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PREFACE

Sometimes our best professional analysis of complex social issues ignores the most obvious and
seemingly simplistic factors.

This first state-wide needs assessment of troubled young people relies upon the expert judg-
ment of several thousand human service professionals and gives North Carolina the most complete
data base ever collected from which to build a comprehensive continuum of community-based
programs. This report documents the findings of that needs assessment in a statistical format,
with formal recommendations, which at one level presents a rather blique picture of seemingly
endless individual problems and needed programs.

Underlying this maze of statistical information and professional jargon, however, is a simpler,
more basic theme that was repeated in many ways by nearly all those who contributed to this
effort, The paraphrased words of the recent hit song, which we have chosen és the title of this

report, capsulize that theme,
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For more than a decade the idea of focusing efforts in the field of juvenile justice on com-
munity services to deal with the problems of children has been gaining momer;tum. In North
Carolina as throughout the country, new philosophies have evoived, new programs have developed,
and a considerable amount of public and private funding has gone into these new and innovative
methods of responding to the problems of juvenile delinquency. |

Much has been said about the ineffectiveness of the traditional institutional responsé to the
problems of delinquent youth. The Status Offender is a term that has come into vogue in recent
years to describe a segment of the juvenile offender population which brings under the courts’
jurisdiction a group of offenders whose actions would not be unlawful if committed by aduits.

In the community-based effort nationally and in North Carolina, the Status Offender has
been referred to, planned for, and identified as a separate and distinct group of juveniles. The
literature is replete with references to and descriptions of Status Offender problems and treatment
programs.

Upon closer examination, we find that the professional, academic, institutional and political
response to the Status Offender problem has been based more upon intuition than empirical evi-
dence. Nearly all of the research in this field has centered around treatment outcomes. There is
a wealth of information available on the success or, more accurately, the lack of it for any number
of treatment programs in both institutional and community-based settings. There has, however,
been very little research aimed at examining the .target population for these new programs, With
this report, North Carolina can begin to approach the AStatus Offender problem from a firm base
of statistical evidence,

Some of the basic issues addressed for the first time on a state-wide basis in this report in-
clude:

1.  What are the distinguishing characteristics of the Status Offender population?

2. What are the most significart problems identified within the Status Offender popu-
lation?
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3. What programs are most often recommended by professionals who regularly deal
with Status Offenders?

4, What are the underlying causes of the basic problems which contribute to Status
Offender behavior?

5.  What implications do these findings have for policy changes regarding the future
approach to the Status Offender problem in North Carolina?

House Bill 456 — Legislative Intent

Since the mid 1960’s, one of the most hopeful developments in the treatment and prevention
of juvenile delinquency has been the growing emphasis on community-based alternatives to state
supported training schools. The basic rationale of the community-based alternatives movement is
that the most effective way to deal with the underlying causes of delinquency for most juvenile
offénders is by working with the individual youth in their home communities. Allied with this is

the growing realization of the debilitating effects of institutionalization on the normal growth and

development of young people. A final major contributing factor to the nationwide growth of

community-based alternatives has been the spiraling cost to state and local governments for insti-
tutional programs.

The 1975 Session of the North Carolina General Assembly recognized the need for improving
services to cope with the growing problems of delinquency by enacting House Bill 456 (An Act to
Provide Community-iBased Alternatives to State Training Schools). That legislation established as
state policy in dealing with the problems of delinquernicy treatment and prevention: the provision
of “A comprehensive plan for the development of Community-Based Alternatives to training school
commitment so that ‘Status Offenders’ . . . may be eliminated from the Youth Development insti-
tutions of this State.”

The philosophy of the community-based alternative effort in North Carolina is that local

_governments and state government share the responsibility for assisting troubled youth to become
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effective contributing members of our society. The role of the State, as carried out through the
Department of Human Resources, is to provide technical and financial assistance to communities
that are developing service programs. Financial assistance is provided by allocating State appro-
priations through county governments to direct service programs.

The role of the State in regard to the community-based alternatives effort is unique in the
nation in that the State does not own or operate the programs receiving State assistance. Rather,
the State serves as a helping partner to local governments and citizen groups as they develop and
operate their own programs.

The intent of the Department of Human Resources in this effort is to assist in the development
of a continuum of services at the local level to address the problems of delinquency and undisci-
plined behavior.

The role of the county is to assess the needs of its youth and develop a plan and implement

programs to meet those needs. Participation of county government in this program is voluntary.
The legislation requires that each participating county submit an assessment of youth needs and a
report on the status of their efforts on a yearly basis. It is strongly recommended that an inter-
agency Task Force be appointed by the County Commissioners to develop and maintain a com-
prehensive plan for addressing the needs of its Status Offender and “juvenile delinquent” popu-
fation.

The 1976 Special Session of :the 1975 General Assembly appropriated $250,000 to a Com-
munity Services Fund that was uséd to support wholly or in part 33 local community-based pro-

grams across the State,

With the strong support of the Secretary of the Department of Human Resources and many

private groups and organizations, the 1977 General Assembly appropriated one million dollars for
each year of the current biennium to increase the State support for community-based programs.
In carrying out the mandate of House Bill 456, the Department of Human Resources is respon-

sible for:




Establishing an equitable funding formula and fund allocation process.

Accounting to the Governor and the General Assembly on the effective use of the
State appropriations for Community-Based Alternatives.

Providing technical assistance to county officials, county juvenile planning task
forces, and program operators in regard to Community-Based Alternatives.

Working in consort with the Governor’s Crime Commission for the effective utiliza-
tion of federal funding for Community-Based Alternatives.

Insuring that programs receiving ‘State funds comply with civil rights and equal
employment guidelines.

Otherwise implementing the responsibilities enumerated ‘in G.S. 7A-289.13, 7A-
289.14,and 7A-289.15,

in carrying out their legal requirements in the development of the community-based alterna-

tiv‘es effort, North Carolina's 100 counties are responsible for:

d.

Notifying in writing the Department of Human Resources of their intention to
participate in the Community-Based Alternatives funding program.

Examining the need for establishing a planning body composed of private citizens
and human service professionals to advise the county commissioners on the most
effective utilization of resources to address their juvenile justice needs.

Insuring that Community-Based Alternative dollars are used exclusively for programs
that provide direct services to children who have been either adjudicated as juvenile
delinquents or are at risk of being formally involved in the juvenile justice system.

Determining whether or not it is in their best interest to cooperate with other
counties for the development of programs to address their juvenile needs.

Utilizing generally accepted accounting procedures that guarantee the integrity of
the expenditure of Community-Based Alternative funds in local programs.

Reporting to the Department of Human Resources on a quarterly basis the balance
of Community-Based Alternatives funds unspent. Each county will include in their
third quarter report a statement of their anticipated expenditure for the fourth
quarter. If the total year’s anticipated expenditure is less than that county’s yearly
allotment, the Department of Human Resources may reallocate the balance as it
deems necessary. .

Providing the Department of Human Resources with an annual plan for the provi-

sion of services to address their juvenile justice needs.

Insuring that programs receiving State funds are appropriately licensed.

[



While participation in the programmatic aspects of House Bill 456 was made voluntary, there
was one key provision that would apply to every county, i.e., that as of July 1, 1977 Status Of-
fenders (defined as “those juveniles guilty of offenses which would not be violations of the law if
committed by an adult”) could no longer be committed to State training schools. This deadline
was later amended to July 1, 1978,

The community-based alternatives effort in North Carolina can thus be viewed as a joint ef-
fort between State and local governments to develop a locally based program approach for dealing

with a legaliy defined population of adolescents — — the Status Offender.

The Department of Human Resources Response to House Bill 456 '

With the assumption of the duties of Secretary of the Department of Human Resources in
January, 1977, Dr. Sarah Morrow and the Administration designated the area of children's services
as one of their top priorities fer the next four years.

The Community-Based Alternatives program had been administered previously by the Division
of Youth Services. Inadequate funding, key personnel turnover, and lack of clear Departmental
support hampered the initial years of program implementation.

Under Dr. Morrow’s leadership, the Community-Based Alternatives prograﬁ was reorganized
and placed directly under Dr. Minta Saunders, Assistant Secretary for Children. The Regional

staff of the Division of Youth Services was transferred into this program and assigned responsi-

bilities as follows: Y

= ¥,
Region | Black Mountain Mr. Burnice'Lewis Planning Region A, B, & D
Region 1l Charlotte Ms. Nancy H\meycutt Planning Region C, E, & F
Region 11 Winston-Salem Mr. Tom Mc Planning Region G
Region IV Henderson Ms. Susan Whiiten Planning Region K & L
Region V Fayetteville Mr. Geerge Hic (s Planning Regioméil& M
Region VI Fayetieville Mr. Gearge Hol sn Planning Region'H & N
Region VII Greenville Mr. Mack Livesay, Planning Region Q & R
Region Vil Greenville Ms. Mavis William\s\\ Planning Region P & O
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A central office staff of five professionals was assigned the responsibility of planning and
managing the state-wide effort. Following is an organizational chart of the Community-Based

Alternatives Section of the Department of Human Resources:
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Asst. Sec./Children

Dennis Grady |
Director |
|
|
|
|
i
Betty Rhoades
Joe Arrowood Ken Foster
Asst. Director Asst. Director
]udy Berman Boyce Medlin Reg.| [Reg.| |Reg.| IReg.| |Reg.| |Reg. {Reg. Reg.
Community Program L 1] u gy V_iLVL ] v jiivii
Awareness Developer

Sec. Sec ] Sec.
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During the summer of 1977, the Community-Based Alternatives staff developed and sub-
mitted to the Secretary its first Annual Plan of Work which highlighted two prime goals for fiscal
years 1977-79. That plan, which is summarized below, has served as the basic guideline for the
first six months of the program’s operation.

Goal No. 1

To reduce the number of children committed by the courts to the institutions operated by

the Division of Youth Services.

By June 30, 1978 to provide one million dollars in State funding equitably divided among
participating counties for alternative treatment services to troubled youth.

By June 30, 1978 to provide non-institutional dispositional options for 500 troubled youth
across the State,

By June 30, 1979 to provide an additional one million in State funding equitably divided
among participating counties to maintain alternative treatment services to troubled youth.

By june 30, 1979 to provide non-institutional treatment services for 1200 adjudicated youth,

By June 30, 1979 to reduce the average number of yearly commitments to Youth Services
institutions by 200 youth.

Program Activities

Develop a formula by which each county can receive a fair share of the Community-Based
Alternatives Fund.

Develop a clearly defined set of program guidelines, policies, and procedures.

Meet with representatives of local government to insure that the guidelines are workable,

Contact all Boards of County Commissioners to insure that each county has an equal oppor-
tunity to participate.

Review program plans from each participating ;:ounty and provide assistance as needed and
requested in thetdesign and implementation of those programs,

Monitor ongoing programs and collect program and budget data on a regular basis.
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Re-allocate funds from counties not utilizing 100% of their funding to ensure that maximum
services are provided with the Community-Based Alternatives Fund.

Goal No. 2

To produce a state-wide, county-by-county, data-based comprehensive plan of community-

based services and youth needs.

By Jaraary 1, 1978 to produce an annual report on the status of youth needs in North Caro-
lina for submission to the Secretary of the Department of Human Resources, the Governor and the
General Assembly.

By May 1, 1978 to provide a data-based, comprehensive state-wide budget, uniform data and
technical assistance in utilizing the data to every county Task Force to advise the County Com-
missioners of the youth needs to be addressed by each county budget.

By july 1, 1978 to provide a data-based, comprehensive, state-wide budget request for com-
munity-based services for inclusion in the Department of Human Resources continuation and
expansion budgets for the 1978-1980 biennium.

By January 1, 1979 to provide a comprehensive annual report and state-wide action planﬂ on
the current status of community-based alternatives with recommendations on program continu-
ation,

Program Activities

Collect state-wide needs assessment data on a randomly selected sample of 1000 Status Of-
fenders.

Assist in the cgllection of state-wide needs assessment data on a randomly selected sample
of 1000 pre-delinquent youth,

Provide regional workshops to train local Juvenile Delinquency Prevention Task Forces in the
utilization of basic needs assessment data in developing comprehensive county based action plans.

Work with g_ach county Task Force individually in writing an annual action plap for presen-

tation to their Board of County Commissioners.

I-11
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Community-Based Fund

The first major task for the Community-Based Alternatives ytaff was to develop a funding

7

formula and adopt policies and procedures for equlta'bly distributing the one million dollars in
aid-to-counties money appropriated by the 1977 Genei‘al Assembly. The following guidelines

were developed, reviewed, and approved in accordance with G.S. 150-A (the Administrative Pro-

P

cedures Act) and distributed to all 100 counties by September 15, 1977,

“The purpose of the Community-Based Fund is to provide State funding
to counties to assist in the development of Community-Based Alternatives, both
residential and non-residential, for children at risk. These programs may address
the Status Offender, the deIquent and/or the abused and neglected child.

“The Community-Based Fund is administered by the Community-Based
Alternatives Section, Department of Human Resources, under the supervision
of the Secretary of Human Resources. The Secretary of Human Resources is
responsible for devising a formula to disburse State funds allocated by the General
Assembly for community-based programs.

“These regulations shall become effective on August 29, 1977, The funding
formula adopted in conjunction with these regulations will expire on June 30,
1978, at which time the funding formula may be subject to review and revision.

Process for County Eligibility

“Each county will be sent notification by letter of the amount of commu-
nity-based funds available to their county and the cash match required to be able
to utilize these State appropriated community-based dollars. The counties will be
asked to indicate their desire to participate by means of a letter from the chair-
person of the county commissioners. Counties will be expected to respond to the
notification letter by October 15,1977,

Funding Formula

~ “‘Each county that notifies the Department of Human Resources of its
mtentlon to participate will receive a base grant of $2,500.

“The remainder of the Community-Based Alternatives Fund will be allo-
cated to each county based upon the proportion of the county’s population
which is 10 through 17 years old in comparison to the proportion for every other
county in the State.

“Each participating county will be required to match the State dollars with
local dollars based upon the county’s relative ability to pay.

“Relative ability to pay will be determined by the Social Services Equal-
ization Formula. This formula takes into consideration sales tax collection



per capita, property tax per capita, average monthly number of AFDC recuplents
per capita, and the county share of AFDC expendltures per capita.

“Using this formula, counties are divided into three categories with the
following matching ratios:

1. Counties with highest ability to fund programs — 30% local
70% state

2, Counties with median relative ability to fund programs — 20% local
80% state

3, Counties with lowest ability to fund programs — 10% local
90% state"

County Response to House Bill 456

In July, 1977 informal discussions began between the central office staff of the reorganized
Community-Based Alternatives program and the North Carolina County Commissioners Associa-
tion, By Afug‘hst‘ an ad hoc committee of the Association’s Executive Committee began ;’ormal
meetings w(i:\gikn‘ ;he Community-Based Alternatives central office staff, The meetings centered
around State fund allocation issues, and from these exchanges there developed a working relation-
ship that has materially contributed to the support the program has enjoyed from County Com-
missioners.

By November 10, 1977, ninetysix (96) counties had notified the Department of Human
Resources of their intent to participate in the state-wide Community-Based Alternatives program.

Over 70 counties had active interagency Task Forces examining their youth needs and developing

program proposals to recommend to their Board of Commissioners.

By the end of December, over 54 program proposals had been submitted for funding. These

included proposals for:

Group Homes 6
Specialized Foster Care - 7
Emergency Shelter Care 9
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Alternative Schools 13
Other Non-residential Programs 13
Contracts for Services 6

* In December over 150 Task Force members representing 70 counfies attended the first annual
state-wide Cdmmunity-Based Alternatives Conference in Greensboro. At this conference, presenta-
tions were made on how to gain access to private and public funds for development of community-
based “programs and on various types of exemplary programs now operating in local North Carolina
comm‘unities.

Thirty-two counties have participated in the sampling process for the state-wide needs assess-
ment described in more detail in the next part.

Interest has never been higher, and the level of ag’tivity across the State is clearly indicative
that, in the minds of many North Carolinians, the ComjimunityuBased Alternatives effort is address-

ing a significant problem,

State-wide Needs Assessment Survey

During the months of July, August, and September the Regional Field Consultants were
engaged in the data collection phase of the second major goal of this program.

In 1976 at the request of the Region K lead regional organization‘ (LRO) planner, the Center
for Urban" Affairs aqd Community Services at North Carolina State University developed and
implemented a region-wide ‘‘State Offender Needs Assessment.” As a resuif of the positive feed-
back from tha4t experience, a joint effort was undertaken between the Center for Urban Affairs
and the Community-Based Alternatives Section of the Department of Human Resources.

On July 21, 1977 through Title XX funds and a grant from the Divison of Crime Control,
one of the most comprehensive, data-based human service planning efforts in North Carolina

history was begun,
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The data collected from this survey is analyzed in the next twe parts of“this report. The
descriptive analysis includes the demographic characteristics of both the Status Offender and
Youth at Risk populations as well as the most frequently identified problemskand program recom-

mendations for each group.

@

The prescriptive analysis attempts to examine in more specific detail the home situation as a
contributing factor to youth behavior both in the community and in the school and compares
the findings for each population surveyed. |

The final section of this report contains a summary of major findings along with a list of
specific program and policy recommendations that should be of value to the Department, the
Governor and the General Assembly as the concerted effort continues in North Carolina to develop-
a continuum of treatment and prevention services for troubled youth and thereby to decrease

crime and delinquency.
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this part is to portray selected characteristics of the Status Offender popula-
tion in North Carolina. The information contained in this part is derived from a questionnaire (see
Appendix 3) administered on a scientifically selected sample of Status Offenders and Youth at

Risk from across the State. Two questionnaires were completed on each subject in the study by

court counselors, school officials and other human servicg professionals who were intimately

|

familiar with the child in question,

Using a statistical technique (a modified Q Factor Analysis) developed specifically for random -

sampling in North Carolina, the Regional Field Consultants working closéiy with the Chief Court
Counselors in 27\‘ counties began to identify the Status Offenders who were adjl;dicafed during the
12 menth periﬂod from july, 1976 through June, 1977. Much of the §uccéss of this phasewof the
survey must be attributed to the cooperation of the Administrative Office of the CourtS and the
expert assistance of the juvenile court counselors in the 27 counties sampled. To maintain confi-
dentiality for the youths selected for this sample, only the court counselors were required to see

fal

the children’s names.

From their own experience with the chiid, the court counseiors were asked to answer a 50-pait ~

cjuestionnaire and to identify another professional within the community who had also worked with
the same child. The child’s name was placed in a sealed envelope by the court counselor and for-
warded by the Community-Based Alternatives Field Consultant to the second professio;\al.

The Field Consultant then briefed the second professional on the nature of the study, gavé
him/her a questionnaire and the sealed envelope containing the Status Offender’s name and asked
him/her to complete the questionnaire and return it to the Field Consultant.

To identify the Youth at Risk population, a similar process was carried out in six selected pub-

lic school districts. Principals, guidance counselors, and homeroom teachers were asked to identify

-3
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those children within the school population who had a history of disruptive behavior in school but
who had not yet come to the attention of the, juvenile court. Two questionnaires were then com-
pleted for each of the identified youth.

Approximately 1500 questionnaires were filled out on over 700 Status Offenders identified
through the Juvenile courts, and over 4,000 questionnaires were filled out on Youth at Risk iden-
tified in the public school system.

The responses to these questionnaires provide the data base for the state-wide needs assessment
survey, the results of ‘which are presented in this report.

This part of the report is divided into four sections. Demographic characteristics are presented
first and are used comparatively in the analysis of the latter parts.

Problems of Status Offenders follow, Twenty-four problems are identified within the ques-
tionnaire as significant in contributing t(; Status Offender behavior. These probiems are defined,
and the demographic characteristics of the population possessing each problem is compared to the
3émo§raphic characteristics of the Status Offender population as a whole. The ten most comrhon
problems are presented and notable variations in regard to age, race, location and income are
highlighted when this data is controlled for gender,

Programs to address the problems of the Status Offender are then presented. Twenty-one

programs are presented and displayed in terms of the frequency each was recommended. Demo-

graphic differences between the populations recommended for each program and the Status Offend-

er population as a whole are noted, Ten of the most common brogram recommendations are
presented and notable variations in regard to age, race, location and income are highlighted when
this data is controlled for gender. o

The final sectionf of this part is a crosstabulation of identitied problems and program recom-
mendations.~ Table V controls the pf:);blem categories and displays by percentage the program
recommendations, Table VI controls for program recommendations and displays by percentage the
problems assoclated with each,
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Characteristics of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk

l 7
~

The survey questionnaire collected demographic data on a number of variables. Those vari-

-
ables are disp:f_,-{led below for both the Status Offender and Youth at Risk populations.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS
Data reported for Status Offenders and Youth at Risk

STATUS | YOUTH
OFFENDERS AT RISK

SEX OF CHILD

Male 35.4% . T1.2%
Female 64.6% \28.8%
RACE OF CHILD " | [
White 79.9% §1.5% E
Non-white 20.1% 38.6%
AGE OF CHILD A
Under 11 years old 2.3% ~20.6%
Between 11 and 13 years 11.3% 30.6%
Between 14 and 16 years 67.0% 48.4% ‘
Over 16 yeéars 19.3% 0.4% ‘
GROSS FAMILY INCOME ; o
$5,000 or less 19.1% 33.2%
$5,001 to $8,000 39.0% 32.1%
$8,001 to $12,000 31.8%  264%
$12,001 to $15,000 62% N\ 41% ©
$15,001 and above e G GG CUA43% T T
FAMILY INCOME AS A PERCENT
OF MEDIAN INCOME ‘
. Less than 65% of Median Income 53.5% 88.6%
Between 65% and 80% of Median Income 7.2% 33%
LOCALE
Urban ( >2500) 43.9% 38.3%
Rural (< 2500) - 56.1% 61.7%
SEX OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD
Male 62.9% 67.1%
Female - 37.1%. 32.9%
“’}
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EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD
Employed
Unemployed
Other (disabled, retired)

MARITAL STATUS OF NATURAL PARENTS
Married
Divorced
Separated
Widowed
Never Married

WELFARE STATUS OF FAMILY
Receiving Aid for Dependent
Children {AFDC)
Receiving Medicard or Medicare
Receiving Food Stamps

DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS IN SCHOOL
Paddling
Suspension
Expulsion
Parent Conference
Counseling
Staying after school
Court Action
All Others

OFFENSES COMMITTED
(Status Offenders only)
Home-related Status Offenses
School-related Status Offenses
Probation Violations
Property Crimes
Violent Crimes

Ali other Crimes
SENTENCES RECEIVED
(Status Offenders only)
Probation
Training School
All other sentences

.6

STATUS
OFFENDERS

76.2%
16.5%
7.1%

47.4%
31,5%
10.9%
6.5%
4.3%

12.4%
9.9%
16.8%

8.5%
39.3%
9.4%
41.0%
48.1%
11.7%

13.9%

63.9%
54.3%
34,0%
11.6%
2.4%
7.3%

60.8%
9.8%
29.4%

YOUTH
AT RISK

84.9%
12.8%
2.2%

57.5%
13.5%
7.8%
11.7%
9.5%

7.1%
4.4%
9.7%

43.5%
40.2%

- 2.0%

69.3%
80.4%
21.3%

10.6%

......
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Charactéristics of Status Offenders
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__Demographic Characteristics of Status Offenders

=

In order to portray a clearer picture of the composition of the Status Offender population, the

7]

data is presented below in relation to four key variables: sex, age, location and income level.

TABLE |

Average Profile of Status Gffenders.

SEX male 35.4%
female 64.6

AGE under 11 years 2.3
11 to 13 years 11.3
14.to 16 years 67.0
over 16 years 19.3

LOCALE urban (greater than 2500) 439
rural (less than 2500) 56.1

FAMILY INCOME * less than 65% median income 53.5
from 65% to 80% median income 7.2 ’

* These income categories were chosen to coincide with Title XX
eligibility ranges.

Problems of Status Offenders

The survey identified 24 basic problems that might lead an adolescent toward behavior that

i
¢

would bring him/her to the attention of the court as a Status Offender.

Table 11 lists 24 problems and the percent of Status Offenders experiencing each.




-10

Q2.

17.
18.
19.
20,

21,

TABLE II

Y
)

Problems of Status Offenders

Lack of Positive Social Interaction with Peers

Incapability of Accepting Externally Imposed
Discipline '

Anti-Social Behavior

Unacceptable Aggr“essive Behavior

Slow Learning o s
Truancy

Suspension/Expulsion

Lack of Job Skills

Incapable of Functioning Acceptably in Regular
School Environment

Problem Behavior Due to Home Situation

Infeasibility of Returning Child Home After
Resldential Treatment

Incapability of Functioning Acceptably in Home

Inadequate Parenting Skills

. Parental Abuse and Neglect

Poor Living Conditions
Lack of Positive Self-Image
Drug/Alcohal Abuse
Emotional Disturbance
Mental Retardation

Pregnancy

N

Percent of Sample

46.2%

47.4%
42.3%
26.4%
38.4%
72.4%
40.5%
28.2%
36.1%

74.8%
41.3%

50.2%
73.5%
66.3%
42.6%

4.3%
51.2%
20.7%
33.7%

5.5%

4.6%
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*" Problem Percent of Sample
22, General Health Deficiency , 1.2%
23. Severe Physical Disorder or Handicap 4.0%
24. Inadequate Recreational Activities | 51.4%

Demographic breakdowns for each of these problems are contained in Appendix/T along with

problem definitions. Notable variations from the Average Profile of the Status Offdner population

are highlighted in the following problem categories:

1.

10.

Of the 46.2% of the sample having a lack of positive social interaction with their peers,

males and children from families with less than 65% of the State’s median income are
more often identified than in the Average Profile for Status Offenders.

Of the 42.3% of the sample with anti-social behavior, children from rural areas and chil-
dren from families with less than 65% of the State’s median income are more often
identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 38.4% of the sample who are slow learners, males and children from families with
less than 65% of the State's median income are more often identified than in the Average

Profite.

Of the 40.5% of the sample who hive been suspended or expelled, males and children
between 14 and 16 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 28.5% of the sample lacking job skills, males are more often identified than in
the Average Profile.

Of the 36.1% of the sample who are unable to function acceptably in the regular school
environment, males are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 20.7% of the sample with drug or alcoho! abuse problems, children over 18 years,

old and children from upper family income levels are more often identified than in the
Average Profile.

Of the 33.7% of the sample who are emotionally disturbed, males and children from

rural areas and children from families with less than 65% of the State’s median income

are more often identified than in the Average Profile,

Of the 5.5% of the sample who were mentally retarded, males are more often identified
than in the Average Profile.

Of the 51.4% of the sample having inadequate recreational activities, males are more
often identified than in the Average Profile,

-1
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Demographic Characteristics of Notable Problems of Status Offenders

2%

Contained in Appendix 4 are the mosf significant problems identified through the survey,
displayed individually, and crosstabulated by age, race, location and income level, contm\ling for

N

. \
gender. The Average Profile for the Status Offender on the demographic characteristics is\shown

in Table 111,

TABLE HI
Average Profile of Status Offender by Gender ’ &
/
N
Demographic Characteristics 5 Male:%)/ Female %
Age
Under 11 YearsOld. . ..o ivr i iiiiiiii e 554 44 .6
From11-13 YearsOld........ s erriar ey 46.0 54.0
From14-16YearsOld. . ... coviveiinninnenn ... 375 62.5
Over 16 Years Old. .. ... e reee et 19.3 80.7 .
Residential Location
S UDAN + 2t e et e e 31.1 68.9
Rural...,....... et et et R 38.8 61.2
Race
White, ... i i i i i i et tens e s 341 i 659
Black..,....... N e 40.5 59.5
Income
Under $ S5,000........... e et T 42.4 57.6
5,001 - 8,000............. i 40.1 59.9
8,001 -12,000.......... et 30.1 69.9
12,001 - 15,000, . .o vvrnenennnn. e 20.6 79.4
Over 15,000, .. c0viiiiiiiieean T 27.0 73.0
TOTAL........... e U 35.4 64.6

i-12
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The Average Profile of Status Offenders when controlled for gender shows that: 1) the older

the youth the more likely they are to be female, 2) the higher the family income thé more likely

they are to be female, and 3) females are 7.5% more often from urban areas and 6.4% more often

white.

When the top 10 problems of Status Offenders are controlled for gender by these demographic

charactenstlcs notable variations from the Average Profile are noted for the following problemS:.

1.

i
Of the 74.8% of the sample whose problem behavxor is due to the home sstuatlon females
under 11 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile of Status Of- |
fenders by gender.

Of the 73.5% of the sample whose parents were identified as having inadequate parenting -

skills, males under 11 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 72.4% of the sample who were truant, white males and males from rural areas are
more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 5¥/2% of the sample experiencing a lack of positive self-image, males under 11
years old and males from families with under $5,000 annual income are more often
identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 46.2% of the sample lacking positive social interaction with their peers, black
males and males from urban areas and males with an annual family income of less than
$5,000 are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 42.6% of the sample experlencmg parental abuse and neglect females over 16
vears old are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 38.4% of the sample who are slow learners, males (in every age category) are more
often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 28.2% of the sample lacking adequate job skills, white males, males over 14 years
old, and males from rural areas are more often identified than in the Average Profile,

4‘,\_\
~ T
s

Program Recommendations for Status Offenders

Professionals surveyed in the study submitted over 1650 questionnaires on the Status Offender

population, Each was asked to make specific program recommendations for a series of questions

1n-13




(i;tiv:sti(m D1 through E8 in the questionna‘ire)-'/\\‘lﬁich asked “How much would this child benefit
from the following program?” Possible responses were:  *“Not at all, slightly, quite, extremely”’

for each of these 21 alternatives.

TABLE IV

Program/Alternatives for Status Offenders Percent Benefitting

) (Quite or Extremely)
1. Adult Volunteer . 54.8%
2, Alternative School 40.9%
3. Benefit from Family:COUnseling 51.3%
4. Close Security Detention 6.6%
5." Counseling 43.3%
6. Drug/Alcohol Education 37.1%
7. D[,ug/Alcor\ol Treatment B 16.4%
“ 8. Exceptional Children's Education 31.9%
9. General Foster Care 13’.0%
10, Group Home 2818%
11, In-Patient Psychiatric Care 6.1%
12. Intensive Psychiatric/Psychological Care 27.8%
13, Job Placement 67.2%
14, Parenting Skills Education 49.3%
15, Placement With Relatives 14.9%
16, Recreation 51.4%
17. Remedial Education 36.4%
18. Specialized Foster Care 26.6%
19, Structured Daijly Environment 37.2%
| 20. Temporary Shelter Care 10.2%
21, Vocational Education 42.7%

H-14
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Appendix 2 contains the charts from which this section is drawn.

As noted earlier in this report the Status Offender Average Profile for North Carolina en these

basic demographic characteristics is:

Average Profile of Status Offenders

SEX male , : 354%
female 64.6
AGE under 11 years 23
11 to 13 years : 11.3
14 to 16 years - 67.0
over 16 years 19.3
LOCALE urban (greater than 2500) 439
rural (less than 2500) 56.1
FAMILY INCOME * less than 65% median income 53.5
from 65% to 80% median income 72

* These income categories were chosen to coincide with Title XX eligi-
bility ranges.

Notable variations from these norms are highlighted for the population of children in this

survey who are recommended for the following programs:

1.

Of the 26.6% of the sample needing specialized foster care, children from lower income
families and children from rural areas are more likely to be recommended than in the
Average Profile of Status Offenders.

Of the 10.2% of the sample needing temporary shelter care, females and children over
16 years old are more likely to be recommended than in the Average Profile.

Of the 6.6% of the sample needing close security detention, children between 14 and
16 years old and children from rural areas are more likely to be recommended than in the
Average Profile.

Of the 6.1% of the sample needing in-patient psychiatric care, females and children over
16 years old and children from rural areas are more likely to be recommended than in the
Average Profile.

o

Of the 36.4% of the sample needing remedial education, males and children from families .

whose income is less than 65% of the State’s median are more likely to be recommended
than in the Average Profile.

I'I-1S
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6, - Of the 31.9% of the sample needing exceptional education programs, males and children
" from families making less than 65% of the State's median income are more likzly to be
recommended than in the Average Profile.

7. Of the 42,7% of the sample needing vocational education, males are more likely to be
recommended thap in the Average Profile.

8, Of the 16.4% of the sample needing drugfalcohol treatment programs, children from
urban areas are more likely to be recommended than in the Average Profile.

9. Of the 51.4% of the sample needing recreation programs, males are more likely to be
recommended than in the Average Profile.

10, While there was no significant demographic variation it should be noted that while
= 51.3% of the survey were recommended for family counseling, only 18.3% of all families
were feft to be willing to participate in this treatment program if it were offered.

I

<

Demographic Characteristics of Most Recommended Programs for Status Offenders

For a more detailed examination, 10 of the most freque\ntly recommended programs are
highlighted in the next part, The eight most recommended non-;esidential programs and the two
most recommented residential programs have been selected and crosstabulated by age, race, loca-
tlon and income level, contrgli;n 5ot gender. (See Appendix 5.)

The Average Profile of Status Offenders by Gender i§ repeated in Table 11l within this part

for easy reference, Notable variations from the Average Profile are highlighted following Table 1.

4/'\ e
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TABLE il
Average Profile of Status Offender by Gender

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age

Under 11 YearsOld. .............. v ceevea 554 44.6

From 11-13YearsOld. .. vivtininnniiinnnnnnenns 46.0 54.0

From14-15YearsOld. .. .. it nnirinennnnrs 37.5 62.5

Over 16 YearsOld. .. ...ciivenns Cevacaans Ve 193 80.7

Urban .. .o ittt i it ci vt e 311 68.9
Rural, ... i ittt ii i o e 38.8 61.2
Race
L 21 (=P 341 659
Black. v it it ra st a s 40.5 59.5
Income
Under $ 5,000....... e et e ie et ...42.4. 57.6
5001- 8,000, ....c00civivennnnnn PR 40.1 59.9
8,0071-12,000. ... .c0ineriniinsvnnnnns 30.1 69.9
12001 -15,000. .. .0 cvntiiiiniicnnann 20.6 794
Over 15000, .. ittt i ittt 27.0 73.0
TOT AL i ittt e i inas et 354 64.6

Of the 67.2% of the sample needing job placement, males from families with average
income of mare than $12,000 are more often recommended than in the Average Profile
of Status Offenders by Gender,

z

Of the 51.4% of the sample needing recreation programs, females under 11 years old”

and white males between 14 and 16 years old, and males with average family incomes
over $12,000 per year are recommended more often than in the Average Profile,

Of the 49.3% of the sample whose parents need parenting skills education, males over 16
years old and males with average family income over $15,000 per year are more often
recommended than in the Average Profile.

H-17 .-
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Of the 43.3% of the sample needing counseling programs, females under 11 years oid,
females from rural areas, and males from families with over $15,000 annual income are
more often recommended than in the Average Profile.

Of the 42.7% of the sample needing vocational education programs, white males under
13 years old, males from rural areas, and males from families with over $15,000 annual
income are¢ more often recommended than in the Average Profile.

Of the 40.9% of the sample.needing alternative school programs, males under 11 years
old, males from rural areas, and males with family incomes in excess of $12,000 per year
are more often recommended than in the Average Profile.

Of the 37.1% of the sample needing drug/alcohol education programs, females under
11 years old are more often recommended than in the Average Profile.

Of the 28.8% of the sample needing group home programs, white males under 13 years
old, males from urban areas, females over 16 years old and females from rural areas are
more often recommended than in the Average Profile,

. Of the 26,6% of the sample needing specialized foster care, males under 13 years old,

females over 16 years old, and females with an average family income of $12,000 to
$15,000 per year are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.

Crosstabulation of Problems and Programs

3

In this part, 10 of the most significant problems are crosstabulated with 10 of the most recom-

mended programs.i Table V selects the youth identified as having each of these 10 probiems and

displays by percentage the program recommendations for those children in each problem category.

(Program recommendation coritrolling for problems,)

Table VI selects the children recommended for each of these 10 programs and displays by

percentage the problems identified for those children in each program category. (Problems con-

trolling for program recommendation.)
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TABLEV

Problems by Programs

7

L
s
Percent of Sample o 5 ) ©
Displaying Problem w 8 ) By pu 2
Behavior by E 3 ° = § = .J“:l 2
Program o n @ g = £ < 3 - -
Recommendation = &2 S T 5 3 S 2] 8 N
3 - c ol "; .g S - ‘ ] -
c = = = o -5 ob = L O
| 8 &2 8| 81 s8] 23|58
c | &£ | O > | 2|1 a8l <« | & | &
Lack of Positive
Social Interaction o . Co
with Peers 54,5 | 52.8 1 51.4 | 33.1 {1 53.9] 7521 47.5 | 66.7 | 63.1 | 289
Incapable of ‘ ‘
Accepting Externally ‘ ,

- |Imposed Discipline 45.6 | 47.9 | 47.1 | 36.1 | 448 | 69.0 | 36.8 | 50.1 | 46.2 | 36.2
Truancy 458 | 509 | 43.8 | 31.7 | 43.8 | 66.:6 | 37.6 | 58.3 | 56.3 | 28.1
Problem Behavior ‘

Due to the Home ‘

Situation 444 |1 49.8 | 416 | 33.8 | 42.7 ] 66.1 | 3841 596} 519 | 318

Inadequate

Parenting Skills 42.4 | 49.5 | 449 | 32.6 | 444 | 68.9 | 36,2 | 58,0 | 508 | 31.5

Slow Learning 45.1 1 46,7 | 5731 279] 55.5| 7541 364 | 61.6 | 52.7 | 29.1

Parental Abuse and

Neglett 48.0 | 47.2 | 464 | 383 | 44.7 | 685} 39.5 | 654 | 58.7 | 379 |

Lack of Positive

Self-Image o 1580 |44.5 [ 524 | 34,1 56.71 783 | 439 | 628 | 56.8 | 31.0

Lack of Job Skills 39.9 | 493 | 53.1| 329 539 80.4 ] 51.0| 59.4 | 57.9 | 33.2 |
- ‘ &

Anti-Social Behavior | 45.4 | 49.7 | 442 | 355 | 47.2 | 70.6 | 43.1 | 544 | 519 | 30.6

fC
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Programs by Problems

/1

TABLE VI

— 1]
B8 L oo
t/gl fg’ 83 i £ 2 | ‘E‘
Percent of Sample | o = 3 g £ E S N @ 3 B
Recommended for |35 |< g 8o | g =S 5 n 2
Progamby  |B & |B% 25 |5 | E|l2 | 3. 28| =
Problem a8 |R=E 5g9 85 g | = ol B e
8 I1RE=5 & |ESg & 4 | E8{BE| © 3
ol s e 1.2 5% £t -— "2}
x5 83 8 |8o Y B2 z 2| v RV, o
RE |Ex2 £ 1233 3| o | 5P| RE| 8| E
SE WO K Ko En| B laZ| an - <
Counseling 58.0 [ 499 | 76.5 | 76.6 | 71.8 |400 |47.1 |68.5 |260 [443
Parenting Skills Ed. [ 49.4 | 46.1 | 74.7 | 75.4 | 73.7 |36.4 |40.7 |56.0 |28.3 |[42.6
N
A!tcern&t_iva School 58.0 §54.7 | 77.6 | 76.1 | 80.7 [53.9 |48.3 |65.6 [36.7 [45.8
Vocational Education | 58.2 | 49.7 | 74.2 | 74.6 | 76.4 ]50.0 |44.6 |68.0 |35.6 [46.8
Job Placement 51.7 148.7 [ 719 | 73.6 | 75.4 |[43.1 {43.5 }59.7 {33.8 {44.5
Drug/Alcohol S
Education., 59.0 | 471 {73.3 | 77.3 } 71.7 {37.7 [45.4 ]60.5 |38.8 149.2
Group Home 53.1 1595 | 799 | 87.8 | 83.2 1373 |56.7 (60,6 323 {523
Adult Volunteer 562 {434 |77 | 81.3'| 77.7 |43.2 |50.8 |58.7 |30.6 |42.0
Recreation 566 [ 42,6 [ 793 | 75.4 | 72.6 [39.4 ‘2{8.6 56.6 [31.8 [42.7
Speciatized Foster
Care 502 1644 1765 | 894 | 87.0 {42.1 [60.8 |59.6 |[35.2 [48.6

7

Z/{
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These tables are presented without evaluation for the general information of the reader.. In
interpretipg this data one should keep in mind that in Table V just thjé‘ youth who were identified
as having each of these problems are being considered. Reading across the page, one can see the
kinds of program recommendations that were made for youth experiencing these problems.

Table Yi is examining just the youth who were recommended for each of these program
types. Read;ng across the page, one can see the Kinds of problems that those Kids were identified
as having.

There were constraints in the data that prevent direct comparisons of problems to corrective
programs. As can be seen and would be expected, many youth were identified as having more

than one problem and were recommended for more than one program type,

s
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SECTION B

Characteristics of Youth at Risk
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Demographic Characteristics of the Youth ar Risk

The purpose of this part of the report is to portray seié}pted characteristics of<the Youth at
Risk population in North Carolina, The term Youth at Risk is usedpin this report to describe that
population of young people identified by public school professionals from six scientifically selected
school districts from across the State. The sample for this population was selected from the schools
of these districts. The criterion used for identifying this pepulation was ‘‘youth who have a history

of multiple disciplinary actions taken against them during the 1976-77 school year.” The informa-

tion contained in this part is derived from the questionnaire included’in Appendix 3.

Two questionnaires were completed on each youth in the study by school guidance cbunselors,
principals, classroom teachers and other human service professionals who were intimately familiar
with the youth in question. |

This part is divided into four sections. Demographic characteristics are presented first and are
used lg:omparatfiVely in the analysis of the latter parts. |

Part two addresses problems of the Youth at Risk with 24 problems identified within the
questionnaire as contributing f\to the problem behavior of the Youth at Risk population. These
problems are define‘d; and the demographic characteristic§ for each population are displayed in
Appendix 1. Notable variations :f?bm the Ag‘verage Profile of Youth at Risk are then highlighted.
Ten of the most significant problems are then examined in more detail controlling for gender and
crosstabulating by age, race, residential location and income [evel.

Pregrams to address the problems of the Youth at Risk are presented in part three. Twenty-
one progmmvs identified by the survey are displayed by frec’juency. A demogtaphic breakdown for
each program reconmumendation is also included in Appendix 2.\“Notable variathsns from the Average

Profile of Youth at Risk are then highlighted. Twelve of the most recommgpded programs 7(.2

1n-25
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residential, 10 non-residential), are then examined in more detail controlling for gender and cross-_
m‘éu!atfrﬁg by age, race, residential jocation and income level.

The final section of this part is a crosstabulation of the 10 problems listed in section two with

R
P

the 12 pré;f:ﬁ\ recommendations listed in section three. Table X! controls for probiems and
disp!ays{@\“‘p@r/centage the program recommendations. Table XII controls for program recom- \\
mendations and displays by percentage, the identified problems,
Table VI below presents an average profile of the Youth at Risk population.
N

TABLE VI

\

Average Profile of Youth at Risk

oY

Q

SEX male 71.2%
) female 28.8
3 AGE under 11 years 20.6
' 11 to 13 years 30.6
14 to 16 years 48.4
over 16 years 4
LOCALE urban (greater than 2500) 38.3
rural (less than 2500) 61.7

FAMILY INCOME * {ess than 65% madian income 88.6
fram 65% to 80% median income 3.3

* These income levels were selected to offer comparative data with
the Title XX eligibility categories,

Summarizing Table VII, we find that the average Youth at Risk in North Carolina is male

(71.255), under 13 years old (51.2%), lives in a rural setting (61.7%) and comes from a family whose

income is less than 65% of the State’s median (88.6%).

I




Problems _of‘Youth at Risk

The survey identified 24 problems associated with the Youth at Risk population,

Table VIl lists by frequency each of those 24 problems.

B owoN

~N O W

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

TABLE VIl

Probiems of Youth at Risk

. Lack of Positive Social Interaction with Peers

Incapable of Accepting Externally Imposed Discipline
Anti-Social Behavior

Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior

Slow Learning

Truancy

Suspension /

Lack of Job Skills

Incapable of Functioning in Regular School Environment
Problem Behavior Due te Home Situation |
Infeasibility of Returning Child to Home After Treatment
Incapable of Functioning Acceptably in the Home
Inadequate Parenting Skills

Parents Unwilling to Cooperate with Treatment Program
Parental Abuse and Neglect

Poor Living Conditions

Lack of Positive Self-lmag{e

Drug and Alcohol Abuse

F requency
61.8
Si.O
80.1
65.3
51.0
364
40.8
12.5
49.4
78.7
30.8
40.6
63.3
55.2
614

30
©63.3
8.8

in-27
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Problem Frequency

19. Emotionally Disturbed - ~ 493
20, Mentally Retarded 13.8
21. Pregnancy .8
22, General Health Deficiencies 36
23, Severe Phys‘ica! Disorder/Handicap 10.7
24, Inadequate Recreational Activities 74.3

Demographic breakdowns for each of these problems are contained in Appendix 1 along with

problem definitions, Notable variations from the Average Profile of the Youth at Risk population

are noted In the following problem categories:

1,

2,

3.

4,

5.

8!

Of the 36.4% of the sanple who were truant, females and children between 14 and 16
years old are identified more often than in the Average Profile of Youth at Risk.

Of the 40.8% of the sample who were suspended or expelled from school, children in
the 14 to 16 age group are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 12;5% of the sample lacking job skills, children between 14 and 16 years old and
children from urban areas are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 49,4% of the sample who are incapable of functioning acceptably in a regular
school environment, males are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 8.8% of the sample experiencing drug or alcohol abuse, children between 14 and
16 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 13.8% of the sample who are mentally retarded, males are more often identified
than In the Average Profile,

Of the 3.6% of the sample experiencing general health deficiencies, children under 11
years old are more often Identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 10.7% of the sample suffering severe physical disorder or handicap, males and
children from rural areas are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Rl



Demographic Characteristics of Notable Problems of Youth at Risk

Contained in Appendix 6, 10 of the most significant problems identified through the survey
for ‘““Youth at Risk"” are displayed individually and crosstabulated with age, race, location and
income level controlling for gender. The first table in this section is labeled "'Average Profile of

5

the Youth at Risk."” Significant variations from the Average Profile are noted below.

o

TABLE IX

Average Profile of Youth at Risk by Gender

Demographic Characteristics . Male % Female %
Age
Under 11 Years Old. ...... Creaiateanas e ahaaan 86.1 139
From11-13YearsOld. .........cvvv.. e s 74.8 25.2
From14-16 YearsOld. .............. M v ennonnnns 62.5 37.5
Over 16 YearsOld. .. .. cvvvvneninnveennnnn ..., 694 / 30.6
Residential Location
Urban ............ PN e ettt 68.7 31.3
Rural............. e e r e 72.7 27.3
ey
Race 0
White. ..o it et e e 72.2 27.8
Black.............. e PPN 69.3 30.7
Income /
Under $ 5,000, . .. .eeenernnanennnes. e 69.7 30.3
5001- 8000........000vvun.. e 72.2, 27.8
8,001 -12,000. . ...ccvvvuvvunveve. ... 708 29.2
12001 -15,000. ......ccvvevnnnen beenns 72.1 27.9
Over 15000.........0 ... e s 76.4 236 . -,
Vi
TOTAL....... v N 71.2 28.8
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Of the 61.8% of the sample experiencing a lack of positive social interaction with peers,
females over 16 years old and males from families earning more than $15,000 per year
are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 52% of the sample who are incapable of accepting e)?ternally imposed discipline,

males over 16 years old and males from families with over $15,000 annual income are
more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 65.3% of the sample who have unacceptable aggressive behavior, males from

families with over $75,000 annual income are more often identified than in the Average :

Profile.

Of the 78.7% of the sample whose problem behavior is due to the home situation, females
over 13 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 55.2% of the sample whose parents would be unwilling to cooperate with treat-
ment, males over 16 years old and males from families with over $15,000 annual income
are more often identified than in the Average Profile,

Of the 61 4% of the sample expenencmg abuse and neglect, females over 16 years old
are more often identified than in the Average Profile.

Of the 63.3% of the sample lacking a positive self-image, females over 16 years old are
more often identified than in the Average Profile.

OF the 51% of the sample who are slow learners, males over 16 years old are more often

identified than in the Average Profile, !

Program Recommendations for Youth at Risk

“= Professionals surveyed in the study submitted over 2,500 questionnaires on the Youth at Risk

‘population. Each was asked to make specific program recommendations for a series of questions

(question D1 through E8 In the questionnaire) which asked ‘“How much would this child benefit

from the following program?' Possible responses were: '*Not at all, slightly, quite, extremely.”

Twenty-one alternatives were included in the'questionnaire. Table X shows the percent of children

who were rated to benefit either "‘quite” or “‘extremely’’ from each of those 21 alternatives.
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B owoN

10.
1.
12.
13.

- 14.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20,
21.

TABLE X

Program Recommendations for Youth at Risk’

Program

. Adult Volunteers

Alternative School
Benefit from Family Counseling
Close Security Detention

Counseling

. Drug/Alcohol Education

Drug/Alcohol Treatment

Exceptional Children’s Education

. General Foster Care

Group Home

In-Patient Psychiatric Care

_Intensive Psychiatric/Psychblogical Care

Job Placement

Parenting Skills Educatio!l\
Placement with Relatives ‘
Recreation

Remediai Education
Specialized Foster Care
Structured Daily Environment
Temporary Shelter Care

Vocational Education

/

Freg uency

72.9%
45.2
69.5

24 -

70.2
56.0
40.3
46.2
6.1
104
44
55.3
49.4
65.8
3.6
743
49.7
140
63.3
7.6
48.1
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Appendix 2 contains the charts from which this section is drawn. Notable variations from the

o Average Profile for Youth at Risk within the populations of youth recommended for these 21

_programs are noted as follows:

1,

2.

3.

7.

8,

Of the 6,1% of the sample needing general foster care, children from rural areas are
recomnmended more often than in the Average Profile,

Of the 7.6% of the sample needing temporary shelter care, females and children 14 to
16 years old are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.

Of the 45.2% of the sample needing alternative schools, males are recommended more
often than in the Average Profile.

Of the 49.7% of the sample needf‘ng remedial education, males are’recommended more
often than in the Average Profile.

Of the 48.1% of the sample needing vocational education, males are recommended
more often than in the Ayerage Profile.

Of the 56% of the sample needing drug and alcohol education, males and children be-
tween 14 and 16 years old are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.

Of the 40.8% of the sample needing drug and alcohol treatment programs, children
between 14 and 16 years old are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.

While there was no significant demographic variation, it should be noted that while
69.5% of the survey were redommended for family counseling, only 34.5% of all fam-
llies were felt to be willing /}» participate in this treatment program if it were offered.

7
i
1\

Demographic Characteristics of Most Récommended Programs for Youth at Risk

Contained in Appendix 7 are twelve of the most frequently recommended programs (10 non-

residential and 2 residential) for the Youth at Risk population. Each program is crosstabulated

by age, race, location and income level controlling for gender, The Average Profile for Youth

- at Risk by gender is repeated in this section for easy reference. Notable variations from the Average

Profile are hightighted beginning on the following page.
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TABLE IX
Average Profile of Youth at Risk by Gender

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age

Under11YearSO|d ....... LR N R S S R cc.aboub08631 :13-9

From11-13YearsOld. .. .v v nn e .. 748 252

From14-16YearsOld. .. . vvvvvennvnnnn veein...62.5 37.5

Over 16 YearsOld. .. .. ... vvnniinn. e ..694 30.6

L L 071 o T PPN - . 2 4 313
Rural. .. ... . i et ranean 72.7 27.3
Race
White. .o ittt i et eensnns AP e 722 27.8
Black., ... ... oo s s C et .:.069.3 30.7
Income
Under$ 5000... ... 0 iiiiiiniriinnnnnn v .- 69.7 303
5001- 8000........civiiiinn. viv.a 122 27.8
8001 12000 ................... ver..10.8 292
12,001 - 15,900. et ettt 72.1 . 279
Over 15,000....... s n st ...76.4 23.6
TOTAL 71.2 28.8

. Of the 10.4% of the sample needing group home placement, males between 14 and 16

years old were recommended more often than in the Average Profile. All the children
recommended for this program whose family income was between $12,000 and $15,000
were males. No children over 16 years old were recommended for this program.

Of the 14% of the sample needing specialized foster - care, females from families with
over $15,000 annual income are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.
No chlldren over 16 years old were recommended for this program,

Of the 63.3% of the sample needing a structured daily environment, females over 16
years old and males from families with more than $15,000 annual income were recom-
mended more often than in the Average Profile.

f/’ ©
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5.

6,

- 7.

9'

10.

1.

Of the 55.3% of the sample needing intensive psychiatric or psychological care, females
over 16 years old are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.

Of the 70,2% of the sample needing counseling services, males over 16 years old are
recommended more often than in the Average Profile.

Of the 65.8% of the sample whose parents are in need of parenting skills education,
ferales over 16 years old are noted more frequently than in the Average Profile.

Of the 49.7% of the sample needing remedial education, males with family income
of less than $5,000 annually are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.
All children over 16 years old who were recommended for this program were males.

Of the 48,1% of the sample needing vocational education, more males between 14 to
16 years old, more males from rural areas and more white males are recommended for
tisls program than in the Average Profile. All children over 16 years old who were recom-
mended for this program were males.

Of the 49.4% of the sample needing jobs, more black females and more females with
family incomes between $8,000 and $15,000 are recommended than in the Average
Profile.

Of the 56% of the sample needing drug or alcohel education, niales over 16 years old
are recommended more often than in the Average Profile.

Of the 729% of the sample needing an adult volunteer, males over 16 years old are
recommended more often than in the Average Profile,

Crosstabulation of Problems and Programs

In this part, the 10 most significant problems are crosstabulated with the 10 most recom-

mended programs; additionally, the two most recommended residential programs are included in

the charts.

Table X1 selects the children identified as having one of these 10 problems and displays by per-

t

centage- the program recommendations for those children in each category. (Program recommenda-

tions vontrolling for problems.)

Table XH selects the children recommended for each of the 12 programs and displays by per-

centage the problems identified for these children in each program category. (Problems controlling

for program recommendations.)
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TABLE Xl

Programs Controliing for Problems

I 3 w |3
(5] = = A
& 8‘~§ -§ 2 E é é1;0.:: B
Percent of Sample o b e o Z ,g g |£ § S @
Recommended 5 [Lg 3 v S| A 9 k= by
for Program by g 5= = sAals g < z = 2 B 2
! o = = - I o o
Problem e .2 -g--::’,é 3 ,‘g.ggg sl S > 8_?) =< ool & 8
| SYlEEE 4| S8lees| FLESEH £§ S <
$8|58%9 €| s®EE3 9z(eO0f oW d¢| 2
JElEdin <] S<E 8l SHE e &7 Al &
Group Home 76.2 |64.0 885794 1973|925 ] 726 | 80.1| 76.543.7
Specialized Faoster ;
Care 76.3 |67.7 86.5] 76.0 | 96.1 | 90.5 | 75.7 | 81.5| 76.8 |47.1
IStructured Daily .
IEnvironment 66.8 1529 8201 6821 79.8 | 62.1 | 522 63.6| 68.8]51.9
Intensive Psychiatric/
Psychological
R A 703 581 | 85.1] 74.8 | 84.0 | 65.2 | 51.2 | 68.4| 72,0475
Counseling 68.2 |57.3 83.6 ] 71.2 | 83.8 | 65.0 | 55.5{ 66.0] 69.0 50.5
Parenting Skills B
IEducation 65.8 {54.0 816 | 67.7 | 81.4 | 61.8 | 51.2| 64.3] 66,3 63,0
Remedial Education }170.0 {57.6 8181 709} 822 6741 551}) 6827 71.9}58.0
Vocational Education [69.6 {56.8 | 79.9 714 | 82.7 | 68.1 | 55.8] 67.3 1 52.8 529
Job Placement 61.4 |54.1 79.0 | 648 | 78.6 | 64,0 | 54.1| 66.3| 67.3]56.0
Drug/Alcohol : ’
Education 63.5 153.8 83.21 672} 8131643} 53,1 68,6] 66.7152.2
Aduit Volunteers 669 [53.2 | 826 | 67.7 | 81.2] 655 | 541 64.5]| 68.5]51.9
Recreation 648 |51.3 | 81.8| 67.4 | 793 | 621 | 53.2| 62.1| 66.8]523
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Problems Controlling for Programs

TABLE XII

‘*m' =
2 =t K=
, b 8 2 = "
Percent of Sample 2 |= < - 8 S £
Experiencing ° I'§ o= = 3 g el = S
Problem by Els |28l 88 . s |8l 5| BlE.] 5] <
Program 2|8 |2E|ed Elps| 5| 5| 828 S| 2
Recommendations al® |5s| %8 8|€Rl 3| | &1<8 2| ©
=3 0 o o [~ [~ 5 3] £ P [-D o0 @ 5 ot
wmaﬁwsé’_’uo“.’mm>2ou<m
Lack of Positive
Social Interaction
with Peers = 1 7.9 110.7 142,3.138.8147.9143.3|34,8]33.5]30.3|35.6|48.8 148.2
~ lincapable of B
Accepting Externally ‘ . , - ‘
{mposed Discipline | 6.7 | 9.5 |33.5 |32.140.2|35.5 | 28.7 | 27.3 | 26.7 | 30.1 | 38.8 | 38.2
| Anti-Social Behavior | 9.2 |12.1 {52.0 |47.0 |58.7|53.7 | 40.7 | 38.4 | 39.0 | 46.6 | 60.2 | 60.8
Unacceptable v ‘
Aggressive Behavibr | 8.3 |10.6 |43.2 141.3 | 50.0 | 44.6 | 35.3 | 34.3 [ 32.0 | 37.7 [49.4 | 50.1
Problem Behavior "
Due to the Hame
Situation 10.1 13.4 150.6 {464 |58.8153.5140.9|39.8|38.8145.5159.259.0
Inadeguate
Parenting Skills 9,6 {12.7 139.3 |36.0 {45.7 {40.6 |33.5|32.8{31.6]36.0{47.8 |46.1
Parental Unwillingness
to Cooperate with
Treatment | 7.6 |10,6 |33.0 |28.3 139.0 |33.7 |27.4 | 26.8 | 26.7 | 29.8 | 39.5 | 39.6
Parental Abuse and
Neglect 8.3 [11.4 140.3 |37.8 |46.3 |42.3 |33.9 32,4 |32.8 [38.4|47.0 |46.2
Lack of Positive
St‘:lff-lmage 8.0 |10.7 {43.6 |39.8 48.5 43.6 135.7133.4133.337.4]49.9 {49.7
Slow Leaming ‘ 4.5 | 6.6 32,9 |26.2 1355 |32.128.9|27.0|27.7129.2{37.8 |38.9

<
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Comparative Analysis of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk

Having examined in depth the Status Offender and Youth at Risk pepulations in terms of their

problems and programs that can address these problems, there is, quite naturally, a strong desire
to compare these two groups. Such comparisons might prove to be of pafﬁcular interest anci
utility to those wishing to plan effectively for program ({evelopment and implementation.

This comparison of the two populations could also be a beneficial prevenition tool in pre:
dicting which adolescents in the Youth at Risk populatlon are in the greatest danger of advancing to
the Status Offender category and thus formally ent\w.ng the juvenile justice system. The ability
to pinpoint similarities and differences between these two populations can no doubt increase one's
ability to devise prevention and treatment strategies. )

Some degree of caution in making these comparisons is perhaps advisable, however, due to
a number of methodological factors that may or may not be a significant hindrance to compaﬁson.
First, there may be some coloration of data supplied in this survey due to conceptual and/or per-
ceptual differences inherent in the professions. 1t is conceivable that professionals in the field of
education, who provided much of the data for the Youth at Risk population, and court counselors,
mental health workers, and social>workers, who provided much of the Status Offender population
data, will be operating with different perspectives as to which adolescents are most problematic,
which problems are of the greafest concern, and what type program might best impact a given
problem,

Second, the two sample populations were chosen in a different fashien. Whereas children
were included in the Status Offender population on the basis of having a retained petition for an
undisciplined offense, inclusion in the Youth at Risk population was determined by a given school's
chief disciplinarian who was asked to identify those children who had had two or more severe

disciplinary actions taken agéinst them,

o



Third, because the responsibilities and objectives of the professionals who provided data on
these two groups are different, their ordering of preblems and program priorities may not be
totally amenable to comparison. For example, a court counselor may have a primary objective of
keeping a child in school as a part of his probation order, whereas the child’s teacher may see his
absence from class as a positive thing if this pafﬁcular child is disrupting the teacher‘:\s\ effort at
attaining his prime objective — to educate the majority of children receptive to his insfructional
efforts, | |

A fourth consideration is that the Status Offender and his concommitant problems may be
percelved differently from the Youth at Risk as a function of having been identified and labeled
s a Status Offender,

\ Finally, the questionnaire used to gather these data was not intended to provide distinctions

&gtween these two groups of adolescents on behavioral/personality differences that one might

b
“prasume to exist,

\\ © ' .
R, \ n short, the problem of trying to compare the data on these two populations may not be as

waré\%\as trying to compare apples to oranges, but one may indeed be comparing red delicious
apples \&;‘wmcsaps, some of which came to mafr\ket under very different, circumstances.

Wxiti\*lﬂ the framework of the qualifications regarding the information base, there are notable
$in\iiarltics\;§lné dissimilarities between the two population groups, |

The n{t)st outstanding dlffcreﬁce between the Status Offender population and the Youth at
Risk populatii\;x is In gender. Females predominate the Status Offender population (65%); males
predominate th\i\ Youth at Risk population (71%).

A second notable, and prog»\rammatically critical, variance between the groups is in age. The
Status Qffender population clustérs around the 14 to 16 years of age category (67%) with only 14%

of this group umlerqwé!xymé's old, On the other hand, the Youth at Risk population is predomi-

nately younger with the under 14 year old category comprising 51% of the group, while 48% falls

herweeu the ages of 14 10 16 years.
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The third and final major dissimilarity between the groups is that the Youth at Risk \populaw'
tion is perceived as a much more aggressive group of adolescents than the Status Offender popula-
tion. This finding is derived from‘ the problem al;alysis in Part Il of this report when the problems
of “anti-social behavior” and ‘“‘unacceptable aggressive behavior’ are examined. By comparison,
80% of Youth at Risk exhibited *anti-social behavior® while only 42% of the Status Offenders were "
identified with this problem. Furthermore, 65% ‘of the Yo‘gth at Risk population exhibited *‘unac-
ceptable agg;essive behavior” while only 26% of Status @ffdner‘s were identified with this problem,

The similarities between the populations are also noteworthy. For the purpose of this analysis,

.
ki

a similarity is defined as any condition that over 50% of both populations is defined as having or

being.

Demographically there are two primary similarities. The first is that the children live in
rural areas — 56% of the Status Offenders and 62% of the Youth at Risk, This statistic is note-
worthy when compared to State population as a whole which is 48% rural. The second is that thé
children ‘come from poverty-level home situatioﬁs — 54% of thiz Status Offenders and 88% of the
Youth at Risk live in homes with a family income less tha|1g¥65% of the State's median. - -

Problematically, the populations maintain some interesting consistencies. Not surprisingly,
inadequate recreational ﬁctivitiesl)is a pllv'oblem for both groups — 51% for Status Offenders and 74%
for the Youth at Risk. Another condition shared by both"groups is ,t\pat their problem behavior isw
due to the home situation. This in.‘itself is not particuarly enlightening since it basically confirms
the conventional *wisdom. What is notew\orthy is the magnitude o\g this problem. Seventy-ﬁve
percent (75%) of the Status Offéndérs and 79% of the Yo‘uth at Risk come from ilome situations
that contributed to inappropriate behavior.

The other shared probiems of the populations are: parents with inadequate pérenting .:kills;

parental unwillingness to cooperate with a treatment program; and the lack of a positive self-image.
o M) .

These problems are very likely a function of the predominant problem of a poor home situation.
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Tu shed further Hight on the problem of the inadequate home and its relationship to inappropriate
hehavior the next part of the report deals with this problem in more detail.
Comparatlve atialysls of program recommendations indicates that the primary need for the

Status Offender population is an adequate living situation and a job. Besides job placement, thd

only programs for which more than 50% of the Status Offenders are recommended are family

counseling {51.3%), adult volunteer (54.8%) and recreation (51.4%).

’Yéutb at Risk are recommended twice more often than Status Offenders for: structured
dally environment (63.3%), intensive psychiatric/psychological care (55.3%), and drug and alcohol
treatment (40.8%); 50% more often fo‘r:’ counseling {70.2%), parenting skills education (65.8%),

recreation (74.3%), and drug and alcohol education (56%).

Sjgrsiﬁs;xngg_ of Inadequate Family/Home Conditions -

The most significant similarity between the two populations is the high incidence of inade-
uate hamcnsimatimw‘ In the questionnaire, there were several questions asked concerning the
youths! fmfiy situations, The most general of these is question B1 which asks: *How important
a contributing facter Is the child’s home situation to any problem behavioi hefshe exhibits?”’

- Five more specific questions were asked concerning various aspects of the home situation.
The results of those questions for each population as a whole were as follows:

‘ .‘f‘?tatus Offenders  Youth at Risk

1. Infeaslbility of Returning Child ta 413% 30.8%
Homag After Treatment

2. Incapable of Functioning Acceptably 50,2 40.6
in the Home

3. Inadequate Parenting Skills 73.5 63.3

4,  Parental Unwillingness to Cooperate 66.3 55.2
with Treatmc;:t '

5 Pmmtéil- Abuse and Neglect 42.6 614

142
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Table XII examines the correlation between these five questions and the more general ques-
tion relating to problem behavior due to the home situation. As would be expected, these five
variables are statistically significant when controlled for preblem behavior due to the home situa-
tion.

This table indicates that the youth identified in question BT are experiencing muitiple prob-
lems at home and that the problem is of similar magnitude for both the Status Offender and the

Youth at Risk,
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TABLE Xill

4 Problem Behavior Due to Home Situation
by
Five Related Variables
Problem Infeasibility of Incapable of Parental :
Behavior Returning Child Functioning !;adeqtgate Unwillingness Paren;a::dAbuse
Due to th“g Home After Acceptably magir}“mg to Cooperate with Neglect
Home Situation Treatment in the Home s Treatment Program “ gle
86.6% 83.0% 82.1% 81.7% 91.3%
Status .
Offenders N ;
{74.8%) Chi Square * Chi Square Chi Square Chi Square Chi Square
85.76794 59.10448 131.49657 82.79356 178.06284
85.8% 85.4% 83.7% 84.7% 87.9%
Youth at
Risk §
(78.7%) Chij Square - Chi Square Chi Square Chi Square Chi Square
26.90749 37.28287 51.54541 53.66815 166.07542
* One degree of freedom
N
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While it has been shown that these two populations (Youth at Risk and Status Offenders) ap-

pear to be significantly different demographically, the similarity of the home situation leads one to

speculate about the overriding importance of this variable on a whole range of adolescent behaviors.

Tables XIV and XV examine the relationship of poor home situation to other unacceptable

behavior. For the populations as a whole the following frequencies are noted for:

£tatus Offender Youth at Risk
1. Lack of Positive Self-Image 51.2% 63.3%
2. Lack of Positive Social Interaction 46.2 61.8
with Peers
3. Incapability of Accepting Externally 47.4 52.0
Imposed Discipline =
4. Incapability of Functioning Acceptably 36.1 49.4
in the Regular School
5. Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior 26.4 65.3 “

Table X1V compares the frequency of these five problems for Status Offenders identified as

having “‘problem behavior due to the home situation’’ (74.8% of the population) with the Status

Offenders not identified as having “‘problem behavior due to the home situation” (25.2% of-the

population).

TABLE X1V

Five Problems Comparing Problem Homes

With Non-Problem Homes

)

J

All Status Problems Due
Problem Offenders to the Home
1. Lack of Positive Self-Image 51.2% 55.4%
2. Lack of Positive Social 46.2 48.0
Interaction with Peers
3. Acceptance of Externally 474 ~48.1
imposed Discipline
4, Unable to Function Properly 36.1 379
in School :
5. Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior “ 264 28.0

Pl

Non-Problem
Hon)g, ]
38.5%

404
449
30.6

25 q.as
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Table XV compares the same data for the Youth at Risk population.

TABLE XV

Five Problems Comparing Problem Homes
With Non-Probiem Homes

All Youth Problems Due Non-Problem
~» Problem at Risk to the Home Homes

1. Lack of Positive Selfslmage 63.3% 67.0% 49.7%

2. Lack of Positive Social 61.8 65.6 47.7
Interaction with Peers

3. Acceptaﬁae of Externally 520 54.6 42,4
tmposed Discipline

4,  Unable to Function Properly 494 54.2 319
in School

5. Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior  65.3 67.1 58.7

For both populations youth experiencing problem behavior due to the home situation are
shown to exhibit other problem behaviors more often than youth whose problem behavior is not
due to the home situation.

An interesting anomaly is thus presented by the data in that while the two populations are
obviously very different demographically (males 35.4% in the Status Offerider population compared
to 71.2% In lﬁe Youth at Risk, between 14 and 15 vears of age 67% of Status Offenders compared
to under 14 years of age 51.2% of Youth’ at Risk, urban 43.9% of Status Offenders compared to
38.3% of Youth at Risk, and from families making less than 65% of mediém incc‘t-?ée 53.3% for
Status Offenders compared to 88.6% for Youth at Risk), they share in almost identical proportions

the problems associated with poor home situation (74.8% far Status Offenders compared to 78.7%
i . :

- {or Youth at Risk), When that population experiencing behavior problems due to the heme situa-

tion Is broken down into more specific problem areas, the similarities are even more striking:
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Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

1. Infeasibility of Returning Child 86.6% 85.8%

Home After Treatment 7
(‘

2. Incapable of Functioning Acceptably 83.0 85.4%
in Home

3. Inadequate Parenting Skills 82.1 83.7

4, Parental Unwillingness to Cooperate 81.7 84.7
With Treatment

5. Parental Abuse angl Neglect 91.3 87.9

6. Poor Living Conditions 93.6 95.5

Perhaps as significant as the things we can explain by virtue of our data are those things for
which we can only offer possible explanations.

For instance; why is it that the Youth at Risk population is predominantly male while the
Status Offender, population is predominantly female? A possible explanationm‘centers around the

fact that the Status Offender population is older than the Youth at Risk population, By this period

in adolescence, puberty has begun, and the sexual activity of males is likely to be ignored, while

similar activity on the part of females results in their being brought to the attention of the juvenile
court on a status offense charge. It might further be speculated that truancy and running away

would more likely be less socially acceptable for females and again result in a court appearance.

~The predominance of males in the Youth at Risk population could be explained by the higher like-

lihood of males to display openly aggressive behavior during the pre- and early 'adolescent period.
Further explanation for the disproportionately large number of females in the Status Offender
population might be provided by the speculation that when faced with an identical 'ﬁroblem stim-
ulus, a male's aggressive response may be more likely an offense that is ch;raéterized asldelinquent
rather than a non-criminal status offense. |
Qur data cleariy characterizes the Youth at Risk pobulaﬁon as significantly more aggressive

than the Status Offender population. Prima facie, this might appear to be a strange finding; how-

1 -47
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ever, it could perhaps be explained by the fact that a particularly aggressive Youth at Risk would
run a greater probability of exhibiting behavior that would be considered delinquent and would
thus skip over the Status Offender classification entirely.

One can sce from these data that the Status Offender population members are recommended
for placement out of the home roughly twice as frequently as members of the Youth at Risk
population. This probably results from the fact that the Status Offenders have been adjudicated
and could be removed from the community if their unacceptable behavior continues. The natural
concern of the juvenile court counselor would be to find a suitable residential placement that could
serve as an alternative 1o training school commitment.

The data presented and analyzed here is no more than the first step toward understanding the
needs and problems of our State's troubled youth, If nothing more it is hoped that this report
will stimulate the interest of other concerned professionals and that many of the unanswered

questions raised will be addressed in future studies.
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This third and final part presents the major findings from our survey of Status Offenders
and Youth at Risk, These findings lead us to recommend significant changes in how we acfdre’ss
the problems of troubled adolescents in North Carolina. The section closes with the report’s

conclusion. 0

Major Findings

1. Poor family situation is the major ‘problem associated with both Status Offender: and
Youth at Risk populations (78.7% Kl)f Youth at Risk and 74.8% of Status foenders).

2.  Much of the poor home situation is attributed to the parents; o ®
a, lack of adequate parenting skills (63.3% Youth at Risk, 73.5% Status Of%enders);
b. parents unwilling to cooperate with child's treatment program (55.2% Youth at

Risk, 66.3% Status Offenders);

c. parental abuse and neglect (61.4% Youth at Risk, 42.6% Status Offeride[s) ;
d. broken homes (41.5% Youth at Risk, 52.6% Status Offenders). C

3. Gender and age are the most signiﬁcantudemographic differenées between the Youth at
Risk (71% male, 51% under 14 years 6ld) and the Status Offender (65% female, 67%
between 14-16 years old).

4. Job plécem‘ent is the single most often reéommended grqgraqu(67%) for Status Of.
fenders. :

5. Status Offenders are significantly less aggressive (26.4%) than their at Risk counterparts

(65.3%).
Truancy is a major problem for Status Offenders (72.4%) but :jot so important for the

Youth at Risk (36.4%). However, truancy is not necessarily a function of learning

<
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problems with 34% of the Status Offenders considered slow learners while 51% of the

Youih at Risk are identified as slow leasners.

Recommendations

North Carolina State policy as codified in G.S. 143B-204 is to eliminate the Status Offender
fi;om State training schools through the provision of community-based alternatives. The primary
nurgmw of the state-wide needs asscssment has been to provide accurate information on the prob-
lems being experienced by these adolescents and on the program recommendations of local service
professionals warking with Status Offendcrs.

ln order to effectively implement the legislative intent as stated above, the following recom-

cﬁﬂaﬂﬂn& are presented, Each recommendation is supported by the information presented in
Paed] of this report,

i

Recommendation 1

Treatment programs funded by the Department of Human Resources for Status Gffenders and ’

You;h at Risk should be required to inctude a family involvement compenent and in cases where

parental unwillingness to cooperate with these programs is detrimental to the best hiterest of the

child, a long range plag for out-ofhome permanent placement should be developed and recom-

mended fo the court,

For too long the primary-emphasis of rehabilitative programs has been aimed at returmng the
child to the natural ﬁmtiy with little or no attention being paid to the problems within the famxly
thiat have significantly contributed to the child’ problem behavior,

The family problems identified by this survey include inadequate parenting skills, parental

abuse and neglect, and parental unwillingness to participate in treatment programs. The magnitude:,

Hi-4
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of these problems leads one to conclude that programs purporting to address the needs of troubled

youth without dealing with the pathological home situation can expect only limited success since

they are addressing only a portidn of the child’s problems,
Given the finding that from 40% - 60% of the families would be unwilling to cooperate with

treatment efforts, serious consideraticn should be given to finding alternative, permanent living

“\

situations in cases where return to the natural home would jeopardize the best mterest of the child."

Recommendation 2

District Court judges should be given the authority to hold parents or guardians legally ac-

countable for the actions of their children through the contempt powers of the Court.

This recommendation would allow the Court to hold the parents responsible for upholding
the conditions of probation set by the Court for undisciplined and delinquent youth, While it is
questionable what benefit can be derived by requiring parents to partil‘,ipate in treatment along
with their child, it does not seem unreasonable to,r,ec;ulr_e“that parents be held a¢countable for ‘the
actions of their minor children.

This. recommendation, in consort with Recommendation 1, encourages the removal of the

child from a family that is destructive to the child’s development and unwilling to do anything to

correct their problems,

Recommendation 3

. Status Offenders should not be placed in any secure facility — jail or detention center. /\

N
This recommendation is made with full realization of the controversy that surrounds this very
emotlonal issue. However, the information we now possess about the Status Offender pepulation

Vo
leads to no other conclusion.” &

If nothing else, the data in this report clearly illustrates that the S atus Offender poses llttle )

threat to thie security of our communities. The Status Offarder is generally an adolescent female

o
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fiesing from 4 pathological home situation or from an educational environment that is not suiting
her interests or needs.

In responss to the concern that Status Offenders (especially the runaway) need secure deten-
tlon for ihelr own protection, we suggest that the communitm is doing itself and especially the
child more harm than good by placing troubled impressionable children in cages at a critical time
when they are in the greatest need of human warmth and emotional support.

This recommendation implies that a high priority be given to the development of emergency
shelter care and crisis intervention programs to serve as alternatives to secure detention for the

Status Offender,

Recommendation 4 e

L )
A f“,sszb&m}k zludy should be undertaken snmedlately regarding lowering the minimum age

rec;uimmem for community coi),cge and techmcm lnétstute admission to age 14 so that youth in the

14 to 10 age group might be \bmwded the opp\ rtunity of attending either their regular public

-6 7

sehool or to work toward their high school equivalency at a community college.

This recommendation recognizes the significance of truancy in the Status Offender population.
By Towering the minimum age for community colleges, we could open new alternatives for these
youth by promoting the development of new, innovative approaches to maintaining the interest

of 1410 16 ?ear old females who are now simply refusing to attend public school.

Recommendation 5

1 h;n‘ pm&nms in the pubha schools and in the commumty which are developed for Status

= o fcndars be wxred more toward the 14 to 16 year old female population.

Rémmmmmtitm 5;

“ﬂm wnecmmtmn on_family counseling and parent effectiveness trammg be given in the

dcw!nm’nmt nf new pragrams for Status Offenders and Youth at Risk.




Recommendations 5 and 6 are based upon the major findings of this report and need no

further explanation.

Recommendation 7

That special emphasis be placed on creating job opportunities for the Status Offender popula-

tion and their families through innovative program development by the Division of Community

Employment with its CETA funds.

Recommendation 8

That the Community Schools Program in the Department of Public Instruction concentrate

Ty

its efforts on developing recreational activities. 14

Recommendations 7 and 8 again need no elaboration as they are simply highlighting two of

the major needs identified by the survey.

gonclusion

Although this closes the Annual Report of the Commurity-Based Altérnatives Section, we
intend this report to be the beginning of the process of devising a state-wide, data-based response
to the needs of children who are and will be involved in the juvenile justice system.

Part | documents the rationale, backgkound, structure and or.\i:\qing activities of the com-
Y ‘

N

munity-based movement in North Carolina.

Part 11 portrays some of the information presently compiled through a state-wide needs

]

assessment of the population of non-delinguent youngsters who are éxhibiting behaviors that could

fead them toward further involvement in the juvenile justice system, y

Part HI lists the maidr findings. of our survey and propbses changes in existing State laws or
e‘s,\ " ) =

policies to improve the services we deliver to these adolescents.

-7




The Appendixes contain the charts and instruments used in compiling the information.

North Carolina is in an enviable position. No other state, to our knowledge, has the informa-
tion base that we now possess. With this base North Carolina can aggressively pursue the develop-
ment of expansion of services knowing what the problems are and knowing what programs will
be effective in addressing these problems,

This is not to say that we can solve this major social problem over night, or even that we know
the definitive answers to all the possible questions that emerge when discussing inappropriate
adolescent behavior, However, we do feel that this report will lead concerned individuals to ask

better questions and develop better answers in addressing the needs of our troubled youngsters.
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APPENDIX 1

Demographic Characteristics of 24 Problems
Which Contribute to the inappropriate Behavior
of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk
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Average Profile of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk

PROBLEM - Average Profile

Status Offenders  Yauth at Risk .

having the following characteristics:

Percent experiencing this problem and k

SEX ' Male 35.4% o T1.2%
|
l
|
|
|
|
|

Female 64.§ 28.8
AGE Under 11 years old 23 206
Between 11 and 13 years 11.3 30.6
Between 14 and 16 years 67.0 48.4 |
' Over 16 years 19.3 4 5
. LOCALE ‘ Urban 43,9 - 383
: Rural - 56,1 61.7 -
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of ‘
Median Income 53.5 88.6
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 7.2 . 3.3
7
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Problem Court School

1. Lack of Posltive Social !ﬂicracti‘orx with Peers 46,2% 61.8%

2, Incapable of Accepting Externally Imposed Discipline 474 520
3. Antl-Saclal Behavior 423 80.1
4, Unaceeptable Aggressive Behavior 26.4’ 653 -
5. Slow Learning 38.4 51.0
6. Truancy 724 36.4
7. Suspension/Expulsion 40.5 40.8
8. Lack of Job Skills 28.2 12.5
9. Incapable of Functioning Acceptably in Regular School 36.1 494
Environment
10, Problem Behavior Due to Home Situation 74.8 78.7
11, Infeasibllity of Returning Child Home After Treatment 41.3 30.8
12, lﬁcnpﬂbllity of Functioning Acceptably in Home 50.2 40.6
13. Inadequate Parenting Skills 73.5 633
14, Parents Unwilling to Cooperate with Treatment Program 66.3 55.2
15, Parental Abuse/Neglect 42,6 61.4
16, Poor Living Conditions 4,3 3.0
17. Lack of Positive Self-mage 51.2 63.3
18. Drug/Alcohol Abuse 20.7 8.8
19, Emotionally Disturbed 33.7 49.3
20. Mentally Retarded 55 13.8
21, Pregnancy 4.6 8
22, General Health Deflclencles 1.2 3.6
23, Severe Physical Disorder/Handicap 4.0 10.7
24, Inadequate Recreational Activities 514 743
V8§ P 4



PROBLEM - Lack of positive social interaction with peers
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem _A46.2% 61.8%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 40.3% 74.6%
Female 59.7 254
AGE Under 11 years old 18 22,0
Between 11 and 13 years 12,1 - 34
Between 14 and 16 years 66.2 43.4
Over 16 years 19.9 .05
LOCALE Urban , 40.0 37,8
Rural 60.0 62.2
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of .
Median Income 61,9 88.0
Between 65% and 80% of Median .
Income a':"j i 4.6 | 2.9
)
Definition:

Lack of positive social interaction with peers. Children identified with this prablem are those
whom the judges rated as!'Quite” or *'Extremely’’ in answering question C2, “How important
a contributing factor to the child’s unacceptable behavior is a lack of positive social interaction
with his peers?”
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PROBLEM — Incapable of accepting externally imposed discipline
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this probiem 47.4% 52.0%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 34.3% 73.0%
Female 65.7 27.0
AGE Under 11 years old 2.5 20.6
Beiween 11 and 13 years 10.0 29:1
Between 14 and 16 years 65.8 50.2
Over 16 years 21.7 2
LOCALE Urban 40.8 41.9
Rural 59.2 58.1
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 54.9 87.0
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 7.4 3.7
Definition:

Incapable of accepting externally imposed discipline. Children identified with this problem
are those whom the judges rated as ‘‘Not at All” or ‘“Slightly’’ in answering question C3,
“How capable is the child of accepting externally imposed discipline?’’

V-8




PROBLEM — Anti-social behavior

Percent experiencing this problem

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male

Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
QOver 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median

Income

Definition:

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

42.3% 80.1%
35.8% 72.5%
64.2 27.5
1.2 20.7
8.3 31.7
69.8 47.1
20.7 S
38.8 37.9
61.2 62.1
58.3 87.4
5.0 3.7

Anti-social behavior. Children having this problem are those whom the judges identified as
exhibiting ‘‘anti-social behavior’’ in question A15 and those who in the free response section

noted “theft,” ‘‘vulgarity,” “disrespectful,” “lying,” “undisciplined,”

sexually promiscuous behavior.

uncooperative,” and




PROBLEM ~— Unacceptable aggressive behavior

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Id

Percent experiencing this problem 26.4% 65.3%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 37.7% 75.7%
Female 62.3 24.3
AGE Under 11 years old v 24.2
Between 11 and 13 years 10.4 32.8
Between 14 and 16 years 68.8 42.5
Over 16 years 20.1 0.5
LLOCALE Urban 44.9 38.1
Rural 55.1 61.9
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 57.7 87.5
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 1.7 3.9
Definition:

Unacceptable aggressive behavior. Children experiencing this problem are those whom the
judges identified as exhibiting aggressive behavior in question A15, those identified as exhib-
iting ‘‘violence against the teacher’ in the free response section, and those noted as being
“‘aggressive’’ in the free response section of question C9.

I2e
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PROBLEM — Slow learning

Percent experiencing this problem

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male.
Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income

Definition:

38.4%

49.8%
50.2

3.9
14.6
69.1
12.4
41.4
58.6
63.7

3.8

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

51.0% °

71.5%
28.5

16.6

Slow _learning. Children having this problem are those whom the judges identified in question
€9 as ‘‘slow learners,’” those in the free responses section voted as ‘““lazy,” ‘‘lacking interest/
motivation,”’ “poor academic achievers,” plus those in the free response section of question
A15 when the judge noted ‘‘excessive tardiness,’’ “‘under achiever,’ and “dropout.”

V- 11
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PROBLEM — Truancy
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem 72.4% 36.4%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX . Male 40.5% 62.3%
Female 59.5 37.7
AGE Under 11 years old 3.2 8.7
Between 11 and 13 years 13.3 209
Between 14 and 16 years 74.9 69.5
Over 16 years 8.6 8
LOCALE Urban 44,0 35.8
Rural 56.0 64.2
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median income 61.1 92.5
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 6.0 2.5
Definition:

Truancy. Children having this problem are those whom the judges identified in question A15
as “truant,” and those noted as having problems with “school discipline and truancy” in
question C9,

v-12 P




PROBLEM — Suspension/expulsion

Percent experiencing this problem

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income

Definition:

Status Offenders

40.5%

40.8%

67.2%

32.8
4.6

19.9
74.7

41.7
58.3

90.6
33

Youth at Risk

Suspension/expulsion. Children experiencing this problem are those whom the judges iden-

tified in question A16 as being ‘‘suspended and/or expelled."”

vV-13
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PROBLEM — Lack of job skills
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem : 28.2% 12.5%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 44.7% 72.3%
Female 55.3 27.7
AGE Under 11 years old 0.0 2.5
Between 11 and 13 years 5.7 12.2
Between 14 and 16 years 71.8 84.1
Over 16 years 22.4 1.2
LOCALE Urban 40.8 50.4
Rural 59.2 49.6
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 46,1 93.2
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 6.1 3.0
Definition:

Lack of job skills. Children having this problem are those whom the judges identified in
question C9 as “lacking job skills.”
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PROBLEM — Incapable of functioning acceptably in a

regular school environment

Percent experiencing this problem

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
income

Definition:

Status Offenders

36.1%

46.7%
53.3

11.2
72.2
16.1
44.6
55.4
58.8

3.2

Incapable of functioning acceptably in a regular school environment.

and talented" in question C9.

Ji

Youth at Risk

49.4%

78.9%
21.1

23.6

33.4
42.9

37.3
62,7

87.7
33

Children identified
with this problem are those whom the judges rated as ‘“Not at All”’ or “Slightly’’ in answering
question C7, ‘““How capable is the child of functioning acceptably in a regular school environ-
ment;" those children noted as having a “learning disability,”’ and/or identified as “‘gifted

IvV-15




PROBLEM — Problem behavior due to home situation
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem 74.8% 78.7%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 35.8% 71.9%
Female 64.2 28.1
AGE Under 11 years old 2.5 23.1
Between 11 and 13 years 12.9 31.6
Between 14 and 16 years 64.7 44.9
Over 16 years 19.9 5
LOCALE Urban 449 37.6
Rural 55.1 62.4
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 53.8 88.5
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 4.7 3.1
Definition:

Problem behavior_due to home situation. Children identified with this problem are those
whom the judges rated as ‘‘Quite’’ or “Extremely”’ in response to question B1, “How impor-
tant a contributing factor is the child’'s home situation to any problem behavior he/she ex-
hibits;” plus those noted with the special home condition of ‘‘marital problems of parents,”
“immoral parents,’” and ‘‘general emotional confusion or distress over home situation’ in
the free response section of question B5,

IvV-16




PROBLEM — Infeasibility of returning child home
after residential treatment

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent experiencing this problem 41.3% 30.8%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 33.3% 70.5%
Female 66.7 29.5
AGE Under 11 years old 33 20.4
Between 11 and 13 years 10.4 29.0
Between 14 and 16 years 61.2 49.9
Over 16 years 25.1 .6
LOCALE Urban 40.0 37.1
Rural 60.0 62.9
FAMILY INCOME L.ess than 65% of
Median Income 54.8 - 90.3
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 4.3 2.8
Definition:

Infeasibility of returning home after residential treatment. Children identified with this
problem are those whom the judges rated as “Not at All”’ or “‘Slightly’’ in answering question
B8, “If residential care were needed, how feasible would the return of the child to the home
be after a period of separation?™
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PROBLEM — Incapability of functioning acceptably
in the home

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem 50.2% 40.6%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX ' Male 35.3% 70.4%
Female 64.7 29.6
AGE Under 11 years old 2.4 17.5
Between 11 and 13 years 12.0 31.2
Between 14 and 16 years 64.0 51.0
Over 16 years 21.7 3
LLOCALE Urban 45.7 42.6
Rural 54.3 574
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 53.3 88.2
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.5 3.7
Definition:

Incapability of functioning acceptably in the home. Children identified with this probiem
are those whom the judges rated as ‘‘Not at All’’ or ‘‘Slightly’’ in response to question C8,
“How capable is the child of functioning acceptably in his home environment (i.e., living at
home, having relative freedom over the use of free time)?"’

V.18




PROBLEM — Inadequate parenting skills

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent experiencing this problem 73.5% 63.3%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 37.5% 70.8%
Female 62.5 29.2
AGE Under 11 years old 2.7 21.5
Between 11 and 13 years 12.6 32.7
Between 14 and 16 years 68.8 + 453
Over 16 years 15.9 4
LOCALE Urban 43,7 39.0
Rural 56.3 61.0
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 56.8 90.3
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 59 ' 3.3
Definition:

Inadequate parenting skills. Children identified with this problem are those whom the judges
rated as ‘‘Not at All" or ‘‘Slightly’’ in response to question B9, ‘‘How adequate are the skills
of the child’s parent or guardian for dealing with the child?’’ and those with “parental in-
competence’’ as a response to question B7,

Seventy-three percent (73.5%) of the population.
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PROBLEM — Parental unwillingness to cecoperate with
treatment program

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem y 66.3% 55.2%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 34.7% 72.4%
Female 65.3 27.6
AGE Under 11 years old 3.2 20.9
Between 11 and 13 years 12.4 32.8
Between 14 and 16 years 68.7 46.1
Over 16 years 15.7 2
LOCALE Urban 40.6 38.1
Rural 59.4 61.9
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 56.7 88.2
Between $5% and 80% of Median
Income 5.1 3.6
Definition:

Parental unwillingness to cooperate with treatment program. Children with this problem are
those whom the judges rated as ““Not at All"" or *‘Slightly’’ in response to question B4, “If it
were needed, how willing would the parents/guardian be to cooperate with a treatment pro-
gram which requires parental participation;” those with ‘‘parental lack of cooperation’ and
“parents unwilling to deal with child’’ as a free response to question B5; and those with ‘'no
help for problems’ as a free response to B6,

1V -20




7

PROBLEM — Parental abuse and neglect
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent experiencing this problem 42.6% 61.5%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 34.5% 71.6%

Female 65.5 28.4
AGE Under 11 years old 2.7 21.1
Between 11 and 13 years 13.2 33.1
Between 14 and 16 ysars 65.6 453
Over 16 years : 18.5 .6
LOCALE Urban 41.8 374
Rural 58.2 62.6

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 55.8 91.3

Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.1 2.3

Definition:

Parental abuse and neglect, Children with this problem are those whom the judges rated as
“Quite’’ or “Extremely” to question B2, ‘‘Is the child neglected at home" and B3, “Is the
child abused at home.” Additionally, those with ‘“‘alcohol and drug abuse,” ‘‘neglect or lack
of supervision,” “physical abuse'' as a free response to question B5; those with ‘“lack of
supervision,” ‘“alconol or drug abuse,” *home violencefabuse' as a free response to question
B6; those with “violence of parents,” ‘violence of siblings,”” “lack of supervision,” *alcohol
or drug abuse,” ‘“‘other violence’ as a free response to question B7 aré included to define
this problem.
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PROBLEM — Poor living conditions
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem 4.3% 3.0%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 46.3% 77.4%
Female 53.7 22.6
AGE Under 11 years old: 116 22.9
' Between 11 and 13 years 17.3 40.7
Between 14 and 16 years 44.0 36.5
Over 16 years 27.1 0.0
LOCALE Urban 39.6 28.7
Rural 60.4 71.3
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 54.7 92.3
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.3 2.6
Definition:

Poor living conditions. Children with this problem are those whom the judges noted as having
“poor living conditions’’ as a free response to question B5; those with ‘“‘poor living condi-
tions,” “unsanitary conditions’ as a free response to question B6; those with “poor living
conditions’ as a free response to question B7; those with ‘“‘poor home environment’ as a free
response to question C9. :




PROBLEM - Lack of pusitive self-image

Percent experiencing this problem

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Maie
Femaie
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income

Definition:

Status Offenders

51.2%

40.0%
60.0

16
13.1
67.9
17.4
44.3
55.7

586

5.9

Youth at Risk

63.3%

72.1%
27.9

21.1

31.4
46.9

37.9
62.1

88.1

2.9

4

Lack of positive self-image. Children with this problem are those whom the judges rated as
“Quite’’ or “Extremely” in response to question C1, “How important a contributing factor
to the child’s unacceptable behavior is a lack of a positive image of himself as a worthwhile

person?”

)
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PROBLEM -~ Drug or alcohol abuse

Percent experiencing this problem

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
Female
AGE | Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LLOCALE Urban
Rurai

Less than 65% of
‘ Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median

Income

FAMILY INCOME
by

Definition:

Drug or alcohol abuse. Children with this
“drug abuse’’ and/or “alcohol abuse’ as a problem noted in question C9.

V.24

Status Offenders

20.7%

35.2%
64.8

0.0

4.2
62.5
33.3
40.0
60.0
46.6

6.8

Youth at Risk

8.8%

65.2%
34.8

10.8
88.3

0.0
42.2
57.8
85.8

3.6

problem are those whom the judges noted as having




PROBLEM — Emotionally disturbed

Status Offenders

Youth at Risk

Percent experiencing this problem 33.7% 49.3%
Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:
SEX Male 41.0% 73.7%
Female 59.0 26.3
AGE Under 11 years old 2.4 24.2
Between 11 and 13 years 12.5 35.9
Between 14 and 16 years 63.6 39.6
Over 16 years 21.4 3
LOCALE Urban 37.6 36.5
Rural 62.4 63.5
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of : ]
Median Income 60.6 85.9
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 4.5 4.2
Definition:
Emotionally disturbed. Children with this problem are those whom the judges rated as

“Quite’” or “Extremely’ in response to question C5, ““How dangerous 5 the child’s aggres-
sive behavior to himself;” those with “‘withdrawal behavior’ as a response to question A15;

those with “serious emotional disturbance,

C9.

SN

autism,’’ and “‘raped’ as a response to question
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PROBLEM - Mental retardation
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem 5.5% 13.8%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX ) Male ' 60.6% 78.8%
Female 39.4 21.2
AGE Under 11 years old 0.0 27.5
Between 11 and 13 years 4.4 32.2
Between 14 and 16 years 64.7 39.7
Over 16 years 30.9 .6
LOCALE Urban 42.7 34,7
Rural 57.3 65.3
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 63.4 95.0
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 0.0 1.7
Definition:

Mental retardation. Children with this problem are those whom the judges noted with ‘‘men-
tal retardation’ in response to question C9.
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PROBLEM — Pregnancy

Percent experiencing this problem

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male

Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Ilncome
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income

Definition:

Pregnancy. Children with this problem are those whom the judges identified as ‘‘pregnant”

in response to question C9.

Status Offenders

4.6%

0 %
100

0.0

3.5
75.4
21.1
57.1
42.9
553

9.6

8%

0 %

100

0.0
9.2
90.8
0.0

73.3
26.7

100.0

0.0,

Youth at Risk
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'PROBLEM — General health deficiencies

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent experiencing this problem 1.2% 3.6%
Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:
SEX Male 43.7% 71.3%
Female 56.3 28.7
AGE Under 11 years old 0.0 32.1
Between 11 and 13 years 31.8 39.9
Between 14 and 16 years 68.2 28.0
Over 16 years 0.0 0.0
LOCALE Urban 21.0 33.7
Rural 79.0 66.3
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 56.6 89.0
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income C.0 2.7

Definition:

f

General health deficiencies. Children with this problem are those whom the judges identified
with “smoking,’”” “overweight,”” ‘“physical frailty,” ‘“‘allergy’’ as a free response to question
C9; “‘inadequate nutrition,” “lack of medication or other aids” as a free response to qgtiestion
B6; '‘sick’’ as & free response to question A15.




PROBLEM — Severe physical disorder or handicap
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem 4.0% 10.7%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 71.3% 77.3%
Female 28.7 22.7
AGE Under 11 years old 0.0 78.8
Between 11 and 13 years 9.0 35.9
Between 14 and 16 years 74.5 35.4
Over 16 years 16.5 0.0
LOCALE Urban : 31.5 26.3
Rural 68.5 73.7
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 53.9 88.9
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 11.2 6.2
Definition:

Severe physical disorder or handicap. Children with this problem are those whom the judges
identified with ‘hearing handicap,” ‘‘speech handicap,” ‘‘blindness or visual impairment,”
““genetic impairment,” “‘orthopedic impairment,” ‘‘cerebral palsy,” “‘epilepsy,” “‘muitiple
handicaps,” “serious disease,’”” and *'serious injury’’ as a free response to question C9.
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PROBLEM — Inadequate recreational activities
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent experiencing this problem 51.4% 74.4%

Percent experiencing this problem and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 43.7% 74.6%
Female 56.3 254
AGE Under 11 years old 2.6 22.0
Between 11 and 13 years 13.9 333
Between 14 and 16 years 69.3 44.3
Over 16 years 14.2 4
LOCALE Urban 44.7 37.9
Rural 55.3 62.1
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 564 88.2
Between 65% and 80% of Median
fncome 7.4 3.4
Definition:

Inadequate recreational activities. Children with this problem are those whom the judges
rated as ‘‘Quite’’ or ""Extremely’ in response to question E8, ““How much would this child
be helped by recreational programs designed to encourage his interest or talent in sports,
art, music, etc.?”
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APPENDIX 2

Demographic Characteristics of 21 Program Recommendations
for Treatment and Prevention of Inappropriate Behavior
of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk







Average Profile of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk

PROGRAM — Average Profile

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Qver 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median

Income

Status Offenders

35.4%
64.6

2.3
11.3
67.0
19.3
43.9
56.1
53.5

7.2

v

71.2%
28.8

20.6

30.6
48.4

38.3
61.7

88.6
33

Youth at Risk
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10.
1.
12,
13.
14,
15,
16.
17.
18.

19.
20.
21,

Program

. Group Home

Specialized Foster Care

General Foster Care

Temporary Shelter Care

Close Security Detention
In-Patient Psychiatric Care
Placement with Relatives
Structufed Daily Environment
Intensive Psychiatric/Psychologicai Care
Counseling

Benefit from Family Counseling
Parenting Skills Education
Alternative Sch;)ol

Remedial Education

Exceptional Children’s Education
Vocatiopal Education

Job Placement

Drug and Alcohol Education
D/rwug and Alcohol Treatment
Adult Volunteer

Recreation
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Court

28.8%
26.6
13.0
10.2
6.6
6.1
14.9
37.2
27.8
43.3
513
49.3
409
36.4
31.9
42.7
67.2
37.1
16.4
54.8

51.4

School

10.4%

14.0
6.1
76
2.4
4.4
3.6

633

55.3

70.2

69.5

65.8

45.2

49.7

46.2

48.1

494

56.0

40.8

72.9

74.3




PROGRAM — Group homes
Status Offenders Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 28.8% 10.4%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 33.0% 73.6%
Female 67.0 26.4
AGE Under 11 years old | 2.9 21.4
Between 11 and 13 years 11.3 31.3
Between 14 and 16 years 65.6 47.3
Over 16 years 20.2 0
LOCALE Urban 39.0 31.6
Rural 61.0 68.4
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 62.4 86.6
“Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.3 5.5
Definition:

Group homes. A home which provides 24-hour care as closely as possible to family life and
access to community activities and resources. It serves youths identified as being in danger of
becoming formally involved with the juvenile justice system and those alleged and adjudicated
undisciplined and delinquent juveniles and their immediate families. The project provides
rehabilitative treatment either as an alternative to being petitioned in juvenile court or as a
disposition ordered by the juvenile court after adjudication. The maximum stay is usually
one year unless circumstances require a longer period for the benefit of the youth, .A group
home must meet local and State standards, must have a license to operate, and have a capacity
of from one to nine. .

)

G
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PROGRAM — Specialized foster care

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 26.6% 14.0%
Percent receiving program recommendation and

having the following characteristics:

)

AEX  Male 34.5% 67.5%
Female 65.5 32.5
A(:E Under 11 years old 2.5 19.8

Between 11 and 13 years 12.0 32.9
Between 14 and 16 years 62.0 47.3
Over 16 years 23,5 0

LOCALE Urban 31.1 33.9
' Rural 68.9 66.1

FAMILY INCOME  Less than 65% of S
‘ Median Income 63.7 88.2

Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 4.8 23
Definition:

Specialized foster care. Foster care for children with emotional or behavioral problems. The

length of stay depends on the child’s progress and the chil4’s home situation. The parerits

have special training for the special needs of the children and can care for as many as five
_children. A license to operate is required.
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PROGRAM — General foster care

Percent receiving program recommendation

Percent receiving program recommendation and

having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income

Definition:

Status Offenders

13.0%

31.7%
68.3

7.7
17.5
51.9
229

6.1%

72.0%
28.0

17.3

33.2
49.5

29.7
70.3

90.2
1.1

Youthat Risk

General foster care. The child service which provides substitute care for a planned period for
a child when the famiiy or legal custodian cannot care for the child for a temporary or ex-
tended period. The home must have a license and can care for as many as five children.
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PROGRAM — Temporary shelter care

Percent receiving program recormmendation

\

Percent receiving program recommendation and

having the following characteristics:

SEX Male

Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

‘ Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
' Income

Definition:

Status Offenders

10.2%

17.0%
83.0

w W
= 00 00 -
Gin

50.3

53.6
3.8

Youth at Risk

7.6%

62.4%
37.6

16.9

23.8
59.2

32.0
68.0

86.5

3.9

Temporary shelter care, A home which provides emergency and temporary care with a maxi-

mum length of stay of 90 days.

Appropriate care for children who cannot or need not remain in their homes and for whom
detention is not needed. The length of stay may be up to 90 days unless the child’s welfare

would be served by an extension,
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PROGRAM — Close security detention
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent receiving program recommendation 6.6% 2.4%

)

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX : Male 40.7% 76.2%
Female 59.3 23.8
AGE | Under 11 years old 0 6.8
Between 11 and 13 years 9.7 18.7
Between 14 and 16 years 85.3 74.5 .
Over 16 years 5.0 0 \) ‘
LOCALE Urban 33.1 31.1
Rural 66.9 68.9
FAMILY INCOME l.ess than 65% of
Median Income 62.5 86.2
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.7 5.7
Definition:

Close security detention. An alternative to the regular jail within a county, must be super-
vised Z4 hours a day and must segregate juveniies from other aduit offenders; shouid not be
used for housing Status Offenders.

i)

<
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PROGRAM - In-patient psychiatric care
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 6.1% 4.4%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 27.1% 68.7%

Female 729 31.3
AGE Under 11 years old 2.9 24.3
Between 11 and 13 years 7.1 31.2
Between 14 and 16 years 55.0 44.5
Over 16 years 34.9 0

LOCALE Urban 33.2 32.8
Rural 66.8 67.2

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 53.6 89.2

Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 2.4 4.6

Definition:

In-patient_psychiatric care. Treatment by the use of continuously centrolled community
living and manipuiation of the dynamics of the members of that group or community as a
means to bringing about normal personal interactions.
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PROGRAM — Placement with relatives
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 14.9% 3.6%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 33.8% 63.1%
Female 66.2 36.9
AGE Under 11 years old 24 26.4
Between 11 and 13 years ¢ 126 26.4
Between 14 and 16 years v 573 47.3
Over 16 years 27.7 0
LOCALE Urban 39.6 37.1
Rural 60.4 62.9
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of '
Median Income 61.4 86.3
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 2.3 7.6
Definition:

Placement with relatives. Self-explanatory, Was not listed in the questionnaire but was
mentioned as a free response often enough to be noted here.
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PROGRAM — Structured daily environment
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 37.2% 63.3%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

| SEX Male 44.7% 73.8%

Female 553 26.2
AGE Under 11 years old 4.0 23.0
Between 11 and 13 years 15.4 29.9
Between 14 and 16 years 69.0 46.6
Over 16 years 11.5 6
LOCALE Urban 46.0 39.3
Rural 54.0 60.7

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 58.7 88.2

Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 6.3 3.1

Definition:

Structured daily environment. An extension of regular public school for those persons who,
for academic, economic, psychological, and various other reasons, cannot respond in a positive
way to programs offered in the conventional manner and during the regular daily/weekly
program, (From: Handbook for Extended School Day, N.C. Dept. of Public Instruction,
1975.)
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PROGRAM - Intensive psychiatric/psychological care
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 27.8% - 55.3%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 38.3% 71.9%
Female 61.7 28.1
AGE Under 11 years old 4.2 25.6 .
Between 11.and 13 years 11.5 30.6
Between 14 and 16 years 67.7 43.2
Over 16 years 16.6 6
LOCALE Urban 43.8 38.5
Rural 56.2 61.5
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 55.2 86.7
Between 65% and 80% of Median .
Income 49 3.5
Definition:

Intensive psychiatric/psychological care, This is defined as at least two hours per week in
therapy sessions as an out-patient with either a psychiatrist or psychologist.
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PROGRAM -- Counseling

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent receiving program recommendation 43.3% : 70.2%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 34.2% 71.0%
Female 65.8 29.0
AGE | Under 11 years old 3.1 21.4
Between 11 and 13 years 13.2 30.3
Between 14 and 16 years 67.6 48.1
Over 16 years 16.0 3
LOCALE Urban 44.6 39.6
Rural 554 60.4
‘FAMILY iINCOME Less than 65% of
: Median Income 60.2 88.0
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 6.9 3.0
Definition:

Counseling. A relationship in which one person endeavors to help another to understand and
to solve his/her adjustment problems. A wide variety of techniques are used including infor-
mation giving, advice giving, encouraging the counselee to think out difficulties or to work
through emotions, mutual discussion, and interpreting results of tests, Therapeutic counseling
is the alleviation of behavior difficulties by counseling.
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. PROGRAM — Family counseling

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent receiving program recommendation 51.3% 69.5%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 37.9% 70.4%
Female 62.1 29.6
AGE Under 11 years old 23 22.3
Between 11 and 13 years 13.2 30.3
Between 14 and 16 years 69.0 47.1
Over 16 years 15.6 4
LOCALE Urban 43.1 39.9
Rural 56.9 60.1
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 55.3 87.3
Between 65% and 80% of Median ;
Income 94 3.8
Definition:

Family counseling, Counseling with members of a family as a unit usually with the principal
members present in order to reduce the problem areas and to improve the interpersonal
refationship.

IV -45




PROGRAM — Families willing to participate in
family counseling

Status Offenders
Percent receiving program recommendation 18.3%
Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:
SEX Male 41.6%
Female 58.4
AGE Under 11 years old 0
Between 11 and 13 years 12.6
Between 14 and 16 years 59.9
Over 16 years 27.5
LOCALE Urban 43.6
Rural 56.4
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 433
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 11.5
Definition:

~ Families willing to participate in_family_

recommendation is based upon the total population for each survey group.
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Youth at Risk

34.5%

70.8%
29.2

19.3

29.0
51.1

34.4
65.6

88.2
3.6

. This question was asked in conjunction
with the previous one concerning the need for family counseling. The percent receiving this



PROGRAM — Parenting skills education

Percent receiving program recommendation

Percent receiving program recommendation and

having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median income
Between 65% and 80% of Median

Income

Definition:

49.3%

36.9%
63.1

3.1
13.4
68.6
14.9
43.8
56.2
55.8

8.9

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

65.8%

72.1%
279

23.0

32.0
44.5

38.7
61.3

87.5
3.8

Parenting skills education. Special programs for parents of youth who are either at Risk or

who have been adjudicated as Status Offenders.

N
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PROGRAM — Alternative school
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 40.9% 45.2%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX “ Male 46.8% 77.0%

Female 53.2 23.0
AGE Under 11 years old 1.2 18.3
Between 11 and 13 years 9.2 31.8
Between 14 and 16 years 69.9 49.4
Over 16 years 19.6 5
LOCALE Urban 48.8 36.7
Rural 51.2 63.3

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 60.4 88.4

Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.3 3.4

Definition:

Either Alternative classes

Classes within a school to which a student is assigned or chooses to enter rather than contin-
uing in the typical or traditional class. The student may be exhibiting disruptive behavior
or may not be benefiting from the other type class. ‘‘In-school suspension’ is one example
of this.

Or Alternative schools

Classes which are conducted at a time other than the usual hours of school. These may be
for persons who do not seem to benefit from the typical day, may be exhibiting disruptive
behavior, and need special assistance with the subjects. This schedule allows the student to
work either part-time or full-time on a job.
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PROGRAM — Remedial education

Percent receiving program recommendation

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
| ‘ Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
: Rural
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income

Definition:

Remedial education. Special class or period during the day that provides extra basic skills
instruction for youth in need of such sessions.

Status Offenders

36.4%

49.0%

— ] i
NN RN
WwWwow

v
0=

64.9
3.9

a

Youth at Risk

49.7%
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PROGRAM — Exceptional children’s education
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recomimendation 31.9% 46.2%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX . Male 46.1% 73.9%
Female 539 26.1
AGE Under 71 years old | 2.5 20.9
Between 11 and 13 years-. . 13.6 329
Between 14 and 16 years 70.8 45.8
Over 16 years 13.1 A4
LOCALE Urban 46.9 37.4
Rural 53.1 62.6
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 61.9 89.3
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 4.4 2.5
Definition;

Exceptional children’s education. Special education programs offe?ed within a regular school
setup to provide a challenge to the high 1Q and highly motivated youth.




PROGRAM -~ Vocational education
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recomimendation 42.7% 48.1%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the foilowing characteristics:

SEX Male 43.5% 77.2%
Female 56.5 22.8
AGE Under 11 years old 1.5 16.7
Between 11 and 13 years 8.2 33.3
Between 14 and 16 years 69.7 49.5
Over 16 years 20.6 5
LOCALE | Urban 49.0 35.8
Rural 51.0 64.2
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of '
Median Income 59.6 91.4
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.7 2.8
Definition:

Vocational education. Programs designed to provide job training and positive motivation -
toward work. May also include job placement and on-the-job training exercises.
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PROGRAM — job placement
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 67.2% 49.4%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 38.3% 68.0%
Female 61.7 32.0
AGE Under 11 years old 1.0 7.4
Between 11 and 13 years 6.3 26.5
Between 14 and 16 years 69.8 65.2
Over 16 years 229 8
LOCALE Urban 425 39.9
Rural 57.5 60.1
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of .
‘ Median Income | 56.6 91.2
Between 65% and 80% of Median ,
Income 7.6 .23
Definition:

Job placement. Any program or program component that finds and makes job referrals to
individual youth,
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PROGRAM — Drug and alcohol education

Status Offenders  Youth at Risk

Percent receiving program recommendation 37.1% 56.0%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 38.2% 70.6%
Female 61.8 294
AGE Under 11 years old 9 12.1
Between 11 and 13 years 9.1 33.1
Between 14 and 16 years 66.5 54.2
Qver 16 years 23.5 .6
LOCALE Urban 46.3 39.2
Rural 53.7 60.8
FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 55.7 88.5
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 4,6 3.0
Definition:

Drug and alcohol education. Any type of program aimed at informing young people on the
dangers of and truth about drugs and alcohol. o
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PROGRAM - Drug and alcohol treatment
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 16.4% 40.8%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

" SEX Male 43.5% 68.0%

Female 56.5 32.0
AGE Under 11 years old 0 9.3
Between 11 and 13 years 9.8 28.5
Between 14 and 16 years 72.2 61.1
Over 16 years 18.0 1.0
LOCALE Urban 51.6 38.7
Rural 48.4 61.3

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 559 89.5

Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 3.6 2.6

Definition:

Drug and alcohol treatment. Any program (usually residential) which provides treatment ser-
vices to youth who have developed problem behaviors due to misuse of drugs and alcohol.
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PROGRAM — Adult volunteer

Percent receiving program recommendation

Percent receiving program recommendation and

having the following characteristics:

SEX Male
Female
AGE Under 11 years old

Between 11 and 13 years
Between 14 and 16 years
Over 16 years

LOCALE Urban
Rural

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of

Median Income
Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income

Definition:

Status Offenders

54.8%

39.5%
60.5

2.8
15.1
66.3

~18.8

43.8
56.2

53.7

6.2

72.9%

72.6%
274

22,8
33.2
43.7
39.4
60.6
88.6

34

Youth at Risk

Adult volunteer. Programs in which adults work as voltinteers with a youth in order to assist
the youth in positive development and rehabilitation. The volunteer spends a number of

hours each week in developmental and constructive activities.




PROGRAM — Recreation
Status Offenders  Youth at Risk
Percent receiving program recommendation 51.4% 74.4%

Percent receiving program recommendation and
having the following characteristics:

SEX Male 43.7% 74.6%

Female 56.3 25.4
AGE Under 11 years old 2.6 22.0
Between 11 and 13 years 13.9 33.3
Betwzen 14 and 16 years 69.3 44.3
Over 16 years 14.2 4
LOCALE Urban 44.7 379
Rural 55.3 62.1

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of
Median Income 56.4 88.2

Between 65% and 80% of Median
Income 7.4 3.4

M
{
M

Definition: \@\

Recreation. Any type of activity organized around games, crafts, or physical fitness designed
to positively impact on the use of leisure time for delinquent and predelinquent youth.
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APPENDIX 3

State-Wide Needs Assessment Questionnaire










Al
A2,

AL,

A4,

A5,

Please: answer the following demographic questions about
the child as completely as you can.

Age of the child (as of last birthday) : e

Race white P ) ¥ |
Black [T Y |
Amoerican-Indian NIS—— ¥
Other NES— | Y |

Sax Mala N, ¥
Female ——— ¥ |

Estimated gross famlly Income (dollars per year):

3 0 - 1000 (SSRIUNIUIR ) ¥
1001 -2000 et mstrtretremineers (2 [
2001 -3000 PR — < ¥
3001 -4000 B e . ¥
4001 -5000 SSS————— -} |
5001 <6000 IR - ¥
6001 -7000 P WS Y
7001 8000 e .
8001 «9000 DV -
900! -10 000 PRSI T e— 1 7

10,001 ~11,000 ni/

1i po1 12,000 RS —— ] V-

12,001 -13 p00 e mmermamimaes 1.3

13,001 ~15,000 [P —— | Y Y

15001 -above

S —yY, § Y

No bas!s for estimating iy 39/

Numbar of naturgl parents living with chiid. (F Y/i*U DO
NOT KNOW, WRITE THE NUMBER (9).

o

*‘I

65 - Al

ID No.

Card No. cedaaes
8

Do Not Write
In This Space

9-10

11

12

13-14

AT,

A8,

A3,

Alo.

All,

Al2,
Al3,

Alg,

Number of adults other than natural parents llving with
chlld, IF YOU DO NOT KNOW, WRITE IN THE NUMBER
(9)

Mar(tal stutus of natural parents:

Marrled ESE——— )
Married (COMMON 1aW) o /2 |
Divorced __._._..__......._.. 3t
Separated —— ¥
Widowad [———— . |
Never Marrlod — 57
Do not know nl

Number of chlldren In family tiving with child, 1F YOU DO,

NOT KNOW, WRITE THE NUMBER (99)

Sex of head of chitd's household:

Male RN —— ) ¥

Female SE———— - |

Do not know [REEE——— - ¥ |
Is head of household:

Employed [ —— ]

Unsmployad R — .

Other (specity) B amamene e £

Do not know et [Q) [
L.ocation of child’s residence:

Urban (over 2500) s {1 [

Rural (under 2500) e e Y -

Grade the chiid was In last year:

Name of school tha chlld was In last year:

Has this child been brought to the attention of the Court In
an officlal manhver, l.e., Juvenlle petitlon written?

Yes Y
No r”y
Do net know n/

Do Not write
in This Space

16

18-19

20

.

23-24

25-26

27




Al5. What type of problem(s) Is the child exhibiting In school? Do Not Write Al8, Total number of offenses with which Individual has been Do Not Write
CHECK ALL THAT APPLY. In This Space charged: In This Space
Truancy Status (home rejated) cec—mmwm———— 1/
28 46
Withdrawal behavior e eeee—— —_— Status (school refated) e me——— 2/ —_—
Aggressive behavior e —a——— —— J.D. (probation vlolatlorﬁ___._____,,,‘... 3/ —_—
Antl-soclal behavior e J.D. {morals) [ | ¥ [
3T 49
Uncooperative behavior —— J.0D, (automoblie) —_ 5/ [,
32 . 50
Other {spscify) [ —— — J.D. (property crime) e 76/ R,
§1
J«D. {drug/ailcohol) I / ¥ ) ————————na
52
Al6. What type of disclplinary action(s) In the schools has been J.D. (violent crime) /87 eranso——
taken with the child: CHECK ALL THAT APPLY. 53
Other (specity) "l [ —
Paddling [R—— 54
34 —
Suspension v e K
35 Al3. Most recent offense with which individual Is charged. USE
Expulsion o —————— _....3..6_...._ APPROPRIATE CODE FROM Al8 ABOVE, —tr
Parent confarence e r——— T s A20. Flrst offense with which. Indlvidual was charged. USE
APPRQPRIATE CODE FROM Al8 ABOVE.,
Counseling [ S— e —— 56
38 A21. Most recent sentence indlvidual recelved.
Staying after school et
39 Probation N
Other (spaclty)
4041 Tralning school e 2./
Othesr (specity) [ E———— ¥
Al7. Areany inembars of the child's housshold recelving: CHECK 57
ALL THAT APPLY. e ————————
AFDC (Ald to Dapendent Children) e ---4-2——--
M‘d‘“'d,M'd'arO S —————————— —Ts——-——-
Food stamps re——————————— .._..‘_4_..-_..-
Do not know o —————— [ ——
45
i
o
0
1]
| 2




Bl,

B2,

Bassd on your experiences with the child and/or his familis,
please answer the following questions about the chlld's home
snvironment by placing a { ¥) on the Hine above the Word or
words you féel best ariswer the questions.

How Important a contributing factor Is the chlld's home
situation to any problem behavior hie/she exhibits?

I O R T I I

Not at alt  Siightly  Quite Extremsely Do not know
/0/ vt 2/ 3/ N/

Is the child neglected at home?

(S [ A U A U N

Not atall Slightly Qujte Extremely Do not know
n/ 1/ 72/ 3/ nl

Is the child abused at Home?

U R e A e

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
g ny ¥ 13/ 04

If It were needed, how willing would the parents/guardian be
to cboperate with a treatment program whith requires
parerv:tal participation?

I [ O [ 0 N

Not at st Stghtly Quite Extremsly Do not know
10/ n/ r/ Y/ r/

Is there a speclal home situation (alcohollc parent, ete.) that
Is & major contributing factor to the chlid’s deviant behavior?

Yes 17 {F YYES')
No 2}
Do not kriew nt

85a, Please describe this sﬁuatlon:

19- Al

1D No.

17
Card No.___2 .

8

Do Not Write
In This Space

10

11

13

14

B7.

I1s the heaitih of the child threatened by an Immediate prob-
tern In the home?

N O O I O

ot at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ n/ 12/ Bl N/

L__.} If you checked *‘Not at all’* é._____l

or ‘Do not Know' go to B7.

Do Not Write
in This Space

B85a. Pleate describe:

is the safoty of the chlid threatened by an Immediate prob~
lem In the home?

I I T T (A O O

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ 2% r/ 73/ nl

l ; if you checkad *Not at ali" E I
or “*Do not know'" go to B8,

B7a. Please describe:

1f residentia} care were nesded, how feasible would the
return of the chlid to the home be after a perlod of separa-
tion?

N I [ I L T

Not at ali  Silghtly Quite Extremely Do not know
7/ nl 72/ I<y4 N/

How adequate are the skills of the child's parent or guardlan
for dealing with the chlid?

I ey O O o

Mot at att  slightly Quile Extremely Do not know
n/ n/ 2/ BT B

15

16

17

18

19

20




Do Not Write
In This Space

® e o @

C. Based on your knowledge of the chlld, please answer the
following questions related to the chiid's behavior by placing
a (v ) on the tine above the word or words you foel best
answer the quostions,

Cl. How Important a contributing factor to the child's unaccep-
table behavior Is a lack of a positive Image of himseif as a
worthwhlife person?

Not at all  Siightly Quite Extromely Do not know
n/ n/ r/ 13/ s/

C2. How Important a contributing factor to the chiid’s unaccep-
table behavior is a lack of positive social interaction with his
psars?

Not atall Shghtly Qulte Extremely Do not know
n/ / 2/ 3/ s/

C3. How capable Is tha child of accpeting externally Imposed
disclpiine?

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
0/ ny rz{ 3/ sl

C4. How Jikely Is the child to exhibit unacceptable aggressive

behavior?
Not at alt  Slightly Quite Extromely Do not know
n/ ny/ r/ V¥, rn/
L_§ If you cheted “Nat at all” 6——-—-]
or “Do not know** go to C7.

C5. How dangerous Is the child's n‘ggr‘i'sslvo behavior to himselt?

Notatall Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ 2% r/ R/ A/
C6. How dangsrous b the chlld's aggressive behavior to others?

N I I O O

Notatall  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
} n/ n/ I3 rR s/

21

22

23

24

25

26

J

Cc7.

cs8.

cs.

How capable Is the chlld of functioning acceptably In a regu-
lar school environment?

O T I I O O I

Not at ail  Slightly Quite Extremsely Do not know
n/ n/ 7/ 3/ B/

How capable is the chlid of functioning acceptably In his

home envirchment (i.e., living at homie, having relative free-
dom over the use of free time)?

N O [ I Y O

Not at ali  Slightly Quilte Extremely Do not know
n/ 11/ r/ /34 8t

Does the chlld have any of the following conditions or

problems that affect his behavior? CHECK ALL THAT
APPLY.

e 8/ NoO

e /1/  Mental retardation o
— 2/ t.earning dls3>5illty (e.g..dysle;iii. hyperkenesis)
w— {3/  Siow learning

— ¥ Serious emotlonal disturbance
—————— 5/  Hearing handlicap

[—— .y Speech handicap

— [T/ Blindnass or visual impalrment
M Geanetlc impairment

—- 3/  Orthopedic Impairment

e {10/ Altlsm

w—— 11/ Cerebral palsy

— /127 Epllapsy

— /13/ Multiple handlcaps

————— {14/ Pregnancy

" e /15/ Drug abuss

w— /16/ Alcohol abuse
—— /17/ Lack of Jab sklills
—————— /187 Gifted and talented

—— {493/ Other (please describe)

Do Not Write
In This Space

27

28

25-30

31-32

33.34

35-36

37-38

39-40

4142

IV -62




. Based on your experiences with the child and/or his family, Do Not Write
please make recommendations concerning an Intervention in This Space
program for the child (assume that the range of programs
suggested Is avaliablg)t

D), At this time, do you feel it Is In the best Interest of the chlid
to be removed from the home environment to an alternative
living situation? R
Not at all  Stightly Qulte Extremely Do not know 43

0/ "N/ r/ 137 s/
L___a if you checked “/Not at all’ (____._'
or “Do not know" goto D2,

Dl a, Which of the foliowing sltuations would you reccomend as an
alternative llving sltuation for the chiid? YOU MAY CHECK
MORE THAN ONE,
oncinmems J1 Group home (long term)

—— {2/  Speclal foster care (foster parents with special R

skilts and/or training) 44
o (3 ) General foster care T..
———— (4]  Group home ({temporary sheltered care)
— 5/  Close socurity detention —
s (6 [ In-patient psychlatric care
w—— f1/  Placement with relatives 7
e /87 Other {specity)

4849

Dlb, Which a the above would be your: USE APPROPRIATE
CODE FROM Dla ABOVE,

First choice?

50
Second cholce?

51
Third cholca? J—

52

€9- Al

D2. How much would the chlid benaflt from a dajly program
which would help to structure his environment and still iat
him five at home?

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ ny re/ 3/ n/

D3. How much would the child benefit from Intensive psychi-
atric/psychologlcal care?

Not at all  Stightly Qulte Extremely Do not know
n/ i/ 2/ /37 8/

D4, How much would the child beneflt from cotinseling services
{over and above those offered by a Court Counselor);

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ n/ r/ 13/ N/

D5, How much would the chlld's family beneflt from family

counseling?
Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ nt 27 13/ N/
L% If you chiecked *‘Mot at all’’ or ( l
"Do npt know' go yo D6.

Dia. How llkely is it that the famlly would participate in famlly
counseling?

Not at all  Sllghtly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ n/ 2/ /3/ nl
D6. How much would the child's parent/guardlan beneflt from

education In parenting skilis?

[y I I [ N

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ ny/ 2/ 3/ el

e

Do Not Write
In This Space

—_—

54

56

56

/

57

58

\\—“\//ﬂ




Based on your sxparlences with the child, please answer the

Do Not Write
In This Space

E.
following questlons related to supportive services for the
chlld by placing a ('\/ } on the Hne above the word or words
you fesl best answer the questions,
El. How much do you think this child needs an alternative tu
tha regular public school educational setting?
Not atall Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
mn/ ny/ r/ 3/ nY/
it you checked 'Not at all** or e__l
Do not know' go to E2,
Ela, How much would this child be helped by a remedial educa-
tlon program?
Notat all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
o/ i/ 44 3/ N/
Elb. How much would this child be helped by an exceptlonal
chlldren’s oducation program?
Not atail Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ 1/ r/ AR/ N/
Ele. How much would this chlld be helped by a vocational educa-
tion program?
Notat all  sSlghtly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ n/ r/ 3/ N/
€2, How much would this child be halped by & job placement
program?
Notatall Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
np/ nt 2/ Ic14 R
E3, How much would this child be helped by a drug abuse edu-

cation program (preventive)?

O I O R W T I

Not at all  Slightly Qults Extremely Do not know
ne ny r~/ B n/

59

60

61

62

64

E4.

How much would this child be heiped by a drug abuse
traatment program?

N I I O

Not ataill Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ i/ 7/ 73/ n/

How much would thls child be helped by an alcohol abuse
education program (preventive)?

L S N T O O

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ n/ r/ 3/ n/

How much would this chitd be helped by an alcohol abuse
treatment program?

NN O [ I T O

Notatall Shlghtly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ n/ r/ - 3 rt

How much would this child be halped by a relationshlp with
a trained adult volunteer (such ,:évra%\;Blg Brother’ or '‘Blg
Sister'’)?

[ S I =

Not at all  Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know
n/ ny/ 12/ 3/ nt

How ‘much would this child be heiped by recreational pro-
grams designed to encourage his Interest or talent In“sports,
art, musle, ete.?

R

Not at alt  Silghtly Quite Extremely Do pot know
n/ n/ r/ 37 rny/

I\

Do Not Wrlte
In This Space

65

66

ey

67

68

IV - 64




Fl, Information comes from

Do Not Write
Probatlon officer [EEEE——— ) in This Space
Court counselor 12/
Principal 13/
Assistant principai B S — Iy}
School counselor 5/ [
Teacher 5/ "
Soclal worker 1/
Mental health worker B/
Other {speacity) n/
F2. Date questionnalira was completed L Vi
F3, Mame of person completing quastionnalre
(optlonal)

Thank yeu for your cooperation,

S9- Al

This survey and the particlpation of the Center
for Urban Affairs and Community Services In this projoct
are authorized and funded by the Department of Human

Resources under Titlo XX Contract No. 59281015,

The Centor for Urban Affalrs
and Community Services
North Carolina State Unlversity

Post Office Box 5125
Ralelgh, North Carofina 27607







APPENDIX 4

Top Ten Problems of Status Offenders
by ~
Age, Residential Location, Race, and Income Level
(Controlling for Gender)

O







Status Offender

Problem Behavior Due to Home (74.8% of Survey)

Dernographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 1T YearsOld. . .o oo v ivivneivenansnsnnnns e - X 1 |

From11-13Year50]d.¢....'.n..n ----------- ou--.ooh-‘ooao-b-48-1

Fr0m14~16Year501d.......-...................n-....‘...¢....738.5

OVET16YeaTSO|d....¢ ---------------- ..’y\\.-....--...;-‘.o-.--18.2

Residential Location

Urban ............... s e et ee v se v ve e . .¢:0-4.uq5)30c5
Rural ......... P N R R N N I IR B I T S A L N N N ] v e e e . 40.2
Race
White ......... L R O I R R R R S A R A N R IR I ) LI RN Y ST v 348
Black. .o vvvvvioiiiniinininnns teiiesaaanaans B (| X
Income
Under$ 5,000........... Cereeriarrane Y s
5,001" 8,000 ------------ ,..'.'.'.'.-‘,i ...... ¢ es e v '4109
8,%1‘12,&0; ----------- N A R N '5"!!.‘!..i.0...'2705
12,001"15,(”0 -------------- LR S A Y )!!'.'.!'.'.Q!i..21t6
OVeI" 15,000 ----------------- .....'......-................u22.5
TOTAL- ---------- LR R I A L S N A 90-00..0-:3508

Female %

56.7
51.9

615

81.8

69.5
59.8

65.2
60.0

A



e

Status Offender

Inadequate Parenting Skills (73.5% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age
Under 1T Years Old, ..o vvvvivieennonisnsreneenssesenesnnnens..63.6
From T1-13 Years Old. .o iviv v iieiiiiesnnvvnneercnsninneae. . 44.8
From 14-16 Years Old. .« v v vn s tviianintaincnannssansnnsvnnnseas 381
OVer 16 Yaars O, ooy i it v vviitstiinnninineoernssnnnsneanss 246

Residentlal Location

Race

'wh*tﬁ#lil'lh!hl!DQ'".&l.lt*.lbbllbtol.lllultyﬁtlﬁo ..... tqu..3701

Black.'lQJlibktlcnlnllty.og&(iv‘hq‘vnvﬁ|l--vn-ci0;...-‘--»...043;1

Income

Und¢r$ 5'%0!ﬂ!l)‘@l*‘Ql‘ﬁb‘.’!vit\\b!‘s.ltbiionoQ(Q!\!ll\l42c7

5’001“ 8,%0&0?!‘.'i!llwstbqnu\v-thtqibtnsnuunc-.o--43|1

&5001*}2,000:'uct‘--|h§'-\nnt(ss--..a.qucov;.--.--o-.29-3

» - g
12‘061"15&[ ‘&m‘\4!btt!lbwﬂpnbt'too-;«pco---u-.\u.ta ------ ;22.2
0V¢r ‘15,%0&0!9#9!bitwtttiﬂisuwQ‘A‘onuqn0»0\;‘.#!i0....t|¢33.3
- D

TOTAL\QQ%Olit!-\QQV"t-:vutﬁyb-nu‘ouv‘\!-vtnnnstd37-5

Femals %

36.4
55.2
619
75.4

69.7
56.9

62.9

56.9

57.3
56.9
70.7
77.8
66.7

62.5




Status Offender

Truancy (72.4% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age

Under 11 YearsOld. ..... tersagersenanieassans seeseneTaarasas .. 554 44,6

From 11-13 YearsOld. . ..........(0s Cesrevane Cesiieitesianiees 45.1 54.9

From 14-16 Years Old. . . ... .vvvvnnnnnns. SR M3 58.7

Over16YearsOIld, .. .......ociiiiiinnnnnes Ceatesenean vesrsenns 213~ - 7187

Residential Location

0 T Prertiesssentas v e ee 34,6 65.4

Rural.......... et meetreer e Cereeaenas fevaran +45.1 54.9
Race

White. ... ...... e Ces v ayeneteaeneetataenennabnn 403 59.7

Black.......... Creetaarenas P eereeeereaaaas T Y W 58.6
Income ‘

Under$ 5000................. geeesisasansaans Peraee Ceevas .. 44,7 55.3
5,001 8,000, ... vveeeevnnrerennnnannns eieeiiere.. 435 565
8,001”12,060...‘.-..!....‘--‘-,---..--.n-.--..u--.‘...gsgg 64#1 .
12,001‘15,%69.-9.vo-0 ------- TrTETRYNETY VYW ~$-“\m'!c‘ucico»t|27b5 7215

OVeI' 15,000.., ........... PeEASLELLt TR LET OSSN (I RN N AR NN NI 26-4 731:6

TOTAL ----- L R N R A A A N N R R X EL IR A O A A N N A R ] 35.4 64!6
Y

VATl




Status Offender
Lack of Positive Self-Image (51,2% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age
Under 1T YearsOld, . .covvoieiivirnvnnsisronens R feereenans 78.5
From 17-13 Years Old. . .o v s vvivvrernscesnnssnnannssseesronsnas 48.2
From 1416 Years Old., ... v oo v i vrnnnenns B N vee.. 423
OVEF 16 Yeurs Ol. vvveeesensseeensnneenenens TR 209

Residentlal Location
Urban1&0"1:01.'«lintd'ttl‘tlouulvy ------- LI I R I N A R I Y N SN SN R A ) 34.4

Rura"ll!il.il0‘0'C'd.'i‘!"i't"‘ll!"btqwq ......... “r e 44‘4

Race
wh’teﬁltlliii."viﬂitI“Qil‘l."‘.'i‘!w ------- L R I N I RN IR AT I Y 38-2
Bla,ckciqatilbiotvi|ots~o¢i-i-00-v;|-v; nnnnnnnnn t e e e ;...-46.5

income
Under$ 5,000, .. ... 00 iiinnsniinssrersnesancssanss e 53.1
5001- 8,000, . ..0cvviiiinnanne et e erarenrent e, 40.5
8,001-12,000, v v v vsvvriienevnnnnnns yeseeaees Ceeraeenes 34.1
12,00715,000, .0 vvununinonnneenacnasaseotnnnannsonens 30.4
Over 15,0000, o iv i iiiininrirtenstasnonannsonnensasasanenss 30.0

TDTAL*\‘uAtt!’!\i\!iuphn-\-nn-.-\; ----- LR N S R A 40.0

fv.72

Female %

21.5
51.8
571.7

-79.1

65.6
55.6

61.8
53.5

46.9
59.5
65.9
69.6

70.0

60.0




N

. 'Status Offender

Incapability of Accepting Exernilly Imposed Discipline (47.4% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics ' Male % Female %
Age

Under 11 YearsOld............... fesnsennsas Yesene veesanasess. 400 60.0

From 11-13 YearsOld......... veeesvananas esesanaa Cheneenaaaa 50.6 49.4

From 14-16 YearsOld........... e P [ 8 . 63.2

Over 16 YearsOld. .. .....ccvunnen . cerreees 181 81.9

Residential Location

Uban ................... Priseseans N eveyenssaraeanen veeanen 254 74.6
T v et . 377 62.3
Race N
White. .. ..ccviiinniinnennnas Paeosan Yeesevasasesaeas Yeeaeee 29.8 70.2
Black.......c. e Pe e s aeeenentas vetesyvavas savrreraas 431 56.9
!
Income
Under $ 5,000........ fereeeette s teeetyeatentinaseanauirs 42,3 57,1
5,001- 8,000. ., ....uvennn. e ree e 39.1 60.9
8,001-12,000. ., ......... .........;....................24.8 75.2
12,001-15,000......... et ar e ceerr:27.0 73.0
Over 15,000.._3'_3_’.}. 66.7
| | -
TOTAL.......... SRR 1/ 3: 67.7
Iv-73
7
B _____J/_/_M ,,,,, ]




Status Offender

Lack of Positive Social Interaction wjth Peers (46.2% of Survey)
Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %

Age
Under 1T Years Old. . oo oo v vinviv i enns e ereraeereieeaens 35.7 64.3
me11w13YcarsOId..........;.............. ....... e .. 50.0 50.0
From 1416 Years Old. . o0 v v v iininvnvnnnnevens Crereasanes venes 42.4 57.6
Over 16 Years Old, o v cv v niiiiesvroerorsnonssessonceroreasoaanns 27.6 724

Residential Location
Urbanli'qliiotobi'bt'Qninuvuot'qu\i-'nnyi tttttt ¢t o880 e q’38-4 6106

Rura'Ilvatdﬂivlivcvq-bcvo-tvn\v\nqlc'awuvu--'~q’du.--oo.--,.41u6 58-4

Race
wh‘teﬁ‘illithttlblQuvut\io-‘v-c-lpn‘-b-'-vntnubv ------ LU IS WY 37.8 62-2
B'ack‘QQVQOvOQiQOutihoibvui6tiv!-Qt0-'\!tt- ssssss u'ov'st-n-49-0 51-0

Income
Under$ 5,000, ... 00ttt iviiniissnanaroiatssserescnnenns \...525 47.5
5,00T- B000, v v ivivs i vnmi s tantstentnes e aeaeneas 36.8 63.2
B001-12,000, . civi i ivir i iiniinessaasanas vesseeas37.9 62.1
1200115000, . cov v vivnciiniinan s v erraesesaeeaeen 54.1 45,9
Over 15,000, it is ettt it e st et aeaa e st 22.5 715

TQTAL!QNOQ&’Q\!(-ivﬁ'tv\‘-blyni\-\u;v' ---------- 40.3 59-7

V-4




Status Offenae;r

Parental Abuse and Neglect (42.6% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age ' -
Under 11 YearsOld. . ............. fesiasrens PP . 1< 1 ¢ B 45.0
From 11-13 Years Old. . ... ..voovn. ... TR 41.9 58.1
From14-16 YearsOld. . ........conver e Leraeen trseaane yeeresa 394 60.6
Over16 YearsOld. ........ccvvvivnnnn Trrecrevaevnaiararenan e .. 84 91.6

Residential Location

Uban . ......oiiiie i et aitaeavsseewraagaaqear ey 27.7 \72.3
Rural .~ ............................... Chvaseeves e eerraeeeas 39.4 60.6
Race
White. ........... BT R banens Seeresesiaaans 33.3 66.7
BIack. .. v vttt eeveeeanas e ..38.5 61.5
Income
Under $ 5,000. .. '. e beeesae e ey eneeneas 37.8 62.2
5,001 8,000, .......oe.... e e, ,43.7 56.3
8,001;1‘2‘,600. e e erenees eeeans e < ¥ 762
12,001-15,000. ........vvnnns e e ree.. 244 75.6
Over  15,000......0vvvnnvnnnnnranncnnnen Cererresereen Ve, 222 118,
TOTAL.......v....s ............ vere...345 65.5
IvV-75




Status Offender

Anti-Social Behavior (42.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics : Male % Female %

Age
Under 1T Years Old, o v vt vt vvnuinenvesseenensnesenssrseesennnn 33.3 66.7
Fr0m11-13YearsOId.....r..,......ﬁ.....,........... ......... 50.0 50.0
From14-16 Years Old. oo v vvvvi i inviriinnnirennnenns Cearieene 383 61.7
; 6ver1/6YearsC)ld.................,..... ..... Ceeeaan 4 I 78.7

Resldential Location
urbanunov.-av.-a.;.u..-.--..--.....y.p...............a....,.32.2 67.8
Rura'ftiluogtlQQOD;tbt.n‘o..-oocn----q;--n-puvh-;o-o-q ...... 37-9 &2.1

Race
wh!teliilﬂiitibcQﬁq!lnvuikl-c‘vuo-s-'cuincccq ------------- ..3597 64.3
\\Black-nnnucn--g.-;..g.-n....-.~. ------- T4 B e e LS SRR RN Y ) 35.9 64-1

Income
Under$ 5000,.....c000vvvvvanns P e aan eeerarann Ceaneen 45.6 54.4
5001 8,000, .0 uvuiirrvvrinrrensineanannes R, 38.3 61.7
8,00112,000, v s v vinvetrrvaneerreornnnnenns teiervene.27.6 72.4
12,00115,000. v+ v e e eeneeneeneeneeeenes e eeiee..363 63.7
Over 15,000, ... cviniiiiiiinririiisnnenarnnes Cerans serennes 22.5 77.5

JTOTAL!I"lIQ‘O\\i'\"ll!l.‘bl\,‘\yi.\tp ooooooooooo 35.7 64-3

§

V.76




Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age
Under 11 Years Old. . .o vcvvvnvnnnnn e eatretianseneanan Ceenaas 64.0
From 11-13 YearsOMd. ... ........... Merreassaeaaens Cearrenanns .51.6
From 14-16 Years Old. . .+ v vt vt tenntnnsvinanannncnnsnsssssonns 521
Over16Years Old. .. .... . vieivenrnncnn Pesesrsaraciacrtainaas 29.1
Residential Location
LD+ L N e rmarrsaaas s e 46.5
153 | I heeseane s veres 521
Race
WHIEE. o vttt ettt ieenrnesennnsnnnannsnne S eeeeetrereasens 48.3
Black...... C et ettt ie et ettty Crearrenes yeee:33.8
Income
Under § 5,000..... e, e e et 513
5001- 8,000........00vunnn Ceenees f s eseeama ey 53.2
8’001"12,000 --------------- EEEEERN IR R I NN N SR S R R IR ) 38-7
12,001-15,000......... e re vt raraaen N Cteesaer s 533
Over 15000, .....c000n s e s nrseteeiys s a b et aa ....81.8
TOTAL........ fearasarsaraaenes eseemrcenas e ..r.49.8

Status Offender

Slow Learning (38.4% of Survey)

Female %

36.0
48.4
41.9
70.9

53.5
479

517
46.5

- 48.7.

46.8
61.3
46.7

182

502

v-77
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Status Offender

Lack of Job Skills (28.2% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age
Under 1T Years Old, o s uu v v isiiniiinireneierinerineresnnssnsnans 55.2
From11413 Years Old. s v vvnvvivrreiinronernrnnerennneerases . 444
From 1416 Years Old. . oo vvvnenercovnnsrivstnnssnsnsennsesoanas .46.8
Over 16 Years Old, o oo v iiiinriinnvirnnensonseennasannns ‘... 38,1

Residential Location
UrbanaahonllnvhOroQothuoo‘iogyouoo ------ LR R Y ..-.....,..32.9

RurallvlnlAl‘lﬂ!“.bdtti'tlcan&b.-.;vvdnc-. ----------------- 52‘7

White- [ BN I I N N B AN N A AR I O O R R R R R AR T B I A NN R N N B R NN IR I R N A LI B 4409
Black 44.2
" a E R TR T N T K B RE Y Y RN WA N NN NN N DAY IR I S SN RN AT SN N TNE AR TN NN DN TN NN T SN Y IR N B R N I N R N I U 2R R Y L]

Income
Under$ 5,000, 00 0niniiiiiiinssnsartossrssnsonesnnannne. svea. 510
5,007« 8,000, cvviviiiriinieniiiitiianes e eeneteraees 46.6
8,001-12,000. . v ii ittt e N veres. 434
12,001415,000, c o vt vviiisiinsenannsrnnenesnssaseesesss 258
Quer 15,000, ., 00t viriineninennnerinennnees R Cereraanen .25.0

OTAL
T o A R e N I N I I ] ‘;.44-6

V-8

Female %

44.8
55.6
53.2
61.9

67.1
47.3

55.1
55.8

49.0
53.4
56.6
74.2

75.0

55.4




APPENDIX 5

Top Ten Program Recommendations for Status Offenders
by
Age, Residential Location, Race, and Income Level
(Controlling for Gender)






Status Offender

Job Placement (67.2% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 1T YearsOld. .......ovviiveiiiinennns, Fiveeen vereeeaal 100

From 1113 YearsOld, . .. ..oovvin s Creranes crresseiriisraanas 42,8

From 14-16 YearsOld, . .. ....... ...t PN veo. 416

Over 16 YearsOld. . ........ooivvnven Ciiesrsiaraane Chebeesanaans 24.2

Residentjal Location

7 4 N Freeeeneean 33.3
RUFA) . o vttt e e iis ettt ieennnnssennesassoseanssnansassnsnns 41.7
Race

White, .. viv e iiiinnisnensenn s eean erraean v evriaarana ceenes 374
BlaCk ...................................... LR I I S B T A &N )8t s &6 a0 41 ‘5

income
Under$ 5000.,......cc0iiiiiicavnnensen B, cenes 47,1
5,001' 8,000‘ R AR E IS RN BN ST I ) f b e e e PRI S O SN N Y 43,4
8,001 '12,000 ----- Fr T T RNET N Y ARRER RN 4% 4 anua oY w0 o e a 2805
12,001 '15,000 .......... MR R R RIS % % v T REREY] e we 2672
Over  15,000..... e e e eaee 429
TOTAL.........ov s Chrvavereeresiniane PR .e.. 38,2

W\

Female %

57.2
58.4
75.8

66.7
58.3

62.6
58.5

52.9
56.6
71.5
73.8
57.1

61.8

v -8t




Status Cffender
Adult Voluntéer (54.8% of Survey)

ﬁémbgraphia Characteristics Male %

/

Age
Under TTYears Old, s oo ivvsviviniinenenreerenevanenesennssnnss 520
From 1103 Years Old, s o v v v iavneninroecrvernennnnns veresnsenss 502
From TA16 Years Old. ..o vevevveeevneinerinennansnnnns, ..40.8
Qve%16YearsOld.............................................21.6

Residential Location
Ufban ii’!l’!(0!&!'.0010!"0"!!0*‘lichc.l!nltluo.o't‘t.locctsst’l
Rura,'ottlootlotulqotta-n;l,ob-;o-uln;cﬁ-'--o.v---u.tnt-;-..,43-‘0
Race
wh‘tgitlc“lll!UI'\;yolpl'ltoihahciaobla“tnvinn ------------- 39-0

0 e :
a]a(‘ktl»ti‘lf~:.[.g1t:nvv-«--‘.o--tuo-n--¢-..‘..v\-u...-....-...41.5

Income
Under 8 5,000, 00 o itincinnieviieiretnssessinrssenceonniesens . 44.3
5001« 8,000, 01 uyuinniiinninninnnonnanaanas Ceeheseeen . 44.1
B,00712,000, 441 vs it irerisiien ittt 33.9
1200T:15,000. e oty et iiiniiiin e it eranees veeee 250
Over 15,000, 00 0iieviviiiiiiisnnnininnrensanens Vesvaraiauas 32.2

“TOTAL 9.6
U!t.\blb‘\\‘i.hi'\vtib\b\‘l.’ll"t‘b'lb..‘.B .

V.82

Female %

48.0
49.8
59.2
78.4

64.9
57.0

61.0
58.5

55.7
55.9
66.1
75.0
67.8

60.4




Status Offender

Recreation (51.4% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 11 YearsOld........ beereerreiatenas vessanen faveraasanas 47.8

From11-13 YearsOld. ... .o o vviv i ii i iv i cinean s aninreanonns v ...+ 500

From 14-16 Years Old. . .... brrtensaasasathtsarnerans T L X

Over 16 Years Old. .. ... Ceeraanuas beedas raaeans veseaas R £ X ¢

Residential Location

Urban -------------------------------- LI BRI B R B A A A N B ) v o 3917
Rural. ........ Ciiaenan Cirvteetatiaaaans ceanane Cheriaaatiianaas 46.7
Race
White. ........... Ceateeresiatatvrreranan Cesesranerae feseruan 439
B'aCk R R EE R RS R R R R RN 'R 42.8
Income
Under$ 5,000........... Cherer e aaas CeAbesrarsarranseia .46.1
5,001" 8,000-n.u ------- s 0 s EvE Ty B EREEEER] 5 e e e e e s 43-4
8,001'12,000-., ----------------- c'v‘.-vgn.‘-'~n'-tu.4003‘
12,001-15000, ........\ovnns Ceereeen cenias cavere Ve 457
OVer 15,000 ooooo Fr et P e hee s se s IR LS “-..',,“‘.."'.“..‘.'63'1':,
TOTAL ..... B EE AR e i vr e Na s eveesanae ¢-~-436
]

Female %

52,2
50.0
55.6

77.0

60.3
533

56.1
57.2

539
56.6
59.7
54.3
36.9

56.4

IV-83 ©
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Status Offender
Parenting Skills Education (49.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age

guﬂﬁgérj'lYﬁarﬁ(”dwsc..sn;“esaa,‘;a.,n..a..q'.....".o.‘. ----- ,52-0

;:r‘.)m‘ti:lgra\’carsgldtit!&t0'010!rtn!v'f:-c-'J‘Ivcvinutnaén!‘t.i42¢7
F’fﬂxn!4'15‘%@3?&@;&{&?'@}6b-v(éaat.p,é#ytvin-tctrcycia-vncn-an-..3655
67¢f1sys53r50tdu-‘¢:a-.;.ac:»:u'cmntav-tv»n-».-»»....-‘.‘..29.5

o Residential Location

~Urb§n ;-,’m‘.;,...‘.........,.,..,.......,............m.,..-...3‘2.5

s

RUFALL 4 v e v vs v e vs trnenraessrstvansanatvosnrernonsnnsserenes., 402

g .

Race
BT PPN 1 Y
2 1T UG GG ¥ .

o

Income %

Undar$ 3000, . v iiiisininevrnieresrnravsosniinnsssnveesen, 449
5,001 B,000: 121 verrneersveresnsssasesaasesereeaees3Tb
B00TAZ000: v+ v ersensrevencenn et en e aans veee..344
TZ,00T5,000 1+ v e nvnrinernnnssniecrornessesnnasenss 107

OWT 15,(.)(}0%!&*":siiscvnrt;Q‘nlx.\'sv\wwtt$l-\tbhh~&n.8o-.-.‘22-4

s ——

TQTAL‘150‘3#"&‘\"‘!“*'\“\'i‘ﬂ!"'-ah\l‘iltb'n‘oﬁaﬁﬂs

V-84

Female %

48.0
57.3
63.5
70.5

67.5
59.8

63.3
62.5

55.1
62.4

65.6
2.3

57.6

63.2

&




Status Offender

Counseling (43.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 11 YearsOld.............. Creteensirans Ceveas Cevens e 478

From 11-13 Years Oid....... Siesensiarsrsasasurient s Ceenaaaas 50.5

From 14-16 YearsOld. . ..........oovn Cerssaeann RedetaEnan viees 345

Over 16 Years Old. .. .. Seeerasersinaaenin Seasirseen e veveevsdl 17.3

Residential Location

Ly o ¥ 1 TP i ees e en 33.6

Rural ettt ee e et ety e n e ey aeenes34.6
Race

WHEE. o v ere e ee e e e, e, 32.6

BIACK. + v e e e e et e N e e 39.3
Income

Under $ 5,000, ...... U e ,42.9

5,001" 8,000. TR EEEEE N R EEEE RS R EEE R e 38.7

8,001-12,000. ., v \vurennrnnnnn. e e, 24.3

12,00105,000, . vevin ittt el 170

Over  15,000...,..... e, fheeseenrereatraes e....583

© TOTAL....iviieivennen, e e 342

(3:'” (6

Female %

52.2
49.5
65.5
82.7

66.4
65.4

67.4
60.7

L



Status Offender

Vocational Education (42.7% of Survey)
Demographlc Characteristics . Male %

Age

,‘U"dﬁr']”‘YQaPSO]dsnnyw;.a,aoa.suv--a.o.-........-.a-..-......'loo

From 1113 Years Old. . ..o ov i i ciiie i iiee e e nns, 551
gro.m14*16yearsold¢gac..no.-o.--.-g-.‘.....--.‘.u../('....,.... 45;9
Overlayaarsoldl‘.l‘ll‘C".i“'lDOUOOI‘I"I'l.t'u.'.’.!h"nt..l 26‘7

Residential Location

Ui‘bﬂﬁ““u..-.-..................‘e.q‘k..'........... ......... 36.0

Rura’an:;ye:-'\;5"'\‘:.-.:-.-A.a...a.a...-n‘(‘»,‘.;‘...-.‘-..;... ..... 50-8
i

Race

whitc«tlol'nlu'&i'vl.v6‘llnll!nQOtO-.ipntlc-.-I -------------- 44.1

B'a‘:k%nltil!'lllA.QiQvul'rt'un-lv§0||~V|0--oy ------- L)

“Income

Under$ 5,000, .. 00 i iiiniii e en e ey 45.1
5001- 8,000, .00 0vveinrriinainnann, Ceeereirna... 48.8
BO0T-12,000, s it ir i e e ciese.. 383
1200195000, v 25.0

O¥r 15,000 1evvvves e eeeese oo 407

TQTALQ&»ngatqt-wvoilsguitotq-oo‘taunh.tv-c-.-aoo 43-5

Female %

44.9
54.1
73.3

64.0
49.2

55,9

58.2

54.9
51.2
61.7
75.0
59.3

56.5

i
\ ‘
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Status Offender

Alternative School (40.9% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age
Under 11 Years Old. ...... e e tmre it en s s i 100 0
Fr0m11‘13 YearSOId ..... R EEEE R EE R T by REE s 46.0\ 54‘0
From 14-16 Years Old. . . ..\ oo versseeneennns e 49.2 50.8
Qver16YearsOld....................... ...... . vevarssas 35,8 64.2
Residential L.ocation
L1512 Y- 1o TP e et e e . 37.7 62,3
Rural......covivi i, . P e 55.6 44 4
Race
White. . oot e i e s e e e e e e 419 52.1
Biack......... AR, e et e . vrae. 436 56.4
Income
Under$ 5000........000civiviiunnnnnn e ey e v s 48,1 51.9
\ \\_, ; :
5,001- 8000.......... AR e Ceeviad i) .. 569 43.1
8,001-12000,............ ..., F e e R 3 T 68.7
12,001.15,000. ... ..... e U . O R 36.9
Over 15,000, .. ... e 611 38.9
TOTAL . oot eeen v, R 46.9 53.1
g K V- 87
j,,
/ Q .\‘\\» \9
j )b o

P |



Status Offender

Drug/Alcoho! Education (37.1% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age
Ugdarﬂ“‘?earwld“.m.,......,....._................‘........ 0
t%m11~1323”Yaars’oid........,.....,...........................48.2
From 1416 Years Olde s v v vv vvvvvevnnrvnsnannsrvesvocrennsnnes..40.7
Over TOYears Old, s v iv e invrnveroserrvorrnsssnavenecsecoens.. 204

Residential Location
0 PP R X -
Rurai”..,429
“y
Race
4 1110 PP £ 5 ]

Black&&!lilnbl.lilldtuitvndo»tiobtwuotcont!tv-v-ooc,-voqq»n.34.3

income
T S NN K
L 1 PP X
B,001-12,000, 14 +vvtvvvnvinin et a e e e ae s 34T
12,00115,0000 14 i v vvennia i nen e ey 20.4

0“}»?’ 15;QQOQ€tslti%#t&it\wntvyvlbw&nn!~\-snuQQ-;-'.“--o-osoc.;
————

TQTAL\‘%!@!\!"'h*b\}Qm\|.\hw-vndQc\.co«i;Qt-“v--38.1

]

Female %

100

51.8
59.3

- 79.6

67.4
57.1

61.1
65.7

52.8
60.1
65.3
79.6

693

61.9




Status Offender
Group Home (28.8% of Survey)
Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age
Under'11 YearsOld. . ....... et ereaanaaeas et arenes 78.5
From1T-13 YearsOld. ... oo v ii it inninncnases e N Y
From 1416 Years Old. . .. oo vvvveens e e e .. 35.1
Over 16 Years Old. . . . oo it i vis it iinssvonnsnnnasannesesanas vees 0.1
Residential Location
L Y1 ... 38.8
Rural....... e e tireneaneene . h e s e vseen s ey 33.2
Race
White. ........................................ [ ] " s s e e e e o 45.1
Black, . oo i ittt i i i e Ceereaeves Creraacanen 39.6
Income
Under$ 5,000.......cc00iiiiivnnnnes b eveteaerarerees Ceevean 35.9
5001- 8,000, .. ..ourrrnnnn. e e e ....388
8,001-12,000. .. ....ccvvvennn. PN Ceeens e eenae s 30.4
1200115000, .. ..o v vvnnn s s een ey e eee s N Y |
Over 15,000, .. . vvrivsrssnnnssssnasssssessonssssnsnssnnss 22,7
TOTAL . e e vttt raen et ee e ee e esansaraeenns .33
(/)\“1 .

Female %

21.5

426

649
939

61.2
66.8

54,9
60,4




Status Offender
Specialized Foster Care (26.6% of Survey)

” Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age

Und&rds‘Ycarﬁo‘d»a»»;c-kato-.qa..-.q--.«..aa.‘.-.-.....L:¢...72.7,,

Ffﬂm11“13year$0'daa:au«."ns-.¢--..;a.‘...s...q.-.-‘....-.¢60.'3
F"mﬁ14\;‘16Y¢33f$0!d»...-wuq-;-aou\u......p.«,.-.......g....35.4

s
QVQF?@Y@ﬁfﬁOId.;;(g:;:..n;xs,o~-;g.---d..avn.-....«........ 5.7

Residential Locatlon
urbm‘ FRE I IR S I N B N S A A A A O SR B SR A S N B N N N NI IR N R U I NN I ) w.35.0

Rural\tcutduro»»»;;utnntqvv\\'a»;sv-ys;.a--....--;‘.--..-....34.2

Race
wn‘t&xlill;vl!d)livbotiﬁnuv«oln;ﬁtw;-\g~.:.‘--vv-uquq-..ovu-32.1

Bl“ckﬂtiilwl!l!hitcvlbiiik!dt\s\lcvs‘bqnvhu-iq--'.-..lboqh.'44c3

, Income

UNGEr S 5,0000 11t enaneensene e e ee e e et ens el 413
5,007« B000 ¢ vvviiinersivinnrorrnintaisnansesnanar. 40,6
BOOT-TZ,000, c0scvivnivennenoncanvenansnncnsnneroansss27.8
12001-15,000, 0o s s ciieiv e esinnssrsnncrsasrrasansasse. 8.7

Over 15,000, 000 hiiniieniensniarinsarassscrosasssvennnens .25.0

TQTAL&K&#!%‘Q&t‘%&\\t\‘\i!\\\tk\\\n;thk\tltltn.t\34-4

V- 90

P
W

‘Female %

27.3
39.7
64.6
94.3

65.0
65.8

67.9
55.7

58.7
59.4
72.2
91.3
75.0

65.6




APPENDIX 6 /,
Top Ten Problems of Youth at Risk
by
Age, Residential Location, Race, and Income Level )
(Controlling for Gender) !
&
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Youth at Risk
Anti-Social Behavior (80.1% of Survey) =

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age |

Under 11 YearsOld. . ........... Ceraaee faeveinsreas verneeevenes . BT

From 11-13 Years Old...... Ceneeeseaeas Prssaneens teetseacenacis 74.9

From 14-16 YearsOld. . ..........c.one Prenenn Pesesaraaas veeess 64,1

Over 16 YearsOld. ..........ooivnnen Y ¥ -

Residential Location

Urban bttt iee st e o esosesssannsansaasostnanss .70,7
5 S 73.5
Race
White. oo v et e fe s ferateune s e et tentanenesa 72.5
B|a0l< llllllllllllll [ I T S I T B N 2 Y K B T I TN N B IR B N B B N B B N BRI N I N B ) ’C72i1
Income
Under$ 5,000, ... cuveinneeneeneesnoneeenns reeibene e eeins 71.2
5,001" 8,000 ----------- L ® e sy s e e et AR YTETSN e e evan ey o-73l8“
8001-12,000. .. .ovivriinnriosennrasessnnnsrasns caeees 71.0
12,001“15,00()“---,. ........ ;\u-..-.-; ..... 0.v;.iocditv0n71i6
Over 15000, ... ..vvureennns eeenens TR Cereen. 81
TOTAL. ittt iiiiivannnnn taaaman Baaitearasacrenn 72.5

Female %

123
2541
359
37.5

29.3
26.5

275
27.9

28.8
26.2
29.0
28.4“
185

27.5

iv.93

gl

e

£
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Youth at Risk

Problem Behavior Due to Home Situation (78.7% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age
Under 11 Years Olds s v v vt i v vinvinvnsvnneiniensetesnnennennees. 854
L N Bk T o S 7 9 |
From 1416 Years Olts o v vt vsvnvivennsnreuensonasnsererenss. 56,1

0v¢r16Y¢arsoi,d'§nitlib!t'(ct.otarov.o..w&-avounooont-~-cy.-n62-5

Residential Location

Urban (l‘Q'QRE"(‘GI!!lll‘.‘Ot.‘lIQQ!!!Qltﬂl!.!!.lh.o.nnaolo7008

Rura!laul!altlia|lnuau[a;4ovwltwo.nu\voab.?‘vv'ow!nnn.a-oon--.7205

Race
w‘igtﬁiitt'bl&li}!ﬁiiltll(vtra‘lb!butcﬁnnit‘g--un-;»a.-n«cn..-72»1

B!ack'l‘ftﬂilt'hVOiCQQI*UC'Q'l0'!'091!l‘tiiioﬁiihciti‘uinlg007102

Income
Under$ 500001000 iiiiiiiiinssiirienaranieccaeasrncnnennen 716
L R 1 A U X
L B ) R, 11 .
1200715000, c ot it iii it ivan e st s sennrnernensenr. 3.8

er 15'%0"‘\‘.‘!‘i‘lﬁ!‘liC‘l‘ﬂl“"“!l!\‘\l.l!‘i!\tv!.‘7406
na——

TOTALAli!ﬂ\«i)"i‘l\i"u«wr«‘sv“t-uuvt-c-"t~n0-'q71t9

Female %

14.6
25.6
449
37.5

29.2
27.5

27.9
28.8

28.4
27.1
29,5
26.2
254

28.1




1%

" Youth at Risk

Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior (65.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age
Under 11 YearsOld. . .. .vvcvv e NP Cesarenn S 1 11.6
From 11-13 YearsOld............ e eneerecetanaaanean Ciaeaan .. 75.2 24.8
From 14-16 YearsOld. . ...... et benterernreearaeennn Y % 315
OVEr 16 Years Old. v ov'v oo e e eeeeeeeenennenn et eeereneeaeen . 714 28.6
Residential Location o
Uban .. vovevennnnn. e it sererastteartnaenas Cerrereaan .. 74.6 254
Rural‘ ..................... LR BN B T IR N ) L LRI Y e 40 e B E e ¢ e e 76-4 2316
Race g
]
White ---------------------------- s e "e B e ¥ ® o8 v L I Y t”\ . u// * ¢t 8 0 7802 21-8
BIack. «voeveevnrnennnns e eeerenanas e rnneetrreeees ceee 724 27.9
Income
UndEr $ 53®0| e T H T Y OEET VY RY DY YN LR U 2N B N BN AN ) v’ L B TSR N T N T N W 3 LI I S B BN Y 7300 27I0
5001-8,000....cc00veriinnnes .,.....,.....,,/g;..‘......75;o 25.0.
/7
8,001-12,000. .4 s oot ivnerrennrennsanensnns P ¥ 23.0
12,001 "15,000. s e s P R RN R EEEEEE IR NI I SN SN SN N SR Y LI 7906 2064
Over  15,000........ v et eraaeaan Cerrerraneeas 90.9 9.1
TOTAL...cvvnnenns O e 757 24.3
4
IV-95
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Youth at Risk

Inadequate Parenting Skills (63.3% of Survey)

.Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age
Under 11 YearsOld. .. ... .. .. SURTTUOUTUUTRNRN Chasaan 84.0
From 1113 ;'ears Lo |1+ P R R R R 75.3
C From14-16 Years Old. .. .o oo v ivvavinesssnnncenenvroansececannas 61.1
Over 16 Years Old. . v oo tiiiiannrrnnrosrsstsssassvscassosssnans 66.7

Residential Location

UEDaM ot oo es s s eenenseaqosnsssssssassaavessssssssnsaasansens 68.1
RUFAl, o v oo v e v ev s dnavenesosnsnsosaasssesosvnannnn eeanan feeneen 72.5
Race

White s v ve v ines e sneenssrsnsnnnnsns e tetaatesesrearrananes 71.7

Black..... O E R R 69.2
Income

Under$ 5,000, .. .ceuieiieinesesraansasstssstacansnuansesnsns 70.1

. 5,001- 8,000.............  ieeetesesaracsuairansaranns 72.5

8,001-12,000. .. vt iviiniennraanneasncnscnnnneasasaeesss 69.5

12,001-15,000. 0 vviiienniineeriaeiis i s 62.5

OVer 15,000, . vveeeeieenneaneeneannerns e aneans 71.1

TOTAL . sttt ieirsransianaassanscanaronssssssnsanasas 70.8

IV - 96

Female %

16.0
24.7
38.9
33.3

31.9
27.5

28.3
30.8




Youth at Risk

Lack of Positive Self-Image (63.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under TT1 YearsOld. . . ....ooiviiieiiiiniiieiinnecnnnsssenenasss87.7

From 11-13 YearsOld........... Caveseeresearaeas Ceererieedannn 74.2

From 14-16 YearsOld. . . ... oo iv i iiiiiiviiinnancnen P 63.6

Over 16 Years Old. .. .. oiiiiiiiiiiiii ittt iaseavecsseesananns 62.5

Residential Location

L 1 o 1 T S 68.2
Rural.......... Cestasssear sttt atasenanns e eenee S heees 74.3
Race

T 73.0

8lack. ......... e e ettt s 70.3
Income

UNDEr § 5,000, .\ . ereroneseessnsesnsansnsensnsnnenensnssnes 70.6

5,001 8,000, . eueunseeee e enrentaeanrasnneenranares 71.1

8,001-12,000. ..ot eevreerenevansenneannnnanens eereenen 74.6

12,001-15,000. .. . . . RN -y &

OVEr 15,000, .. e eeereeee e eeineeneneanenannanns Cereneeacnn 79.6

L 1017\ DU 72.0

Female %

12.3
25.8
36.4
37.5

31.8
25.7

27.0
29.7

29.4
28.9
254
32.1
204

28.0



Youth at Risk

Lack of Positive Social Interaction with Peers (61.8% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age
Under T1 Years Old, . .. oo it vviiteiirteesesnsansansssesesaasasnnns 88.6
From 11-13 YearsOld. . .. .. ...oivvnnn Cveeansavesenonencnoranan 71.0
From14-16 Years Old. . .. o vt ittt vt venncnncasossassannnsnssnsan 65.8
Over 16 Years Old. . o oo ittt ertaososoasnsnsssassssssssannens 50.0
Residential Location
DN o it sttt s e nsannsesesstoasnsosansnsasasssasnanssnoana 71.0
RUFA . . o vt vt tseesnsessesoersssnessonssensaossssssnnsesnssnas 76.8
Race
WHIEE: o o vttt ee ts vt vensssenenanasaneameneasssssssnansnsens 75.3
BlaCK S, o et ot vt tssnssesoanssoossessrnaosassssssesansansasnnns 73.4
Income
Under$ 5,000......c00iiiiiiirninnnrneancnnncesanans areeseae 70.5
5001- 8,000, ....ciiviniiarnnnnnnancnnanaesnassnasses 75.6
B00T-12,000. .. .. tiiiiiitninnnennansannnnsnsasansans 77.6
12,001-15,000. ... i ittt ittt ittt e ie e 73.2
Over 15,000, .. ittt ittt it ia vt tas et et 84.6
TOT AL . vttt ittt ittt ettenessosnaesnsnennssansnases 74.6

Female %

1.4
23.0
34.2
50.0

29.0
23.2

24.7
26.6

29.5
24.4
224
26.8
15.4

25.4




Youth at Risk

Parental Abuse and Neglect {61.4% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 1T Years Old. . . . ..o iiii ittt iiisititasetsinesnsncnnnns 83.2

From 11-13 YearsOld. . .. .. ......ccvvvvtn e 73.7

From14-16 Years Old. . . ..o oo v it it ittt iveineonnnaneannes 64.8

Over 16 Years Old. .. .... oot iiii it i ieitncnsnennasonnans ve.. 625

Residential Location

L0 T N 69.6
[l
Rural....o.oooiiinnnnn, freverarasenas Cerranenareians .. 729
i
Race

IR, oot vt ittt it it in e isoevsoesnsensnonasannnnasnannansans 724
2] - o] N vamann 70.1

Income
UNder $ 5,000, . v veensereneeeseennreeeannnnns [T 70.1
5,00T- 8,000. ... . ittt iiiiirriiiiriteotatararnoaannns 71.9
B,001-12,000. .. .. .civiiienrsrnnnnonsounosansssaasanns 72.5
12,001-15,000...... N e ennssanassnasasensansans 723
Over 15000................ eesetesessasveeneatantatacasnn 82.3
TOTAL ... cv i ii it iiiannennn e teaeenreanna e eane 71.6

Female %

6.8
26.3
35.2
37.5

304
27.1

27.6
299

29.9
28.1
27.5
27.7
17.7

284

vV-99




Youth at Risk

Parental Unwillingness to Cooperate witls Treatment (55.2% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 1T Years Old. . . v v veevrtevnnevneeeeaeraneaaaneaannens 84.9

From 11-13 YearsOld. ... ............ feeitseesencersierenannaas 76.3

From14-16 YearsOld. . .. ... vttt iin it cerenannencnerenoneaas 63.8

Over 16 YearsOld. . .....cooovvn e, feesenseuassrtrencasanansy 100

Residential Location

LU A 70.6
|20 | e erarrereaseens 73.5
Race
White........ et ee sttt ettt ettt et tan ettt 73.5
Black, ....... et e e ea i ereaeesteenreacancanttsratatanrenanns 70.1
Income
Under$ 5,000, .. .. .0tnitireiineneerronronenararenesessnnaes 71.2
5,001- 8,000, .. ittt iiiiriateracarteaneaaaraaan 74.2
8,001-12,000.......... A tetenrrsatanranrasrentnnnnes 71.1
12,001-15,000. « +. v veeeeeeeeeanannnns e 62.5
Over  15,000..... N e e i teenitestertasasenenhtteetttaser e 87.1
TOTAL . ..ttt ittt ttiietntnensannsnnen eereaaaaes 72.4
IV-100
7

Female %

15.1
23.7
36.2

29.4
26.5

26.5
29.9

28.8
25.8
28.9
37.5
12.9

27.6




Youth at Risk

Incapable of Accepting Externally Imposed Discipline (52.0% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age

Under TTYears Old. . ... .o iiiiiieinitrienerenanasanssnnnsnns ... 88.2 | 11.8

From11-13 YearsOld. . ....... ... ivunann Seeesiseeseinisencune 71.6 28.4

From 14-16 Years Old. . ... .ottt iiii ittt iinrinasenscncnsnans 67.5 32.5

Over 16 Years Old. .. ..ot iiii it iiiiiiiineevennarnsansonvosan . .100’ 0

Residential Location

Urban . ittt titncicnnnacnnnanns Ceasestsssvensenserssnnasaes 70.3 29.7
2 3T | F Ceeeseesnesaasuvasesennesenn 75.0 25.0
Race
IV, + e v vt e e e e e e e e e eneeeanaseeaeaeannsseannesnneaansens 74.3 25.7
BlacK. i i it vttt ciits ittt attaas st esnacesruaannsnannassrsess 709 29.1
Income
Under$ 5000.......0000ievennnenns S N 726 214
5,001- 8,000, .. oeuvvureneeeenenrenensnsenns eeeevaaae 71.5 28.5
B,00T-12,000. . . v v e et e et ee e enaeenneenesennarnneens 73.8 26.2
12,007-15,000. .. v evonennrirennrenenneannnnnns eeameens 71.1 289
Over  15,000......... T ©.... 833 167
TOTAL . oottt it eerneeaseesdosssasensannasansnns 73.0 27.0
) IV - 101
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Youth at Risk

Slow Learning (51.0% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Unc/(:r TTYearsOld. . ..ot ittt i it ie it ienieenniacennnas 83.5

From 1113 YearsOld............... e Crvesas I 73.3

From14-16 Years Old. . ... oo iiiiii ittt it iieneneennnnnnnnans «e.. 66.1

Over 16 Years Old. . ... ittt iiii e iiainennenaneeanrnnnnenens 100

T 65.0
L 1 75.3
Race
White. ,.......... e et et ettt e 73.7
T T 68.3
income
Under$ 5,000...........00000nn. B R T T s 69.7
5,001- 8,000.........cvuenns (ravseneanannons saeaneens 71,5
8,001-12,000. .+ 1 ' vt eieeine et ene e e e e e anaeenas 75.2
| 12,001-15,000. .0 ovv vttt et iiae e aes e 62.5
OVEr 15,000, ..\ e e e ine i ene e e e e e e e e e e e e e s 72.7
L 71.5
IV - 102

Female %

16.5
26.7
339

35.0
24.7

26.3
31.7

303
285
24.8
37.5

27.3

28.5




APPENDIX 7

Top Twelve Program Recommendations for Youth at Risk
Age, Residential Location, Race, and Income Level
(Controlling for Gender)
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Youth at Risk
Recreation (74.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %

Age
Under 11 YearsQld....... P eeeestsenenenans yevannas e as s v e 89.0 11.0 3
From 1113 YearsOld. . .o o v viviivenvennansenea Cereresrenevonn 77.2 22.8
From 14-16 YearsOld.......... Pereeneaan feeerasnes Pesveetanes 65.4 34.6
Over 16 Years Old. .. ... vvnee. e rrrherereeteneeeenans ceeenn 500 50,0

Residential Location

Ufban ----- LA T R R AR L R B R Y A ) LIRC I S I B ST S S Q.i,-!gvoq....'i.o 72-1 27.9
Rural.,.... Ceaaen Pereeneas Chversassrevanana Cerssvaaesaraneans 76.0 24.0
Race .
S R Ceerereaan e 74.6 25.4
BIACK. 1o vvveennnennn e et .. 742 25.8
Income
UndEI'$ 5,000 ......... Qctﬂ‘.-lvv‘-lvq!"u'!i‘ ------ R E R R 75-0 25-0
5,001- 8,000..... Ceresasenas vevene cerarrane N L ¥ 25.2
8,001"12,000 ---------------- s v e ;nv: ----- (AR R R R R RN R 74;8 25’2
12’001'15,000- IR EEEEEEEEE EERE XN I IS A Y s essabesven N e s e wa 71.1 28.9
Over 15000............... veersereianens O £ X 22.0
TOTAL.' ------- [N A RN R .c//b ------ ocnnnyuzyu-‘\ 74.5 25‘5
/:/
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Youth at Risk
Adult Volunteers (72.9% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 11 YearsOld........c0vves teerhsasesesatarasrones seena.. 889

From11-13 YearsOld. . .. ... v vvinns Cvrsaeasasas Certssersiaens 715.2

Ftom 14-16 YearsOld. . ....vvvvvvnnn Crareriseaes Ceenesetanaians 62.1

Over 16 Years Old. . . v evveveniisnnncnenons fetestacsrretaasennne 80.0

Residential Location

Urban .. civ it cv i ernserneastnrsannns Cescesecenetnrevanasansn 70.4
RUMAl, c vt ersssnnansaccsans e saas e Ceeesanens veesaens 74.0
Race
WWHIEE. vt s e s oneaseseesnnnennsnsenesssssessoasssssanssennas 72.6
5 T 7Y O 72.4
Income
Under § 5,000...... Kresrreattasraenes i hesiesesecennanecnnen 73.5
500 8,000, 1ttt et et eeeeaeaae e aaan 71.0
8,001-12,000: ......cuvvvns, f e eenereatseasesentnesraes 73.0
12,001-15,000. .. viviiivinienertierasescenansoscnananan 73.6
Over  15,000....... e e, 73.6
TOTAL. ... vennann Ceeasesatesseseseavavanenanas 72.5
IV - 106

Female %

11.1
24.8
37.9
20.0

29.6
26.0

27.4
27.6

26.5
29.0
27.0
26.4

26.4

27.5




Youth at Risk
Counseling (70,2% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %

Age
Under 11 YearsOld. . ......... R - X |
From 11-13 YearsOld........ P & 3 3
From 14-16 Years Old. . .« ceaevennessascsnnessscsnnnersnnsnse6LO
Over 16 Years Old. .. o5 envvvennnnsvnnes bestiyecevtanrena R - (1 X 1)

"t
RU!’R' ------- AR NEEEEER -'pp.Aivnc-n.-oou-.-ovq«vo-quu-./3‘.5

income
Under$ 5,000.......... e et trereeresevrareenaon Y [ &
5,001 8,000, ..\ vvnyunareersernesseaseeassecsessnes 698
B.001-12,000.0 .o+ e vseeereeee e e eern e 120
12,00115,000. ..o vvennenns T UTOTRORRRI - ¥ |
Over  15,000...... O PRUR

e ————-

TOTALQaon---tn-yovnpmt.qv-qvrvom-yvo\-,,q.cq‘myphyyic7006 .

Female %

13.2
24.3
39.0
20.0

32.8
26.5

294
28.6

29.5
30.2
21.9
21.5
26.6

29.4

v-107
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Youth at Risk
Parenting Skills Education (65.8% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 11 Years Old. . ...... Ceseaees R L TETTERrY 84.7

From 11-13 Years Old. . ..... SN Ciesaeses cevesans trerueanes 73.6

From 14-16 YearsOld, . ... ... vvvviiinnenns Ceeetaeratiseanesanen 64.5

Over 16 Years Old. . ... ...... SURUTUT TR TR UTRURSPR Y &

Residential Location

Urban .. NN e e sasestatnerterastansasreaiioa N eeaane 70.2
Ruraio lllll 8 4 E LU B S e ALY TE SN YN 8 U TG PO TIPS s 732
Race
White, . e vt ettt i ir e it ittt tnsnnsnsnnns Ceehaaatirsertasearens 73.8
BlacK. c vttt i it it it et et feseaan e 68.8
Income
Under$ 5,000.........000c0vinnnns S eentaseaseeants teteneannan 69.3
5,00T- 8,000, . i iiiriiiinernnnanoeennsansasnnnananes 71.9
8,001-12,000. .. ..vvnnrennnnn. e reeeeieaenen Ceeean ...74.8
12,001-15,000. .. it ittt iiieeinininearenansnennnananens 72.2
Over 15000......00iiiiiniennnncnncnanes reeseinsasnn R 72.5
TOTAL.....ciiviivnnnnn i Neerarerrranirrecanaenne 72.3
IV -108

Female %

15.3
26.4
35.5
42.9

29,8
26.8

26.2
31.2

30.7
28.1
25.2
27.8

215

27.7



Youth at Risk

Structured Daily Environment (63.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 11 YearsOld. . .. ..covvvvninnnn Ceenee Cesiiesarerarsensaas 86.7

From 11-13 Years Old. . .. ....... G b AN |

From 14-16 Years Old.......... seavas Vivsessunas Sereassaaaasasa 65.3

Over 16 YearsOld. ............... Ceriiraveasas sessetasaewann .+ 625

Residential Location

Urban ., ....vhvvhenss
Rural......... Cete e
Racye:

White. ........ e e

Black.,......oonvvvnnn.
Income

Under § 5000........ .

5,001- 8,000...

8,001-12,000. ..

12,001-15,000. ..

Over 15,000........ .

TOTAL.....

................... Y .y 4

.................. Y L B

----- q'v-no-~-~~\-~--'uuoo.q-ca--'---074-8
----------------------- u----vpao~-eoo-71n9

----------------------- qi\tbnu#b)q'v‘s73s1
........................... veveenseaas 145

L R I I I BN IR I B A RN NSNS Pay e ity 1o e w7307~

Female %

133
227
34.7 -
37.3

27.8
25.2

25.2
28.1

27.6
26.9
25.5
1\.6.9

e oot

26.3

V-109
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Youth at Risk

Drug and Alcohol Education (56.0% of S\;s(rvey)

Demographic Characteristics | 1' Male %
Age

Under 11 Years Old. . . ... v.uereenneenscnsvnsenesnenaeenioneenss 86.5

From11-13 YearsOld. . ... oo ii i nnnns betsitavenionnes IR 76.3

From 14-16 Years L0 63.1

Over 16 Years Old, ... ... . N 85.7

0

LI T U R 68.4
T PP e 71.9
Race
White. .. .. N bt e ennene s yaen Ceeret it 70.7
Black. ., v ii v iv i ceinnnnns PN heesee s Cerreae e 69.9
Income
Under$ 5000.......... 000000 e ereeeseatiniaianay 73.1
5,001" 8,000 ----- LIE R TR S S K SR W S NS SN ST Y u‘ uuuuuuuuu 4 v e 67-9
8,001‘12,%09..-o-'--nu-tw‘-otuvqr---'-q ------ * s eV e 71-6
12,001-15,000......... cere e s aaene caeseinen s . 60.4
“Over 15000...... F v edenteiaresasiassatsastiesasairanan veee 111
3 , ————
S TOTAL. .vevereieennnnns e eneereenans e 70.4
iv-110 © ,
‘ g

Female %

13.5
23.7
36.9
14.3

31.6
28.1

29.3
30.1

26.9
32.1
28.4
39.6
28.9

- 29.6
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Youth at Risk

Intensive Psychiatric/Psychological Care (55.3% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male %
Age

Under 1T YearsOld. . .. ..o v iviiiiiiiinnninnnnnnse D S ¢

From‘11-13YearsOld.f.............................—....,. ...... 74.5

From 14-16 Years Old. . ... covnenenns.. v e ... 622

Over 16 Years Old, .. .. v vt iiviniiieiiinensnocnnesenanns I 62.5‘

Residential Location

Urban .. .ot ittt iieierennes et eacennraens Ceesnsenrreanns 70.1
RUFAL . o vttt oot e e et te ce e e eee et e e eanrannnenanneeesi i, 72.9
Race

WL, 4 v v et e s e e e et es e e e esaaeansaneenaesansanssanseenansens 71.9

BIACK . + vt s ettt e e e e e e a e eaaeas e el 715
Income

Under $ 5,000............. e ereaeesateseasteannan ceanen v 703

5,001 8,000, ..o vvinnniiinnnnas e, 71.1

8,001-12,000. .. .... e e et 73.0

12,001-15,000. .. .o evnveennnsnn Ceeeenereanes e ...73.4

Over 15,000, .. .00ueuneenennanenns et eereeeeen e, 78.4

Il =N
TOTAL . oe e et et eeannnnns e e e 71.8

266

. Female %

14.7
255 e
378
37.5

29.9

28.1
28.5

29.7 /ﬂ |

28-9
27.0

21.6

28.2

IvV-111
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Youth at Risk |
Remedial Education (49.7% of Survey)
Demographic Characteristics | Maie % Femaie %
Age
Under 11 YearsOld. . ......... Veveann bessenn hesseertenseneatenns 84.2 15.8
From 11-13 Years Old. ... .......vtee. thenae Cersrcessssrsenaans 81.1 18.9
From 14-16 YearsOld. . .. .. cvvvevninivnennan Mesessertennraerans 70.1 29.9
Over 16 Years Old. .. ... ererepareeaaaaesns e 100 0
Residential Location
Urban oot iieeiiiisnieereoseresonsassasnssssosnsnseosasassnnnas 72.3 27.7
Rural..... beaaeen b he et easeetnteetaaerrertsttaaraaevonesarnans 78.3 21.7
N
Réée
White, . ......... St e ebesearetr sttty e eareanen veeed 17,7 22.3
Black . ciovinann ferieairesrisnaan e rieesessaseanssanns eeee 742 25.8
Income
Under $ 5,000 .t luueiiiniiieeiiinssins i s ver..76.4 23.6
ST B 000 B000. 1 s a ettt ae i ee e e e e enaaaas 71.5 225
BL00T-12,000. .. +\ev et et e eeieeenen e ee et e aeanas 743 /) 287
12,001-15,000. .. . uuiininiiainennenenenan e, 76.6 234
Over 15,000, ... .00t iitiiiiiirionneensnnncansennnns FRRRRETR 80.6 19.4
TOTAL..... Ge ke seseerstest ittt et arrtantsenenan 76.2 23.8

IV‘112 bl

Vi
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Youth at Risk

Job Placement (49.4% of Survey)

Demoagraphic Characteristics Male %
Age ’
Under 11 YearsOld. . .....ocvvnvnns fesseansensesasesaanas NP 86.8
From 11-13 Years Old. . .+ vvvvvenevnvennronesnssnsnnsansssssass THE
From 14-16 Years Old. . .« ovvevuveennsasinnsesannssenssnneess .. 645
OVEr 16 Years Old. . .+« v v veensvnesenseenenenensnnanansansnns . 66.6
P

Residential Location

UEDaAN vttt v it iieernnecssosssrsssasassronsssssssonsnsnnans 65.2
Rural, ...cooiiiiiiiiinisnnnnsnsennosens Cieveetetananna vees 69.8
Race
W LE. v i vt vt esrencnrnsnvsssasssssssessasassssasssssensannons 7(;‘9
BlaCK. v it iiei st it tansansasttnersensnastasasernanas cre.e 635
)
Income
Under$ 5,000......... O SR eiri... 682
5,001 8,000, .. eeveeerennnnnnannnnnns rttiieieaeaaann 71.0
8,001-12,000, .. v e vsanrennnnnennrnnnnnnn e 64.0
12,001-15000. .0 0o cviiiann i P ieevsareiansneeey 57.5
Over 15,000, ...t ettt erinnnana e e +.v. 805
TOTAL........ S PR SRR o £
~7

Female % *

13.2
28.4
35.5
33.4

348
30.2

29;1 "
365

[

31.8

29.0

36.0

425
| 19.5

2




Youth at Risk

Vocational Education (48.1% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics v Male % Female %

§
Age %;

Under 11 Years Olde « s vvvvvnneneneenenennnns ereerasnaree ver.. 892 10.8
i From 11-13 Years Old. . .o v v s nnneneeeessnennneeensnnenseesssnen 78.6 21.4
From 14-16 Years Old. . . ... vvvvvvnns.. TR ce...720 - 280

. Over 16 Years Old. ........ e P 11 1 0

Résidential Location

C UMDAN + v e e et neereitenacenaes e erenenees 73.6 26.4
T 1 v 79.2 20.8
Race

White. ;. ... vnnns et et e eevaenenenas 80.1 19.9
BIACK. v e e eenenr e e e ereenenaes 73.4 26.6

Income
Under $ 5,000....... e et erereaearaeaaaa .. 752 24.8
5,001- 8000, . ...ovueiineinneinneannns e 81.5 18.5
8,001-12,000. 1o vuvnvinntiitiine it iiareaene 74.0 26.0
- © 12,001-15,000. . . ... U 70.5 29.5
OVEr 15,000, ... vinntininsintinieieiaraerarenneanees 88.8 11.2
TOTAL. ........... v isanesesnensencnantrnenens 77.1 22.9

V- 114 >
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Youth at Risk
Specialized Foster Care (14.0% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female %
Age

Under 11 Years Old. . . .......... e e e 85.9 14.1

From 11-13 YearsOld. . ......... teensairienns Neceersseninanavae 69.4 30,6

From 14-16 YearsOld. . ......... R R R R R PPRRERE tesane ‘. 58.3 41.7

Over 16 Years Old. .. ...vvvivvnvniniinnnn Crssessveaanns cereian o 0

Residential Location

Urban ...... R e 66.6 33.4
RUEAL. -+« e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e IO 6.7 323
Race
White. ........... et eeraereereetraararenarennanes beverbares 69.7 - 303
BlacK. . o v ivii ittt te it ettt ettt n..,....‘...64.5 35.5
Income
Under$ 5,000....c.0cuvnrnennennnsnsasanannns e 70.8 292
5,00T- 8,000 ... 0vvrirrenarncanns eareraesecninrenens 73.6 - 264
8,001-12,000. .. \vtitiieninaeeianieeessaineeaaaaans 67.6 32.4
12,001 15000 ..................... et 71.4 286
Over  15,000....... et eteerarean s e ereeeeas .55.5 445
| | B
TOTAL...... . s Ceeeeeveenas 67.9 32.1
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Youth at Risk

Group Homes (10.4% of Survey)

Demographic Characteristics T Male %
. Age
e Under TTYearsOld. . v iveeeeeeeenennn, e 87.2
From 11-13 Years Old..... et rerectee ey e 67.6
From14-16 Years Old. . ... .. v iheiiiiincnnnnns et enan e 71.5
Over 16 Years Old. .. ooeeeresninnns e e, 0
Residential Location
Urban ......... f e ettt e tecescneanareannn 72.4
Raral,.....coviv i Chr e tr s et e ittt 73.6
Race
White. .........c0vevnn hee e et ietdaraateanen 759
T 69.5
Income
S UNder$ 5,000, ..t e e e an s 71.6
T 5,007- 8,000, ... e e et e it e e e 75.9
8,001-12,000. .. .......... e S 72.5
12,001-15,000. ..\ \ovvvnrnnnn s, e riae e 100
Over  15,000.............. e e e . 75.0
1 L0 7 T .. 732
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Female %

12.8
324
28.5

27.6
26.4

24.1

30.5
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