \<Jo~!ld [liost benefit YrGr.l the pro[;ram. 

In 1965 the 11innesota Stvte Department of Corrections began its Group 

Home prooram to sll~erv i se de Ii iiquellt youths who requ ired placement ina 

residen~ial settinn in the community in lieu of other placement options. 

Tv/O gro'ips of j uven i I es seeill to be most appropr i ate for Group I'lome p I ace~ 

rilent: those V/IIO C:JI'e released on !JiJrole ai' probation rl'onl correctional 

i nst i tut ions and for 1'/1'101'.1 I) I (Jeer,lent opt ions in the cor:irnurt i ty are deemed 

inap;Jro;Jriate; and those who tlave been adjudicated del inquent and for whom 

the i r pl'ev i ous home, I nd i v i dua I foster cal'e, or i nst i tut i ana Ii zat i on are 

seen as beinn unsuitable. 

/\ Group 1·lor~e is a pr i vate I y O'.'lTled 'rar;ti I y horne j 11 tlH! comrnun i ty. 

Four to eight selected youth are placed in the care of the husband and wife 

in the horne. The \·liT':! r:]ust be ir~ t:H! home on a ful I-time basis, v/hi Ie the 

husband is e)(pecteil to continue tlis usual occupation. Tile fami Iy may have 

othel' natural or adopted Cl1i Idren in the 1101;1<2. Success'ful e)(perience in 

raiSing chi Idrcn is a usual requisite for selection as a Group Home parent. 

Ar examination of the ~11nnesota Department of Corrections f Group Home 

fami lies from 1965-69 provides detai led information as to the nature of the 

homes. Records completed by the Group Home parents and the I icensing agents, 

indicated that 9 of the 16 homes were parented by couples in their middle or 

I ate fort i es. I n vi rtua II y everyone of tl1e5e cases, tile coup I e had ch i I dren 

of their 0'.'/11 in thQ ilone, who ';,ere in their adolescence, \'/ith the eldest 

approaclling separation f.rDlr. the home into t11€ ml Iltary, colleoe, other SCllools, 

marriage, etc. Of tlJe remaining seven 1l0r:lQS, t;lree cou'ples I'/ere in their mid­

thirties and had very young chi Idren, one couple was in the mid-twenties and 

had an infant and a two year old, three were in their early or mid-fifties 

~lith chi Idren v/ilo Vlere younn adults not I ivinO in tile horne. There \'Iere no 

homes parented by chi Idless COUpI2S. The majority of the parents had over 

four ch i I dren. 

One of the ~oals of the Group Home program has been to recruit experienced 

parents. Ideally, recruitment has been aimed at those parents who have had 

foster ch i I dren who ilad prob I ems of an act i nel-out natCire, and \'Iho had been 

placed by the local juveni Ie court and welfare department. Half of the homes 

studied had such experience prior to joinjn~ the program. Of the four homes 

thdt fai led within one year from the date of I icensing, none had such experi-

ence. I n tile se I ect i on of Group Iloele parents, annua I income has been a con-

sideration. Tile Department does not desire to have the parents financially 

dependent upon the pr09ram as a pr ir,le SOUI"ce of fami I y income. Annua I income 

of al I the homes indicated that the fami lies 'del'e I ivinr' at a "middle income lJ 

I eve I. Except ions occurred because of the spec i a I I eve I of educat i on and 

sl<i lIs possessed by t:le r;roup 1I0l11e father. 
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The educational level of Group Home parents does not appear to be 

positively correlated \tlitll success or fai lure of the home. It appears that 

the parents who had a col lege education experienced a greater degree of 

difficulty as Group Home parents than did those with lower educational 

achievement. Of the four homes that fai led, three had at least one parent 

who completed four yea~ of col lege. In one case the father held a doctoral 

degree and was a professor. Of the 16 homes studied, five homes had at 

least one parent wit~ a four year col le~e education. In one of the homes 

the father had had at least three years of col lege. In six of the homes, 

Hie parents Jlad a 'rull 11 i ':'Ii1 sclloo I etiucat i on; and in 'four homes the parents 

had had a 9th grade Qduc~tion or less. 

Occupations of the fathers were extremely diverse: mortician's 

aSSistant, farmer, insurance salesman and adjuster, State Highway Patrolman, 

hi gil schoo I te.acher, crearnery forer~lan, pa inter, cal~penter, army of'f i cer, 

machinist, student, sa/esr.1al1, college professor, and minister. 

Qua lit i es wi] i ch have been SOU[;/1t in recru i tment '<of parents inc I ude 

personal intecrity, tolerance, conSistency, patience, sincere interest in 

youth, stabi I ity, warmth and f/exibi I ity. The parents are expected to teach 

social expectations of the cO~Dunity, help the youth in developing appropriate 

pat t ern s 0 fin t e r D ct ion \'J i til per son sin the i r d a i I Y I i v e s , 11 e I p f 0 s t e r i n t e f-

lectual and emotional development, and exercise proper discipline. 

Group Homes an! sullsidizer.i according to a sC!ledule that allo\vs a basic 

guaranteed SUM in addition to reimbursement for food, clothing, medica/-den-

tal care, and personal ward 01 lowance ex~enditures. The budgeted cost for 

each chi Id is ~190 per mont~. 
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Fro~ the standpoint of the YDuthTs social relations, the Group Home is 

seen as a social entity which allows him to maintain normal relations in 

the community, receive fairly constant supervision, and receive the benefits 

of a good home environ~ent. In the home he is able to retain the security 

of being able to withdraw into t:le group, but may sti I I seek close contact 

with the Group Home parents \'/i1en he \'/i shes .... 
I ~. I dea I 1,/, th e youthTs stay 

in the hOMe is fro~ six to eiehteen months. Readiness for release is 

determined by the parole D~ent in conSUltation vith the Group Home parents. 

Adjustrn:2ilt to t:1C ilOr:~e, pronress in school, adequacy of future plans out-

side the Group Hon:e, ~nd othQr pertinent factors Dre taken into consideration. 

Youth may return to t:leir ori~in~1 ~O~Q or can be released to independent 

place~Qnt status. 

Tile prorram is a'li.!i n i stcl~ed by a Group 1,101',10. Supet"v i sar \'/110 is respon-

sible for financial matters, place~lent, rccruit~~nt and selection of new 

parents, and re/ateci a(i:',linistrative r:l<1tt8rs. lie \'Iorks in conjunction I'/ith 

fiel::! aQents (\/ilose caselo:.Jds include 't:'12 c:1i Idrer: in til'e Group Ilor;les) in 

re[]ard to the on-",)oil'l:'1 opcra'(ion of tile 1101:18. 

I n SUr,li:~ary, t:1C Sroup 1101.';2 is best descr i ~)eci <:IS an i m'orrna I treatment 

program which focuses upo~ resccial ization of juveni fes in a faDi Iy commu­

't ... t· I n I Y 5e I. Inr!. 

EI izabetl1 t:c!3rOOf:1, tlThc Social ization (If P,lt'cnts,1I elli Id V/e/'fare, I'~arch 1967, 
p. 133 
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11is study describes youth placed in terms of personal characteristics, 

correctional histol-Y, and fami Iy characteristics and relationships. Spe-

cifie variahles studied under each of these categories are as fol lows: 

Personal Characteristics 

Sex 

Intel I igQllce 

Age 

G i o-et,1rl i c bac!<nroU;li; 

Place ~f residence 

';orrect i or a I History 

A~e at first offense 

( .. Hense at I ast ad j u­
-Jicution 

Status ~rior to Group 
: lor,12 pI acem'2f1t 

Faroi Iy Characteristics 
and Relationships 
--. --.--.------
Marital status of parents 
with whom living prior to 
last adjudication 

Fami Iy composition 

Foster placement history 

Economic condition 

T.le data vlere collected in July, 1969 bv a systerllatic examination of the 

129 case records of the juveni les placed in C~roup I-Iom~s from the beginning of 

the prJrJram in Si~ptrm;)el~, 1963, to July, 1969. 1-\ pre-coded schedule VIas used 

to col':ct (d iter,ls of in'I'OI-;,wtiol1 (see appendix). To r:laintain consistency 

in coditlP, one pel-son cnll'2cted data ft"OIIl al I cases. Items not requiring 

judnme,t in codi~~ were completed by a clerk. 

P2rCel1ta~e tables, means, standard deViations, and correlations using 

Goocimal and \,zrus\,3\'S Lambda I'Jere used to analyze t11e data in appropriate v/a)'s 

by use of C.OI,lputer tecliniqucs. TI1'2 cOr:1putel- prol1ranls are on fi Ie with the 

nesear:h uivision 0'( tiH? .J-tate of liinnesota iJepartment o'f Corrections. 

Vl!Jere cor.if) I ete dati.'l \'/<2re not aViJ i I ab I e for a I I cases the i r I acl< VJere 

not so extensive as to preclude their use in the analysis. 
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I V. F I pO I il:'lS 

Of the 129 juveni les, GO were Dale and 69 female. Table I indicates 

that 84;~ of the total sarilfJfe \'/as \'/hite and IZ~ \'/as o'f American Indian descent. 

Of the rer;:ainillf'j 'five chi Idren, 'bi~ v/ere Oriental and tllree were tlexican-

American. ~lo t!e]ro ~IOl!t;;s ~/QI-e pluc'2d. 

o I O-~THr! I C J/\CI(S;;OUl n i :, \L.:':: FE~,~,4LE TOTAL 
i:o. 

, 
1:0(9 .' 1\\0. 5~ .:' i) 

American Indiun :5 .~ -~. 

~ I. :"1'.- II 15.9;;, 16 12.40 
',/:1 i te 51 ['5.0 57 02.() I 108 83.72 
Oriental 2 J.33 2 1.,55 
tlex i can-.\f,ier i can ;: ';> 'J ') 

_I ... .J..J I • '~:i 3 2.33 
negro 

TotClI (f'I 
t..'I,,.. 100.0 (,9 100.0 129 100.0 

.' 

.<\GE : ,;\L::: ~·E; ~;'\LE TOTAL .-, 
; ~ (\ . % i 10. 

, 
No. ,) ," 

13 ::2 3.33 3 4.35 5 3.BS 
14 (, 15.0 17 2;:,-. (,4· 26 20.16 
15 17 2~~.J3 I :, 26.0G 35 27.13 
16 ,:).-, 

~t'...j 3f.67 1<) 27. :jfr 41 31.7: 
17 "', 13.33 9 13.0t,. 17 13.18 l 

1.:3 I • ~\7 I .L:-5 2 1.55 
U 11101 own I • (~7 2 2.90 3 2.32 

Total (,0 100.0 69.0 {OO.O {?9 (00.0 
Hean * I::; ./.,' I ::i • ,,:5 15.36 
Standard Deviation * I • 1 :;: I.O() 1.15 

* Ca ~cu I ater.l on I;' U:ion 1:nmlll c;ata 
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The intell igence description, as determined when first entering the 

Minnesota Reception and Diagnostic Center, indicates a negatively skewed 

distribution; with this group of youths being somewhat brighter on the 

average than that of the general population. Approximately 25% of both 

males and females ,were of above average intel! igence (Stanford-Binet 

equivalent of 116 or greater). 

Table 3. DIAGNOSTIC INTELLIGENCE LEVEL 

INTELLIGENCE LEVEL ~·lALE FE~1ALE TOTAL 
No. % No. % No. % 

Superior 7 11.67 I I ~45 8 6~20 
Bright Normal 10 16.67 16 23.19 26 20~ 16 
Average 31 51.67 37 53.62 68 52.71 
Dull Normal 8 13.32 13 18.84 21 16~28 
Border line I 1.67 I ~78 
Unlmown 3 5.0 2 2.90 5 3,.87 

Total 60 100.0 69 100~O' 129 100.0 

The distribution of juveni les according to 'areas within the state coincides 

with the state population distribution figures as a whole (Figure I). Whereas 

about 49.3% of the State population resides in the metropolitan area, 41.08% 

of the Group Home youth resided in the metropol itan region; 

Table 4, STATE AREA OF RESIDENCE 

STATE AREA ~lALE FEMALE TOTAL 
No. % No. % No. % 

Northwest 5 8.33 5 7.25 10 7~75 
Northeast 4 6.67 ..,. /0.14 /I 8~53 I 

\~est Centra I 5 8 0 33 1/ ' 15.94 16 12.40 
Central 8 13.33 8 11.59 16 12.'40 
East 8 13.33 7 10~I4 15 1 I ~63 
West 2 ,3.33 3 4 0 35 5 3.88 
Netropo II tan 27 45.00 26 37.69 53 41.08 
Unkno\,/n 1 1.,68 2 2.90 3 2.33 

Total 60 100.0 69 100.0 129 : 100.0 
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About 25% of the cases came from HennEpin County, 9% from Ramsey County, 

and 11% cZlme from St. Louis County (see Figure I) • Of the youths who resided 

in the metropolitan area, the greatest number came from the Minneapolis Powdel"-

horn area. 

Table 5. HETROPOLI TAN AREA OF RES I DENCE OF METROPOLJ TAN YOUTHS IN STUDY 

AREA MALE FEMALE TOTAL 
No. % No. % No. % 

Mpls. Central 0 0.00 3 4.35 3 2~32 
Mpls. Powderhorn 5 8.33 4 5.80 9 6~98 
Mp Is. Calhoun Isles I 1.67 a O~OO I ~78 
Hpl s. Near North 4 6.67 a 0.00 4 3~ 10 
Mpls. LonCl fe 1 low a 0.00 2 2.90 2 I ~55 
/Vlpls. Nol,omi S 3 5.00 a 0.00 3 2~32 
t·lp I s. Southwest I 1.67 0 O~OO I . ~78 
Mpls. Camden 2 3.33 a o~oo 2 1~55 
Mpls. High-Density Suburbs a 0.00 2 2.90 2 I ~55 
Mpls. Urban Fringe Suburbs 3 5.00 I 1.45 4 3~ 10 
St. Paul SWMli t-Un i vers i ty a 0.00 1 1.45 I ~78 
St. Paul Dayton's Oluff 2 3.33 a 0.00 2 I ~55 
St. Paul \l/est Side I 1.67 I 1.45 2 1.55 
Unknown 38 63.3.3 55 79.70 93 72.09 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

Family Background 

A high proport i on of the youth carne from large fami I I es. Near I y 49% came 

from families with five or more chi Idren; about 16% came from fami I ies with eight 

or more chi Idren (see table 6). An assessment was made of the economic condition 

of the farni Iy, but these data should be viewed \,/ith caution, since they were 

. based on the field agent's description of the I iving conditions of the fami Iy 

. rather than upon direct knowledge of financial resources, value of dwelling, 

expenditures, etc. \lie can infer from this evaluation that 44% of the youths 

came from fami lies described as economically sound or good and nearly as many 

(40%) are from economically marginal fami lies, suffering a noticeable degree 

of financial deprivation. HO\I/ever, it may be noted that a greater number (27%) 

came from economi ca I I Y "sound IT fami lies than from "poor" fami lies (18%). (The 

condition of 17% of the fami I ies Is not known. See Table 7). 
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Table 6. NUl·18ER OF CH I LOr~EN IN THE FAHILY 

NUI"iSEn OF CHILDREN HALE FEHALE 
1110. ~; No. % No. 

I 2 3.32 I 1.45 3 
2 7 11.67 4 5.80 II '''-'\ 

3 10 16.67 10 14.49 20 
4· 5 8.33 6 8.70 /I 5 7 11.67 12 17.39 19 
6 5 8.33 9 13.04 14 
7 ti- 6.67 5 7.25 9 
8+ 10 16.67 " 15.94 21 Un Imolm 10 16.67 1/ 15.94 21 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 

Table 7. ECONOHIC CONDITION OF FAHILY 

CO:'!D ITI ON HALE FaMLE 
!'lo. d i·lo. 'ib No. /0 

SOllnd 17 20.33 /8 26.09 35 
Good, sOr.Je probler.',s 13 21.67 9 13.04 22 
Harginal II 18.33 16 23.19 27 Poor 9 15.00 I.:~ 20.29 23 
Unlmown 10 U:'.67 I? 17.39 22 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 
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TOTAL 
% 

2.32 
8.53 

15.50 
8.53 

14.73 
10.85 
6.98 

16.28 
16.28 

100.00 

TOTAL 
% 

27.14 
17.05 
20.93 
17 0 83 
17.05 

100.00 

About 61% of the youths were not living with both natural parents prior 

to Group Home placement. In 5?;,i of the cases their parents \'1ere not living 

together as Ilusband and vlife, divorce (30]S) being tile major reason. 

Table B. LIVING WITH PRIOR TO GROUP HOME PLACEMENT 

LIVING WITH 1'1ALE FEHALE TOTAL 
. 

Natural Parents ' 
Father and Step-mother 
t'''lother 
Father 
Adoptive Parents 
Mother and Step-father 
Relatives, friends 
Foster I·lomes 
Group Homes 
Unknown 

Total 

Table 

MARITAL STATUS 

Married-Living together 
~'lother deceased 
Father deceased 
Non-I e9a I separation 
Fatl1P.r deserted 
Legal separation 
Divorced 
Never married 
Nnn-I ega I association 
Unknown 

Total 

Q , . 

1\)0. 

20 
6 

15 
3 
7 
7 
o 
f 
o 
f 

60 

~~ 
33.33 
10.00 
25.00 
5.00 

f 1.67 
11.67 
0.00 
1.67 
0.00 
1.66 

100.00 

~lARITAL STATUS 

HALE 
~'·Jo • dl 

l' 
20 33.33 

3 5.00 
3 5.00 
3 5 0 00 
0 0.00 
2 3.33 

19 31.67 
I , 0 67 
0 0.00 
9 15.00 

60 100.00 

No. 
27 

3 
15 
4-
2 

10 
3 
2 

2 

69 

OF PARENTS 

~~ 
39.12 
4.35 

21.74 
5.80 
2.90 

14.,.1\9 
4.35 
2.90 
1.45 
2.90 

100.00 

FEfvlALE 
No. % 

27 39.13 
I 1.45 
2 2.90 
2 2.90 
I 1.45 

4 5.80 
20 28.98 

ti- 5.80 

" 2~90 "-

6 8.69 

69 100 0 00 

No. 
47 

9 
30 

7 
9 

17 
3 
3 
I 
3 

129 

No. 
47 

4 
5 
5 
I 
6 

39 
5 
2 

15 

129 

% 
36.43 

6.98 
23.26 
5.43 
6.98 

13.18 
2.32 
2.32 

078 
2.32 

100.00 

TOTAL 
% 

36.43 
3./0 
3.88 
3.88 

.78 
4.65 

30.23 
3.88 
1.55 

" .62 

100.00 

An examination was made of the number of changes in household of residence prior 

to Group Home placement (not including correctional institutions). A change In 

household of residence was defined as a change of household in which neither 

parent (nor guardian nor foster paren1) remains the same, or movement in or out 
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of foster placement. More than 36% of the cases had at least one change in 

household of residence. 

Table 10. NUt,lBEFI OF CHANGES IN HOUSEHOLD OF RESIDENCE PRIOR TO GROUP HOME 
PLACE"lEllT 

NUlvlBER OF CHANGES HALE FEMALE TOTAL 
No. % No. 1~ No. % 

0 31 51.67 34 49.27 65 50.39 
1-2 14- 23.33 19 27.54 33 25.58 
3-5 6 10.00 5 7.25 " 8.53 

6+ 2 3.33 I 1.45 3 2.32 
Unknown 7 I 1.67 10 14.49 17 13.18 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

Del inquent and Correctional History: 

Yduth in the Group Home program did not typically have a 'long history of 

del inquency: t.l,Z;~ o'f the females and 27% of the males had been adjuc.licated del in­

quent once; 54;6 of the females and 62% of the males had been adjudicated del in­

quent two t;mes or more (table 1 I). 

Table II. NUI'mER OF T I t'~ES ADJUD I CATED DELI NQUENT PR'f OR TO GROUP HOt-1E PLACEMENT 

TIHES ADJUDICATED HALE FEf\'iALE TOTAL 
No. (.7 

p No. % No. % 
I 16 26.67 29 42.03 45 34088 
2 20 33.33 .21 30.43 4! 3 1.78 
3 10 16.67 13 18.84 23 17.83 
4 6 10.00 I lAS 7 5.43 
5 0 0.00 2 2.90 2 1.55 
6 I 1.66 0 0.00 I .78 

Unl<nown 7 11.'67 3 4.35 10 7.75 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 
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The mean age at first offense for boys was 14.2 years, for girls 14.59 

years (table 12). 

Table 12. AGE AT FIRST OFFENSE 

AGE ~tALE FEf'.1ALE TOTAL 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
Unl<nov/Il 

t·\o. 
1 
I 
3 
2 
8 

12 
18 
9 
3 
3 

% No. 
1.67 0 
1.67 0 
5.00 0 
3.33 3 

13.33 10 
20.00 21 
30.00 15 
15.00 13 
5.00 5 
5.00 2 

1~ No. % 
0.00 1 .78 
0.00 I ~78 
0.00 3 2.32 
4.35 5 3.88 

1£',.49 18 13.95 
30.43 33 25.58 
21.74 33 25.58 
18.84 22 17.05 
7.25 8 6~20 

2.90 5 3.88 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

l'iean * 
Standard Deviation * 

* Calculated only upon known data 

14.2 
2.1 

14.59 
1.35 

Regarding type of offenses for v/hicll tile ~/outh was last adjudicated, it was 

apparent that the majority (86~;) of female offenses and a large percentage of 

male offenses (35%) were non-criminal acts. No more than 5% of the remaining 

fema 1 es fe I I into anyone other offense category. The h/o most sign if i cant 

f4~44 
1.52 

offenses for r;lales \'/ere absenting (22;& included in nOll-criminal offens.es on the 

tab Ie) and unauHlor i zed use of motor vel"l i c I e (2Z;:~). The ft and burg I ary each 

accounted 'for 18';; of the boys' o'fft2nses. (See table 13 for further detai Is.) 
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Tab 1 e 13. TYPE OF OFFENSE cOt,/J'iIITED D I RECTL Y PRIOR TO GROUP Hm~E PL/ICEMENT 

OFFENSE 

Assau 1 t 
BUrglary 
Non-criminal offenses * 
Theft ** 
Unauthorized use of 

motor vehicle 
Unknown 

Total 

tlo. 
2 

1/ 
21 
II 

13 
2 

60 

l'IiALE 
% No. 

3.33 1 
18.33 2 
35.00 59 
18.33 3 

21.67 I 
3.33 3 

100.00 69 

* Includes: Incorrlglbi I ity (2 males, 30 females) 
Liquor (I male, 2 females) 
Runaway (13 males, 25 females) 
Tnlai1cy (5 rna I es, 2 fema I es) 

·*Includes Shopl ifting (0 males, 2 fe~ales) 

Tab I c 1<1.. AGE AT LAST OFFENSE 

AGE t'fALE 
i'lo. c1 ,J No. 

12 1.67 I 
13 4 6.66 9 
14· 10 16.67 22 
15 21 35.00 15 
16 If; 30.00 14 
17 (,. 10.00 6 
Un~tnown 0 OgOO 2 

Total 60 100.00 69 

Meiln * 15. I 
Standar-d Deviation * 1.6 

If< Calculated only upon 1m 0 \'111 d a t a 

FElvlALE TOTAL 
,f! 
la No. % 

1.45 3 2.32 
2.90 13 10.08 

85.51 80 62.02 
4.35 14 10.85 

1.45 14 10.85 
4.35 5 3. elL, 

100.00 129 100.00 

FEHALE TOTAL 
01 
i a No. % 

1.45 2 1.55 
13.04 13 10.08 
31.88 32 24.81 
21.74 36 27.90 
20.29 32 24.81 
8.70 12 9.30 
2.90 2 , 0 55 

100.00 129 100.00 

14.7 14.9 
1.22 1.26 

The mean aRe at last offense for boys was 15.1 years and for girls was 14.7 years 

(table 14). The dlffere~ce between collective mean age at ftrst offense and at 

last offense was .46 years. \'Jit:1 reqard to probation and parole histories, a 

third of the (,1ales and over r"07~ of the females had been on probation once; 65% 
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of the males and 5Z;b of the females had been on probation twice or more. 

Table 15. NUI:iBER OF TltviES PL,\CED ON PROBATION 

TI ~~ES ON PROBATION r'lALE FO,tALE - TOTAL 
No. ~~ No. ~~ No. % 

I 20 33.33 29 42.03 49 37.98 
2 32 53.33 25 36.23 57 44:19 
3 6 10.00 8 11.59 14 10.85 
4 I 1.67 3 4.35 4 3.10 

Unlmown I 1.67 4 5.80 5 3.88 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

Over 685~ of the ma I es and 51% of the fema I es were on parole once. Thirty per cent 

of the male,S and 20';; of the females had been paroled two or three times prior to 

Group Home placement. 

Table 16. NUt'18ER OF TIHES PAROLED PR I OR TO GROUP HOt-IE PLACE[vlENT 

TIMES PAROLED HALE FE/'-tALE TOTAL 
No~ 117 

;0 No. % No. % 
I 41 68.33 51 73.91 92 71.32 
2 17 28.33 13 18.84 30 23.26 
3 I 1.67 I J .45 2 1.54 

Unknown I 1.67 4 5.80 5 3.88 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

Considering previous institutional ization, it \'/as observed that approximately 

7Cl/o of the youths had been institutional ized only once prior to Group Home 
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placernent; 33% of the males and 17% of the females had been Institutionalized 

two or more times. 

Tab I e 17. NUHBEn OF T W&·:S COHH I TrED TO CORRECT I ONAl INSTITUTIONS PRIOR TO 
GROUP Hor'lE PLACEt-lENT 

TI~IjES Cm.1HITTED t-1AlE FEMALE TOTAL 
tJo. 0.7 

10 No. 01 
70 No. % 

I 40 66.67 50 72.46 90 69.77 
2 15 25.00 II /5.94 26 20~ /5 
3 4 6.67 0 0.00 4 3.10 
4- 0 0.00 I 1.45 I .78 
5+ I / .66 0 0.00 / .78 

Unl<nO\'/I) 0 0.00 7 10.15 7 5.42 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

Boys had spent a mean total time in institutions prior to Group ~ome placement 

of 8.25 monttls, \,/hi Ie girls had spent an average of 6.54 months. 

Tab Ie 18. TOTAL NUHSZR OF ~'10NTHS SPENT 1 N 1 NST I TUTI ONS PR I OR TO GROUP HOME 
PLACEl11ENT 

MONTI-IS t·1ALE FEMALE TOTAL 
No. o.'! 

1° No. % No. % 
1-6 28 46.67 49 71.01 77 59.69 
7-12 21 35.00 10 14.49 31 24.03 

13-10 8 13.33 5 7.25 13 10.08 
19-24 2 3.33 I 1.45 3 2.32 
25-36 I 1.67 I 1.45 2 1.55 
37-48 0 0.00 I 1.45 . / .78 

Unlmown 0 0.00 2 2.90 2 1.55 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

~1ean '" 8.25 6.54 7.34· 

... Calculated only upon !<nOVtn data 
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In considering the number of months spent in institutions due to the last 

offense prior to Group Horne placement, 475b of tile males and 61% of the females 

spent from one to three months in an institution, the mean number of months 

bein£ 4.98 for males and 4.56 months for females. Only 5% of th2 youths were 

in an institution longer than a year for their last offense. 

Ta b I e 19. NU~mER OF HONTHS SPENT I N I NST ITUT IONS DUE TO lAST OFFENSE 

MONTHS 

o 
1-3 
4-6 
7-12 

13-18 
37-L1·8 

Unkno\'/n 

Total 

~1ean * 

Ho. 
2 

2f.1 
6 

18 
2 
0 
4 

60 

t'~AlE 

% 
3.33 

46.67 
10.00 
30.00 
3.33 
0.00 
6.67 

100.00 

4.98 

• Calculated only upon known data 

FE~tjALE 

No. % No. 
2 2.90 4-

42 60.87 70 
10 14.49 16 
7 10.14 25 
4 5.80 6 
I 1.45 I 
3 4.35 7 

(1;:;' 100.00 /29 

4.56 

TOTAL 
% 

3.10 
54.26 
12.40 
19.38 
4.65 

.78 
5.43 

100.00 

4.75 

About 37% of the jllveni les were not on any correctional statu~ at the time of 

tile offense leading'to GroLip Horne placement, but 40% were on probation. 

Table 20. CORRECT I ONf\L STATUS AT THE TIHE OF THE OFFENSE FOR \."H I CH PLACED IN 
GROUP HOrvlE 

STATUS 1'-1ALE FEt-,1ALE TOTAL 
No. ~~ No. % No. % 

None 18 30.00 30 43.48 48 37.21 
On probation 26 4.3.33 25 36.23 51 39.53 
On escape I 1.67 0 0.00 I .78 

.. On paro I e 10 16.67 9 13.04 19 14.73 
Unknown 5 8.33 5 7.25 10 7.75 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 
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About 37% of the boys and 55% of the girls v,ere nderred for placement directly 

from the 111nnesota Reception and Diagnostic Center. 

Table 21. REFERRAL SOURCE FOR GROUP HOHE PLACEMENT 

Source * 

Youth Conservation Comm. 
Reception & Diagnostic Ctr. 

Minnesota Home School 

State Training School 
for Boys 

Youth Vocational Center 

St. Croix Camp 

Th i st I edev! Camp 

Field Services 

Unlmown 

Total 

~lo • 

22 

3 

21 

8 

2 

2 

60 

1'-1ALE FEHALE 
No. 

36.67 38 55.07 

5.00 22 31.89 

35.00 1.45 

1.67 o 0.00 

13.33 o 0.00 

o 0.00 

1.45 

7 10.14 

100.00 69 100.00 

• AI I referrals made by Department of Corrections faellitles 

TOTAL 
No. % 

60 46.51 

25 19.38 

22 17.05 

.78 

8 6.20 

.78 

3 2.32 

9 6.98 

129 100.00 

The first concern in regard to Group Home placement is the reason for such placement. 

Two-th I rds of the 9 I r I sand 43jb 0 f the boys were p I aced because superv lsi on I n the 

community was deemed more appropriate than institutional izatlon. More than 40% of 

the boys and /0% of the girls were paroled from an institution but placement in 

their previous homes was inadvisable. 

•. 19-
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Table 22. REASON FOR GROUP Hm'tE PLACEHENT 

REASON MALE FEr·1ALE TOTAL 
No. tJ1 ,0 No. % No. % 

Supervision not institu-
tionalization necessary 26 43.33 46 66.67 72 55.81 

Paroled from institution; 
previous home not suitable 
for adjustment 26 43.33 13 18.84 39 30.23 

Other 1.67 a 0.00 .78 

Unr<novm 7 I 1.67 10 14.49 t7 13.18 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

Table 23. DESCRIPTION OF ADJUSTNENT TO GROUP HarviE 

DESCRIPTION l"tALE FEt·1ALE TOTAL 
No. % No. % No. % 

Exce I lent 1.67 14 17.39 15 11.63 

Good 15 25.00 16 23.19 31 24.03 

Fair (problems but 
not chronic) " 18.33 12 17.39 23 17.83 

Numerous problems 19 31.67 13 18.84 32 24.8/ 

Unknown 14 23.33 14 20.29 28 21.71 

Total 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 

Over 40% of the 9 i r I s and about 26is of the boys made a good to exce II ent 

adjustment to the Group I-lome, wh; Ie I~~ of the girls and 32% of the boys made a poor 

adjustment. [specially noteworthy is the observation that about 17% of the girls 

made an excellent adjustment, and diD not have a sinnle problem Incident or a 

single del inquent act \'1hi Ie in tIle home. The adjustment made to the Group Home 

/ 
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TABLE 23A. REASON FOO PLACE~NT IN .GROUP H(}£ COMPARED TO TYPE OF ADJUST~NT TO H(J£ 

REASON FOR PLACEP£NT 
SUPERVISION IN LIEU OF PAROLED FROM 

ADJUSTPENT INSTITUTIONALIZATION INSTITUTION OTHER TOTAL OOMB I NED TOTAL 
MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE 

NO. ~ NO. ~ NO. % NO. % NO. ~ NO. ~ NO. S NO. ~ NO. S 

EXCELLENT 1 5.26 11 35.82 0 0.00 9.09 0 0.00 0 0.00 1.67 12 17.39 18 10.09 

GOOD 10 52.68 12 83.81t It 19.05 2 18.18 0 0.00 0 0.00 11J 23.83 1'+ 20.28 28 21.70 

FAIR (PROBLEMS 
BUT NOT OHRONIC) 2 10.53 5 13.89 8 S8.10 5 1t5.ItS 0 0.00 0 0.00 10 16.67 10 1\.50 20 15.51 

NUMEROUS PROBLEMS 6 81.58 8 22.28 9 "2.86 3 27.27 100.00 0 0.00 16 26.67 11 15.95 27 20.92 

UNICNOWN 19 91.66 22 31.88 1t1 8',.,78 

TOTAL 19 100.00 36 100.00 21 100.00 
" 

100.00 1 100.00 0 0.00 60 100.00 69 100;00 129 100.00 
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was significantly different between those who were placed without having 

been Institutional ized and those who were paroled after institutionalization. 

Of the first group 58% of males made a good to excellent adjustment, whi Ie 

1% of the paroled males made a good to excellent adjustment. Of the females, 

69% of those in the first group made a good to excel lent adjustment whereas 

27% of the paroled females made a simi lar adjustment (see table 23A). 

Tab I e ;:~4. REASOr" FO:i LEAVI NG ROUP H01-1E PLAeEt~ENT 

HEASO!1 

Nel" Offense 

Released from vee juris­
diction, successful 
treatment 

Unable to adjust to home 
durln1 trial period 

Unable to adjust to home 
after trial period· 

Marriage; emancipated 
minor' 

Released to conVentional 
parent~l 

Chronic violation 
of technical rules 

Unknown 

Total 

20 

4 

4 

5 

2 

16 

60 

IIALE 

33.33 

6.67 

6.67 

13.33 

1.67 

8.33 

3.33 

26.67 

100.00 
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FEMALE 
No. % 

17 24.64 

5 7.25 

8 11.59 

8 11.59 

0 0.00 

(( 15.94 

0 0.00 

20 28 .. 99 

69 100.00 

TOTAL 
No. 

37 28.68 

9 6.98 

12 9.30 

16 12.40 

'.78 

16 12.40 

2 1.55 

36 27.91 

129 100.00 

il 
I' 

f 

ii 
li >, 
I; 
\i 
n 
;1 

The analysis of reasons why youth left Group Homes found that one-third of 

the boys and one-fourth of the girls left because they committed a new offense. 

Approximately 7% of the boys and 121~ of the girls did not adjust during the 

initial three \'leek trial period, \'Illile 13~b of the boys and 12% of the girls 
, 

left because of adjustment problems after the 15 day trial period. About 

15% of the boys 'and 23% of the girls released from Group Homes up unti I June, 

1969 completed their residence successfully and were either discharged from 

youth Conservation Commission (yee) jurisdiction or were released to natural 

or leral parents under continued vee supervision. A further analysis of 

youth released from Group Ijomes shewed differences in success between those 

placed In the home without prior institutional ization as compared with 

d f 1 ~ n "'lst,'tllt,'on Ar(long boys there is little youth place a ter para e (rom a • 

difference between tile hlo cateoor i es, wh i I e among 9 i r 1 s 391b of the non-

" 
d 18>/~': of the paroled females were either releas~ institutiona Ize versus v 

from vee Jurisdiction or released to their parents. 
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TABLE 21JA. REASON Foo PLACEf.£NT COMPARED WITH REA$(}I Foo LEAV ING GROOP HOf'iE 

REASON FOR PtA CEMENT 
SUPERVISION IN LIEU ~ PAROLEO FRCI'I 

REASON FOR LEAVING INSTITUTION.t.IZATION INSTITUTION OlllER TOTAL COMB INEO TOTAL 
HALE FEMALE HALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE 

NO. ~ NO. ~ NO. S NO. S NO. S NO. S NO. S NO. $ Ne. I 

NEW OFFENSE 6 40.00 12 38.71 10 45.45 3 27.27 1 100.00 0 0.00 17 28.99 15 21.1" 32 2".81 

REL~ASED FROM yeo 
JURISDIOTION; SUO-
CESSFUL TREATMENT 2 1S.93 3 9 .. 68 2 9.09 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 It 6.67 3 If.S5 7 5.48 

UNABLE TO ADJUST TO 
HOME DURING TRIAl. 
PERIOD 6.67 4 12.90 2 9.09 4 36.36 a 0.00 0 0.00 3 5.00 8 11.59 11 8.53 

UNABLE TO ADJUST TO 
HOME AFTER TRIAL 
PERIOO 2 1S.SS 3 9.68 If 18.18 2 itl.18 0 0.00 0 0.00 6 10.00 5 7.25 11 6.53 

MARRIAGE, 
EMANCIPATED 
MINOR 6.67 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 1.67 0 0.00 .77 

RELEASED TO CON-
VENTIONAL PARENTS 2 13.33 9 29.09 S 13.6\ 2 18.18 a 0.00 0 0.00 5 8.33 11 15.9\ 16 12.\0 

CHRONIC VIOLATION 
OF TEOHNIOAl. 

2 1.55 RULES 6.67 0 0.00 It. 55 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 2 3.39 0 0.00 

UNKNOWN 22 36.67 27 99.13 \9 37.98 

TOTAL 15 1eo.OO 31 100.00 22 100.00 11 100.00 1 100.00 0 0.00 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.00 
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Of the youth leaving the Group Home due to a new offense, 34% were making 

a good adjustment to the home, and 23~~ v/ere mal<ing a fair adjustment. None 

had made an excel lent adjustment but 43% adjusted poorly. Of those who were 

released to their parents, 80% had been making a good to excellent adjustment. 

Of those discharged from vee jurisdiction, 90% had been making a good to 

excellent adjustment and 10% had been making a fair adjustment. 

TABLE 25. TYf£ (f ADJUSH'ENT IN THE GROUP HOt-£ COMPARED TO REASON FOR lEAV ING THE HOt.£ 

REASON FOP 
LEAVING 

NEW OFFENS! 

EXCELLENT 
NO. % 

o 0.00 

RELEASED FROM YCO 
JURISDICTION; suc-
CESSFUL TREATHE~T 6 60.00 

UNABLE TO ADJUST TO 
HOME DURING TRIAL 
PERIOD a 0.00 

UNABLE TO ADJUST TO 
HOME AFTER TRIAL 
PEIU 00 0 0: 00 

MARRiAGE, 
EMANOIPATED 
MINOR 

RELEASr.o TO OON· 

a 0.00 

VENTIONAL PARENTS ~ 25.00 

CHRONIC VIOLATION 
OF TECHNICAL RULES 0 0.00 

UHKNOWH 

TOTAL 10 7.76 

TYPE OF ADJUSTMENT 

COOD 
NO. ~ 

12 3~.28 

a 80.00 

o 0.00 

o 0.00 

1 100.00 

9 56.25 

o 0.00 

FAIR 
(PROBLEMS BUT 

NOT CHRONIC) 
NO. ~ 

8 22.86 

10.00 

?5.00 

It 26.67 

o 0.00 

2 12.50 

50.00 

25 19.38 17 19.38 
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NUMEROUS 
PROBLEMS 

NO.. % 

15 \2.85 

o 0.00 

a 75.00 

11 73.13 

JO.OO 

1 

50.00 

TOTAL 
NO. S 

S5 100·.00 

10 100.00 

~ 100.00 

15 100.00 

1 100.00 

16 100.00 

2 100.00 

\6 85.66 

129 100.00 

r 
1 
\ 

\ 
An important question to be answered by the study is whether the degree of 

success of a youth in' the home has any relationship to the type of offense for 

which he was committed. Table 26 shows that there is a sex difference in adjust-

ment between boys and girls who were adjudicated del inquent for the same type 

of offenses. Among juveni les adjudicated for non-criminal offenses, 7% of the 

boys made a good or excellent adjustment \'Jllile 52% of tile girls were making a 

good to excellent adjustment. Among the total subjects for which there is 

information, 42% of the girls made a good to excellent adjustment, compared to 

27% of the boys. Host responsible "for this difference is the adjustment of the 

males adjudicated for unauthorized use of motor vehicle and for non-criminal 

offenses. Over hilf of the boys adjudicated for unauthorized use of motor 

vehicle made a bad adjustment, and of the 14 boys with non-criminal offenses, 

43% made only a fair adjustment and 50% h~d a poor adjustment. Surprisingly, 

boys adjudicated due to burglary and theft adjusted weI I to the home; 56% of the 

burglary cases and 63% of the theft cases were described as having a good to 

excell~nt adjustment. 

In regard to a youth co~pletjng his Group Home stay successfully and either 

being released from (Vee) jurisdiction or being released to his natural parents 

or independentst~tus under vee jurisdiction, we again find a significant sex 

difference when considering type of last adjudicated offense. Of the boys, only 

three burglary cases, three theft cases, and two car theft cases successfully 

completed their Group Home stay. One of the 15 male youths with non-criminal 

offenses completed the program successfully and was released to his parents 

58.33% of tile unaut~lot-ized use of motJr vehicle cases and 42086% of the bur-

glary cases left the l10me due to a new offense. In analyzi~g success of youths 

in completing oroup flame stay and beinR released to parents or being released 
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rVPE OF ADJUSTMENT 

::XCELLENT 

~OOD 

:AIR (PROBLEMS 
aUT NOT CHRONIC) 

~UI'£ROUS 
~RoaLEMS 

UNKNOWN 

rOYAL 

TABLE 26. OFFENSE FOR WH ICH ADJUD ICATED LAST COMPARED TO TYPE OF ADJUSTr-ENT 

ASSAULT BURGLARY NON-CRIMINAL OFFENSES· THEFT ** 
M"LE FEM"LE MALE FEM"LE MALE 

NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. % 

0 DoDO 1 100.00 a 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 

1 100.00 0 0.00 5 55.55 50.00 .7.1IJ 

0 0.00 0 0.00 2 22.22 0 0.00 6 42.86 

0 0.00 0 0.00 2 22.22 50.00 7 50.00 

1 100.00 0 0.00 9 100.00 2 100.00 1,. 100.00 

• INCLUDES: INOORRtCI81LtTY (O MALES, 22 FEMALES) 
LIQUOR (1 MA~E, 2 FEMALES) 
RUNAWAY (10 MALES, 22 FEMALES) 
TRUANCY (3 MA~~S, 2 FEMALES) 

•• INCLUDES SHOPLIFTING (0 MALES, 1 FEMALE) 

"'1 

FEMALE MALE FEMALE 
N~lI % NO. % NO. % 

10 20.83 12.50 50.00 

15 31.25 4 50.00 0 0.00 

11 22.92 12.50 50.00 

12 25.00 2 25.00 0 0.00 

48 100.00 8 100.00 2 100.00 
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UNAUTHORIZED USE 
OF HOTOR VEHICLE 

MALE FEMALE 
NO. % NO. % 

a 0.00 1 100.00 

II 30.76 0 0.00 

2 15.'a8 a 0.00 

7 53.85 0 0.00 

13 100.00 1 100.00 

OOMBINED 
TOTAL TOTAL 

MALE FEMALE 
NO. S NO. S NO. % 

1.67 13 18.8" 14 1 008~ 

15 25.00 16 23.19 31 211.0~ 

11 18.83 12 17.39 23 17.8g 

18 30.00 13 18.84 31 211.02 

15 25.00 15 21.74 30 23.2/ 

60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100$0( 



from yee jurisdiction, we "find .that 307~ of the 43 girls with non-criminal 

offenses were released successfully. The single assault case and single 

car theft case amonrl females \I/ere both successful in release. In the non­

criminal category, about 33% of the girls left due to a new offense. 

This study vias also interested in the relationship of age of the youth 

to the type of adjustment made in the home and reason for release from the 

home. Statistical treatment in the form of percentage tables in correlations 

showed very little difference between ages either in regard to adjustment 

in the home or to the reason for release. 

A major question deals with what type of contact with the law that juve­

nil es ex per j enced 1'0 I I owi no re I ease froril the Group Horne. Tab Ie 28 sho\'/s that 

a high percentage (43%) of these youth had no incidence of delinquency as a 

matter of record. Of those Wll0 iJaVE had contact witll the la\'1, 14 (11%) have 

had only one delinquency, 13 (IO';~) tJave had two delinquencies, and three (27b) 

have had 3-4 del inquencies. Only those del inquent acts which came to the 

attention of the Department of Corrections are included in this report. Since 

a large majority of the cases in this study were sti II residing in Minnesota 

at the time of this study, it is reasonable to assume that the statistics con­

cerninq incidence of de'in~uency fol (owinn release did not significantly under­

estimate the situations. 
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TABLE 27. OFFENSE FOR WHICH ADJUDICATED COMPARED TO REASON FOR LEAVING GROUP HOME 

OFFENSE 

ASSAULT BURGLARY NON-CRIMINAL OFFENSES • THEn 
UNAUTHORIZED USE •• OF MOTOR VEHICLE TOUL OOMB I NED TOT 

MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MAl.E FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE 
NO. ~ NO. $ NO. $ NO. S NO. S NO. ~ NO. $ NO. $ NO. $ NO. S NO. S NO. S NO. ~ 

NEW OFFENSE 1 100;00 0 0.00 3 '+2.86 2 100.00 7 1+6.67 1'+ 32.56 2 25.00 , 100.00 7 58.33 0 0.00 20 33.33 17 2'+.6,+ 37 28.6 

RELEASED FROM 
YCD JURISDICTION 
SUCCESSFUL TREAT-
MEllY 0 0.00 , 100.00 2 28.51 0 0.00 0 0.00 '+ 9.30 2 25.00 0 0.00 a 0.00 a 0.00 If 6.67 5 7.25 9 6.9, 

UNABLE TO ADJUST 
TO HOt-£ OUR ING 
TRIAL PERIOD 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 2 13.33 8 18.60 2 25.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 ,. 6.67 8 11.59 12 9.31 

UNABLE TO ADJUST 
TO HOME AFTER 
TRIAL PERIOD 0 0.00 0 0.00 11+.29 0 0.00 '+ 26.67 8 18.60 1 12.50 0 0.00 B.as 0 0.00 7 11.67 8 11.59 15 11.6', 

MARR.AC£J 
EMANOIPATEO 
MHJOR a 0.00 a 0.00 a 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 a 0.00 8.33 0 0.00 1.61 0 0.00 .1: 

RELEASED TO 
OONVENTf ON A l 
PARENTS 0 0.00 0 0.00 1'+.29 a 0.00 6.67 9 20.93 1 12.50 a 0.00 2 1 G.67 1 100.00 5 B.33 10 1 If. \9 15 11.6: 

OHRONIC VIOLATION 
OF TECHNIOAL 
RULES a 0.00 a 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 6.67 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 8.33 0 0.00 2 3.33 a 0.00 2 1.5' 

UNKNOWN 17 28.33 21 30.It" 38 29.It' 

TOTAL 1 100.00 1 100.00 7 100.00 2 100.00 15 100.00 \3 100.00 8 100.00 1 100.00 12 100.00 1 100.00 60 100.00 69 100.00 129 100.01 

• INOLUDESt INCORR'Gt8ILITY (0 MALES, 22 FEMALES) 
LIQUOR (t MALE, 2 FEMALES) 
RUNAWAY (11 MALES, 19 FEMALES) 
TRUANOY (3 MALES, 0 FEMALES) 

•• INCLUDES SHOPLIFTINO (O MALES, 1 FEMALE) 29 -



TABLE 28. NUMBER Cf OFFENSES COt-1MITTED S INeE RELEASE FROM GROUP HOI-E COMPARED TO NUMBER OF MONTHS SINCE RELEASE FROM INST ITUT ION 

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 

MONTHS SINCE RELEASE a 2 3-1t TOTAL 
NO. • NO. • NO. % NO. % NO. % 

0 '+ 100.00 0 0.00 a 0.00 0 0.00 4 100.00 

1-3 8 88.89 11.11 a 0.00 0 0.00 9 100.00 

1J-6 5 83.33 16.67 0 0.00 0 0.00 6 100.00 

7-12 12 BO.OO 3 20.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 15 100.00 

13-18 8 50.00 3 lB.75 5 31.25 0 0.00 ,& 100.00 

19-2_ 7 53.8\ 3 23.08 3 ·23.08 0 0.00 13 100.00 

25-36 11 '4.71 3 17.65 5.88 2 11.76 17 100.00 

36+ 0 0.00 0 0.00 It 80.00 20.00 5 100.00 

UNKNOWN 41t 34.11 

TOTAL 55 \2.6'* 1\ 10.85 13 10.08 3 2.32 129 100.00 

- 30 -



V. §.UHlvjARY AND C0l'l~Lt§.J'pNS 

The majority of youth placed in Group Homes were white with the pro­

portIon of American Indians significantly in excess of their representation 

In the general population of ttle State. ~I nO negro youth were placed. About 

half of juveni les placed came from metropolitan areas. Mean age of 15 years 

was almost identical for boys and r,'rls. I ~ ntel ligence was sl ightly higher 

than that of the State population level. 

About 80';b of girls and 2510 of boys were adjudicated delinquent for 

commission of non-criminal ac_ts,,' t ' e. ruancy, ,ncorrigibility, etc. Boys 

\'1ere most frequently involved in criminal acts SUCll tl ft b as le , urglary, and 

auto theft. /-Ibout 35ji of the youth had de Ii nquenc II J careers antedating their 

last adjudication of delinquency. These delinquency careers however, were 

fairly short, averaging about 6 months. 

Youth typ i ca II y came from I arn .. ~ fam', I', es wi 'h ff d 'I n,c su ere from disorgani-

zatlon or disruption, and which were beset with financial difficulties. These 

conditions were in the mal t 'b t n can rl u ory to ~ marked lack of home stability 

offering little In the way ~f discipline, supervision, and support. 

Approximately lr(};~ of the airls and 277~ of the boys in the study made a 

good to exee II ent ad j ustment to the Group Llome . I program; about 1870 0 f both 

sexes made a fair adjustri,ent,; and nearly 19~j of girls and 32/0 of boys made poor 

adJustmentso Adjustment data for abJut 23% of each was not avai lable. An 

analysis of the major reasons for terminating placement % revealed that 230 of 

girls and 17;:: of boys completed their home stay successfully, 23% of girls and 

33;~ a f boys were removed uiter commi t t inn,. dd ~I an a it ional offense, and 23% of 

girls and 20;~ of boys fal led to adjust. 
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Of the youth removed from Group Homes for having committed additional 

offenses, about 3.<-)j were adjusting vIe I I to the prof,lram and 23% were making 

a fair adjustment. ThUS, many of the youth classed as "failures rr in the 

program because of additional offenses were otherwise capable of adjusting 

wei I to the homes. 

From the data available, some inferences may be drawn about the charac­

teristics of youth who make the best adjustr:lent to Group Homes. Among girls, 

it appears that those with short-t~rm del inquency careers compriSing non­

criminal offenses appeared to benefit most from the program. Because a large 

percentage of the flirls came from unstable homes VJllici1 offered I ittle support, 

superVision, and unproductive relationships with their parents, these girls 

usually demonstrated their delinquent behavior by runaway and incorrigibility. 

Group Homes apparently are able to provide the relationships and stabi I ity which 

these girls required because of the consistency in behavioral norms, equi lib­

rium of emotional cl fmate, and the demonstrated persistent concern for their 

welfare. Boys who were involved il1 property offenses such as theft, burglary, 

and auto theft tended to adjust best in Group Homes, \,/l1i Ie those wl'lo had run 

away or who persistently absented themselves from their own homes had the 

I east success in Group Homes. A I thougll boys I nvo I \fed in car theft seem to 

adjust weI I, the I ikl ihood of their again stealing a car is great and this was 

more often the basis for t:leir removal from Group Homes. 

Among the total group of youth placed directly from the Reception and 

Diagnostic Center, as compared with those placed after being paroled from a 

correctional institution, had significant differenc~s in adjustment to Group 

Homes: the former had a higher degrr.e of success in the program. Girls who 
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were not sent to correctional institutions were more successful than girls 

who were institutIonal ized, \'111; Ie I ittle difference was noted among the two 

groups of boys. 

Any basic assessment of the "success or fai lure" of the Group Home pro-

gram could not be directly determined especially If measurement of changes 

in behavior and attitude are the variables upon whicl, such a determination 

is mad8. EVen research that carefully controls the cl inical treatment pro-

gram Is beset with the problem of not being able to accurately measure such 

changes. The present stUdy had no control over variables affecting change 

since 8any administrative changes ill personnel and procedure wer~ introduced 

during the five year period of tile Group Home program. Therefore, the only 

measures of "success" tilat had reasonab I e va lid i ty \'/ere the degree of adjust-

ment, reason for release from tile program, and additional delinquency whi Ie 

In the home. 

Tile major inference \,/11 i ch may be dra\'Jn 'from th I s study is that the Group 

Home program is provldinq a stable and consistent environment in which del in-

quent youth can develop meaningful and satisfying relationships in the tran-

sltJon from delinquent to non-delinquent behavior. The findings of this 

study, although general in nature, support the pili losophy underlying the 

program. 
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