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• PREFACE 

Sometimes our bela 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 I 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 as 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 momentum. In North 

Carolina as throughout the country, new philosophies have evolved, 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 response to th~ 

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 adults. 

In the community-based effort nationally and in North Carolina, the Status Offender has 

been referred to, planned fori and identified as a/separate and distinct group of juveniles. The 

literature is replete with references to and descriptions of Status Offender prlllblems 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 I 

been very little research aimed at examining the target population for these new programs. With 

this report, North Carolina can begin to approach the Status Offender problem from a firm base 

of statistical evidence. 

Some of the basic issues addressed for the fir.st time on a state-wide basis in this report in-

elude: 

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

2. What are the most sjgnificat'l~ 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? 

!!2.use 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 

offenders 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 recognizeq the need for improving 

services to cope with the growing problems of delinquency by enacting House Bill 456 (An Act to 

Provide Community-Based Alternatives to State Training Schools). That legislation established as 

state policy in dealing with the problems of delinquency treatment and prevention: the provision 

of /I 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 philosop~y 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 

progra-ms 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.iLounty Commissioners to develop and maintain a com­

prehensive plan for addressing the needs of its Status Offender and "juvenile delinquent" popu­

lation. 

The 1976 Special Session of the 1975 General Assembly appropriated $250,000 to a Com­

munity Services Fund that was used 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: 

I- 5 



a. Establishing an equitable funding formula and fund allocation process. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

tives effort, North Carolina's 100 counties are responsible for: 

1-6 

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

b. 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. 

c. 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. 

d. 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. 

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

f. 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. . 

g. Providing the Department of Human Resources with an annual plan for the provi­
sion of services to address their juvenile justice needs. 

h. Insuring that programs receiving State funds are appropriately licensed. 
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While participation in thetprogrammatic 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, 1971 Status Of· 

fenders (defined as IIthose 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 legally 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 for 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 program 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: 

Region I 
Region II 
Region III 
Region IV 
Region V 
Region VI 
Region VII 
Region VIII 

Black Mountain 
Charlotte 
Winston-Salem 
Henderson 
F ayettevi lie 
Fayetteville 
Greenville 
Greenville 

Mr. Burnice \'Lewis 
Ms. Nancy H~neycutt 
Mr. Tom Mc~e 
Ms. Susan Whi ~ten 
Mr. George Hic~r 
Mr. George Hoi ~n 
Mr. Mack Livesa ~ 
Ms. Mavis William \ 

II 
II 
II 

\ 

\ 
\ \ 

Planning Region A, B, .& 0 
Planning Region C, E, & F 
Planning Region G 
Planning Region K & L 
Planning Regio~tJ & M 
Planning Region't-I & N 
Planning Region Q & R 
Planning Region P & 0 
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A central office staff of five professionals was assigned the responsibility of planning and 

mahaging 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 

Joe Arrowood 
Asst. Director 

Judy Berman 
Community 
Awareness 

Boyce Medlin 
Program 

Developer 

Dennis Grady 
Director 

Betty Rhoades 

Ken Foster 
Asst. Director 
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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 
F 

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 ~ervices 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 I 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 clt~arly 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 county and provide assistance as needed and 

requested in the design 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, coun~y.by-county, data-based comprehensive plan of community­

based services and youth needs. 

By JaJi~ary 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 plan 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 collection of state-wide needs assessment data on a randomly selected sample 

of 1000 pre-deJinquent youth. 

Provide regional workshops to train local Juvenile Delinquency Prevention Task F()Jces in the 

utilization of basic needs assessment data in developing comprehensive county based action plans. 

Work with ~ach county Task Force individually in writing an annual action plaT!) for presen­

tation to their Board of County Commissioners . 

I - 11 



Community-Based Fund 

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

formula and adopt policies and procedures for equit~~)ly distributing the one million dollars In 
::-::: "-~~ . .:.::-:/' lr 

ald-to-counties money appropriated by the 1977 Gene~:al Assembly. The following guidelines 

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

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

(\ 

I - 12 

"The purpose of the Community-Based Fund is to provide State funding 
to counti.es 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 delinquent, and/or the abused and neglected ch ild. 

"The Community-Based Fr,md 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. 

IIThese 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 
notificatioh letter by October 15, 1977. 

Funding Formula 

"Each county that notifies the Department of Human Resources of its 
intention 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 
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per capita, property tax per capitaj average monthly number of AFDC recipients 
per capita, and the county share of AFDC expenditures per capita. 

,\ 

'·Using this formula, counties are divided into three categories with th~ 
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 I 1977 informal discussions began between the central office staff of the reorganized 

Community-Based Alternatives program and the North Carolina County Commissioner;- Associa .. 

tion. By A,~gl.lstan ad hoc committee of the Association's Executive Committee began formal 
1/ 
I' 

meetings wl'~lj the 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-

missioner!" 

By November 10, 1977 I ninety-six (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 develo}}ing 

program proposals to recommend to their Board of Commissioners. 

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

included proposals for: 

Group Homes 

Specialized Foster Care 

Emergency Shelter Care 

6 

7 

9 
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Alternative Schools 

Other Non-residential Programs 

Contracts for Services 

13 

13 

6 

In December over 150 Task Force members representing 70 counties attended the first annual 

state-wide Community-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 iiprograms and on various types of exemplary programs now operating in local North Carolina 

communities. 

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 ac;tivity across the State is clearly indicative 

that, in the minds of many North Carolinians, the Com\'nunity-Based Alternatives effort is address-

ing a significant problem. 

State-wide Needs Assessment Survey 

During the 1110nths of July, August, and September the Regional Field Consultants were 

engaged in the data collection phase of the second major goal of this progr~m, 
" , ~':- -

In 1976 at the request of the Region K lead regional organization (LRO) planner, the Center 

for Urb.{~ Affairs and Community Services at North Carolina State University developed and 

implemented .a region-wide "State Offender Needs Assessment." As a result of the positive feed­

back from tMt 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 Di\tison 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 aniilyzed jn the next two> parts ofC:this report. 1he 

descriptive analysis includes the demographic characteristics of both the Status Offender and 

Youth at Risk populations as well as the most frequently identified problems and 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 servic~ prfessionalS who were intimately 

familiar with the child in question. l 
Using a statistical technique (a modified Q Factor Analysis) developed specifically for random 

sampling in North Carolina, the Regional Field Consultants working closely with the Chief Court 

Counselors in 27 counties began to identify the Status Offenders who were adjudicated during the 

12 month period from July, 1976 through June, 1977. Much of the success of this phaseoof 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 

the children's names. 

From their OWn experience with the child, the coUrt counselors Were asked to ahswera 50-part 

questionnaire 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 professional. 

The Field Consultant then briefed the second professional on the nature of the study, gave Q::, 

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-

" 
lie school districts. Principals, guidance counselors, and homeroom teachers were .asked to identify 
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those children witnin 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-

tlfied In the public school system. 

The responses to these questionnaires provide the data base for the state-wide needs assessment 

survey, the JesuIts 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 to Status Offender behavior. These problems are defined, 

and the demographic characteristics of the population possessing each problem is compared to the 

demoOgraphlc characteristics of the Status Offender population as a whole. The ten most common 

prolilems 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 program recommendations are 

presented and notable variations in regard to age, race, location and income are highlighted when 

this data Is controlled for gender. 

The final section of this part is a crosstabulation of identified problems and program recom-
" M-

mendatlons. Table V controls the problem categories and displays by percentage the program 

recommendations. Table VI controls for program recommendations and displays by percentage the 

problems associated with each. "\~ 
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Characteristics of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk 

The survey questionnaire coll~cted demographic data on a number of variables. Those vari· 

abies are disr;,~ied below for both the Status Offender and Youth at Risk pop~lations. 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS 
Data reported for Status Offenders and Youth at Risk 

SEX OF CHILD 

RACE OF CHILD 

AGE OF CHILD 

GROSS FAMILY INCOME 

FAMILY INCOME AS A PERCENT 
OF MEDIAN INCOME 

Male 
Female 

White 
Non-white 

Under 11 years old 
Between 11 and 13 years 
Between 14 and 16 years 

Over 16 years 

$5,000 or less 
$5,001 to $8,000 

$8,001 to $12,000 
$12,001 to $15,000 
H5 ;001 and above 

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

LOCALE 

SEX OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD 

Urban ( > 2500) 
Rural « 2500) 

Male 
Female 

STATUS 
OFFENDERS 

35.4% 
64.6% 

79.9% 
20.1% 

2.3% 
11.3% 
67.0% 
19.3% 

19.1% 
39.0% 
31.8% 

6.2% 
3.9%' 

53.5% 
7.2% 

43.9% 
56.1% 

62.9% 
37.1% 

YOUTH 
AT RISK 

'\ 

\" 7'1.2% 
\28.8% 

II 

~, 
Gl.5% 
3\~.6% 

2~% 
30.6% 
48.4% 

0.4% 

33.2% 
32.1% 
2604,% 

4.1% 
4.3%'~~= 

88.6% 
3.3% 

38.3% 
61.7% 

" 

67.1% 
32.9% 

:(";) 
;:, 
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STATUS YOUTH 

OFFENDERS AT RISK 
EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD 

Employed 76.2% 84.9% 
Unemployed 16.5% 12.8% 

Other (disabled, retired) 7.7% 2.2% • 
MARITAL STATUS OF NATURAL PARENTS 

Married 47.4% 57.5% 
Divorced 31.5% 13.5% 

Separated 10.9% 7.8% .1 Widowed 6.5% 11.7% 
Never Married 4.3% 9.5% 

WELFARE STATUS OF FAMILY 
Receiving Aid for Dependent 

Children (AFDC) 12.4% 7.1% 
Receiving Medicard or Medicare 9.9% 4.4% • 

Receiving Food Stamps 16.8% 9.7% 

DISCIPLINARY ACTiONS IN SCHOOL I Paddling 8.5% 43.5% 
Suspension 39.3% 40.2% .1 Expulsion 9.4% 2.0% 

Parent Conference 41.0% 69.3% 
Counseling 48.1% 80.4% 

Staying after school 11.7% 21.3% 
Court Action 

All Others 13.9% 10.6% • 
OFFENSES COMMITTED 
(Status Offenders only) 

Home-related Status Offenses 63.9% 
School-related Status Offenses 54.3% 

Probation Violations 34.0% 
Property Crimes 11.6% • Violent Crimes 2.4% 
AU other Crimes 7.3% 

SENTENCES RECEIVED 
(Status Offenders only) 

Probation 60.8% • cY(} Training School 9.8% 
All other sentences 29.4% 

• 

• 
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Demographic Characteristics of Status Offenders 

In orc,l.,r to portray a clearer picture of the composition of the Status Offender population, the 

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

TABLE I 

A verage Profile of Status Offenders 

SI;:X 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 25(0), 43.9 
rural (less than 2500) 56.1 

FAMILY INCOME >I< less than 65% median income 53.5 
from 65% to 800~ median income 7.2 

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

Problems of Status Offenders 

The ~urvey identified 24 basic problems that might lead a~ adolescent toward behavior that 

WO,\Jld bring him/her to the attention of the court as a Status Offender. 

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

Prob lems of Status Offenders 

• 
Percent of Sam pie 

1. Lack of Positive Social Interaction with Peers 46.2% 
.' 

.~ 

\02. Incapability of Accepting Externally Imposed • Discipline 47.4% 

3. Anti-Social Behavior 42.3% 

" 4. Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior 26.4% 

38.4% • 5. Slow Learning 

6. Truancy 72.4% 

7. Suspension/Expulsion 40.5% 

8. Lack of Job Skills 28.2% • 
9. Incapable of Functioning Acceptably in Regular 36.1% 

School Environment 

10. Problem Behavior Due to Home Situation 74.8% • 
11. Infeasibility of Returning Child Home After 41.3% 

Residential Treatment 

12. Incapit,bility of Functioning Acceptably in Home 50.2% 

13. Inadequate Parenting Skills 73.5% • 
1-1 Pal'~ntal Unwillingness to Cooperatia with Treatment t=t= ':J oL I"'. uU·JIU 

15. Parental Abuse and Neglect 42.6% 

16. Poor Living Conditions 4.3% • 
17. Lack of Positive Self-Image 51.2% 

18. Drug/Alcohol Abuse 20.7% 

19. Emotional Disturbance 33.7% • 
20. Mental Retardation 5.5% 

21. Pregnancy 4.6% 

• 
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Problem 
22. General Health Deficiency 

23. Severe Physical Disorder or Handicap 

24. Inadequate Recreational Activities 

\\ 

"\ 
fercen~ of S~T~ 

1.2% 

4.0% 

51.4% 

Demographic breakdowrls for each of these problems are contained ifi Appendix 1 along with 

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

are highlighted in the following problem categories! 

1. Of the 46.2% of the sample having a lack of positive social interaction with their pee~s, 
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. 

2. 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. 

3. 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 
Profile. ' 

::::.::;;,:c ~----:::'-

4. Of the 40.5% of the sample who h~~e been suspended or expelled, males and chi1dren 
between 14 and 16 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile. 

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

6. 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 Av~rage Profile. 

7. Of the 20.1% of thg sample. with dmg or alcohol ;thUS8 problems, children oyer 16 years", 
old and children from upper family income levels are more often identified than in the 
Average Profile. 

8. 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. 

." --~ 

9. Of the 5.5% of the sample who were mentally retarded, males (!f'! more often identified 
than in the Average Profile. .. 

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

o 
G 
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Demographic Characteristics of Notable Problems of ,Status Offenders 

Contained in Appendix 4 are the most significant problems identified through the survey, 

displayed individually, an~ crosstabulated by age, race, location and income level, contra~ing for 

gender. The Average Profile for the Status Offender on the demographic characteristics i~\shown 
In Table III.' ] 
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TABLE III 

Average Profile of Status Offender by Gender 

Demograph ic Characteristics 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old ..•.......................... 55.4 
From 11 ·13 Years Old ........•................. 46.0 
From 14 ·16 Years Old .. " .............•......... i~7.5 
Over 16 Years Old .......•...................... '19.3 

Residential Location 

';:c, Urban ......................................• 31.1 
Rural ......•...•.....................•....... 38.8 

Race 

White ..•.........................•........... 34.1 
Black. , .. " ....... " ,. ....................... Q .... It ................. .. 40.5 

Income 

Under $ 5,000 ............................... 42.4 
5,001. 8,000 ........................ 40.1 
8,001 -12,000. " .•.....•............. 30.1 

12,001 -15 ,000. " .....•...•... '" ..... 20.6 
Over 15,000 ................•..•••... "; ..... 27.0 

TOTAL ........... , ..........•....... 35.4 

/1 

Ii 
;1 

Female % 

44.6 
54.0 
62.5 
80.7 

68.9 
61.2 

; ~. 
65.9 ! 
59.5 

57.6 
59.9 
69.9 
79.4 
73.0 

64.6 
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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 the more likely 

they are to be female, and 3) females are 1.5% 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 

characteristics, notable variations from the Average Profile are noted for the following problems:" 
-- .. \\ 

1. Of the 74.8% of the sample whose problem behavior is due to the home situation, females 
under 11 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile of Status Of· " 
fenders by gender. 

2. Of the 7~ .5% of the sample whose parents were identified as having inadequate parenting 0 

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

3. 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. 

:, 
'r'. 

4. Of the 51:5:2% 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. 

5. 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. 

6. Of the 42.6% of the sample experiencing parental abuse and neglect, females over 16 
years old are more often identified than in the A verage Profile. 

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

8. 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. 

Program Recommendations for Status Offe!1ders 

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 (: 

o 
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(question 01 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" 
Q 

far,each of these 21 alternatives. 

TABLE IV 

rroBramfAlternat~ves for Status Offenders Percent Benefitting 
(Quite or ExtremelY) 

1. Adult Volunteer 54.8% 

2. Alternative School 40.9% 
0 

3, Benefit from Family Counseling 51.3% 

4. Close Security Detention 6.6% 

5. Counseling 43.3% 

6. Drug/Alcohol Education 37.1% 

7. Dr.,ug/Alcohol Treatment 16.4% 

8. EXceptional Children's Education 31.9% , 

9. General Foster Care 13.0% 

10. Group Home 28.8% 

11. In·Patient Psychiatric Care 6.1% 

12. Intensive Psychiatric/Psychological Care 27.8% 

13. Job Placement 67.2% 

14. Parenting Sk.ills 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 Daily Environment 37.2% 

20. Temporary Shelter Care 10.2% 

21. Vocational Education 42.7% 

11 .. 14 
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Appendix 2 contains the charts from which this section is drawn. 

As rioted earlier in this report the Status Offender Average Profile for North Carolina 0/1 these 

basic demographic characteristics is: 

A verage Profile of Status Offenders 

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) 43.9 
rural (less than 2500) 56.1 

FAMILY lNCOME * 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 eligi­
bility ranges. 

\. 

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

survey who are recommended for the following pro~irams: 

1. 

2. 

13. 

Of the 26.6% of the sample needing spedialized foster c!lre, 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, £hildren between 14 and 
16 years old and children from rural areas are more likely to be recommended than in the 
Average Profile. 

4. 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. 

5. 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. 

II - 15 
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6. ' Of tIle 31.9% of the sample needing exceptional education programs, males and children 
'0 from famllle$ making less than 65% of the State's median income are more likely 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 than In the Average Profile. 

S. Of the 16.4% of the sample needing drug/alcohol 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 rlO significant demogra.phic variation it should be noted that while 
51.3% of the survey were recommended for family counseling, only 18.3% of all families 
were felt to be willing to participate in this treatment program if it were offered. 

,?crnographic Characteristics of Most Recommended Programs for Status Offenders 

ror a more detailed examlnation l 10 of the most frequently recommended programs are 

highlighted in the next part. -rhe eight most recommended non-residential programs and the two 

most recommended residential programs have been selected and crosstabulated by age, race, loca-
'Z,-::-> ..... 

tlon and income level , controm~~t gender. (See Appendix 5.) 

Tho Average Pro file of Status Offenders by Gender is repeated in Table III within this part 

for easy reference. No~.able variations from the Average Profile are highlighted following Table III. 
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TABLE (II 

Average Profile of Status Offender by Gender 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old ...•..••.......•.•....••..... 55.4 
From 11 - 13 Years Old ........................... 46.0 
From 14 -15 Years Old ..........•.•.•...•.•..... 37.5 
Over 16 Years Old ............................... 19.3 

Residential Location 

Urban .•....................•..•............. 31.1 
Rural ......................................... 38.8 

Race 

White .........•...... , ....................... 34.1 
Black •...•....•••.....•.•.••••••••.••••...••• 40.5 

Income 

Under $ 5,000 .......•..............•••..... . 42.40 
5,001 - 8,000 ......................... 40.1 
8,001 . 12,000 ......................... 30.1 

12,001 -15,000 ................•....... 20.6 
Over 1 5 ,000. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . • . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 'l-J. . .Q 

TOTAL .............................. 35.4 

Female % 

44.6 
54.0 
62.5 
80.7 

68.9 
61.2 

65.9 
59.5 

57.6 
59.9 
69.9 
79.4 
73.0 

64.6 

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

() 

2. Of the 51.4% of the sample needing recreation programs, females under 11 years old C 

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. 

3. 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. 



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

5. 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. 

6. Of the 40.9% of the sample,:Beeding 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. 

7. 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. 

8. 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. 

9. Of the 26.6% of the sample needing specialized foster care, males under 13 years old, 
females over 16 years old I and females with an average family income of $12,000 to 
$15,000 per year are recommended more often than in the Average Profile. 

crosstabulatlon of Problems and Programs 

1\ 

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

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

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

(Program recommendation controlling 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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Percent of Sample 
Displaying Problem 

Behavior by 
Program 

Recommendation 

Lack of Positive 
Social Interaction 
Iwith Peers 
Incapable of 
Accepting Externally 
Imoosed Discioline 

Truancy 
Problem Behavior 
Due to the Home 
Situation 

Inadequate 
Parenting Skills 

Slow Learning 

Parental Abuse a'nd 
Neglect 

Lac;k of Po~itive 
Self-Image 0 

Lack of Job Skill!. 

Anti-Social Bdldvior 

I)/l 
c:: 
~ 
VI 
c:: 
:::s 
0, 

W 

54.5 

45.6 

45.8 

44.4 

42.4 

45.1 

48.0 

S8.0 

39.9 

C) 
45.4 

TABLE V 

Problems by Programs 

"0 -
I.JJ 0, 

0 
~ ...c: 

u "0 
~ V'l Q) IJJ 
V'l ~ E i\1 0, I)/l '';:; c:: c:: :t: 0, .;:; ru 

'';:; C 0-c:: ... :;:l ru 
Q) Q) u ... .:!:: 0 

.0, ru ... 
0.. ~ (,!) > 

52.8., 51.4 33.1 53.9 

47.9 47.1 36.1 44.8 

50.9 43.8 31.7 43.8 

49.8 41.6 33.8 42.7 

49.5 44.9 32.6 44.4 

46.7 57.3 27.9 55.5 

47.2 46.4 38.3 44.7 

44.5 52,4 34.'1 56.7 

49.3 53.1 32.9 53.9 

49.7 44.2 35.5 47.2 

~ ru 
U . ... 

"0 ~ Q). .... 
IJJ Q) VI ... - Q) 0, 

C 0 
.... u.. Q) c:: 

E .I: :;:l c:: "0 0, '0 Q) u 0, .~ u 
=< > .~ ru "iii 0::: b:o ... 

~ 'u "5 .0 :::s "0' 
u Q) 

0, ... Q) 0-- 0 < ~ V1 

(I 

75.2 47.5 66.7 63.1 28.9 

69.0 36.8 50.1 46.2 36.2 

66;6 37.6 58.3 56.3 28.1 

66.1 38.4 59.6 Sl.9 31.8 

68.9 36.2 58.0 50.8 31.5 

75.4 36.4 61.6 '52.7 ·29.1 

68.5 39.S 65.4 58.7 37.9 

78.3 43.9 62.8 56.8 31.0 

..) 

80.4 51.0 59.4 57.9 3~.2 

(\ 

70.6 43.1 54.4 51.9 30.6 
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Percent of Sample 
R~s:()mmended for 

Program by 
Problem 

Counseling 
'1"" 

P~rcntlng SkiJIs Ed. 

Alternative School 

Vocational Education 

" 

Job Placement 

Drug/Alcohol 
Education, 

Group HOlTlc 

Adult Volunteer 

Recreation 

Specialized Foster 
Care 

.~ ~' 
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u V +l"'C o V Co v Vlc.. 8 1/1 
V.J:. u 8-> .... <5 :E·~ 
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4-ot ::0 ra .: 

[E] ~~ !'II V U 
u~ U>"(III 
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58.0 49.9 

' 49.4 46.1 

58.0 54.7 

58.2 49.7 

51.7 48.7 

59.0 47.1 

53.1 59.5 

56.2 43.4 

56.6 42.6 

50.2 64.4 

TABLE VI 

~rograms by Problems 
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V 1/1 

!'II '0= ::I 2 ::I. !'II .-

f!: r::~ 
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76.5 76.6 71.8 

74.7 75.4 73.7 
/~\ 

17.6 76.1 80.7 

74.2 74.6 76.4 

71.9 73.6 75.4 

73.3 77.3 71.7 

79.9 87.8 83.2 

77.1 81.3 ' 77.7 

79.3 75.4 72.6 

76.5 89.4 87.0 
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40.0 47.1 68.5 26.0 44.3 

36.4 40.7 56.0 28.3 42.6 

• 
53.9 48.3 65.6 36.7 45.8 

50.0 44.6 68.0 35.6 46.8 

• 
43.1 43.5 59.7 33.8 44.5 

'\<. 

37.7 45.4 60.5 38.8 49.2 

• 
37.3 56.7 60,6 32.3 52.3 

43.2 50.8 58.7 30.6 42.0 

• 
39.4 "48.6 56.6 31.8 42.7 

42.1 60.8 59.6 35.2 48.6 
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These tables are presented without evaluation for the general information of the reader o:c In 
I" 

interpreting this data one should keep iii mind that in Table V just the 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 experiend'ng these problems. 

Table Vi is examining just the youth who were recommended for each of these program 
,:.' 

types. Reading 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. 
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Characteristics of Youth at Risk 
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Demographic Characteristics of the Yoyth at Risk 

The purpose of this part of the report is to portray sele.cted characteristics of <the Youth at 

Risk population in North Carolina. The term Youth at Risk is used in 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 population 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 c~unselors, 

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 comparatively in the analysis of the latter parts. 

Part two addresses problems of the Youth at Risk with 24 problems idelHified within the 

questionnaire as contributing ·.to the problem behavior of the Youth at Risk population. These 

problems are defined, and the cf~mographic characteristics for each population are displayed in 
!, 

Appendix 1. Notable variations from the Average Pwfile of YOllth 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/ocation and income level. 

• 

• 

Programs to address the problems of the Youth at Risk are presented jn part three. Twenty­

one programs idcntifil'd by the survey are displayed by frequency, Arlemogtaphic breakdown for 
" , 

each program rccomml'ndation is also included in Appendix 2. Notable variations from the Av<:rage 

Profile of Youth at Rbl<. are then highlighted. Twelve of the most recommended progrclOls (2 
C' 

1I ~ 25 

" 

I 
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residential, 10 nO/i-residential), are then examined in more detail controlling for gender and cross-

, , ' 

tabulating by age, race, residential location and Income level. 

The flnal section of this par( is a crosstabulation of the 10 problems listed in section two with 
,.;/~'" 

the 12 p;;'gran) recommendations listed in section three. Table XI controls for problems and , 

= i ~\ dlsplays{bypercentage the program recommendations. Table XII controls for program recom- \, 

mendatlons and dIsplays by percentage, the jdentified problems. 

Table vn below presents an average profile of the Youth at Risk population. 

SEX 

ACE 

LOCALE 

FAMILY INCOME * 

TABLE VII 

Average Profile of Youth at Risk 
.-::::_1 

male 
female 

under 11 years 
11 to 13 years 
14 to "6 years 
over 16 years 

urban (greater than 2500) 
rur<ll (less than 2500) 

71.2% 
28.8 

20.6 
30.6 
48.4 

.4 

38.3 
61.7 

~ess than 65% median income 88.6 
fiiJm 65% to 80% median income 3.3 

!II These Income levels were selected to offer comparative data with 
tlll' Title XX l'ligibility categories, 

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

(71.2%), I.lt1der 13 ye<}rf. old (51.2%), lives in a rur~1 setting (61.7%) and comes from a family whose 

Income Is less th"n 65% of the St,ltc's median (88.6%). 
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Problems of Youth at Risk 

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

Table VIII lists by frequency each of those 24 problems. 

TABLE VIII 

Problems of Youth at Risk 

Frequency 

1. Lack of Positive Social Interaction with Peers 61.8 

2. Incapable of Accepting Externally Imposed Discipline 52.0 

3. Anti-Social Behavior 80.1 

4. Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior 65.3 

5. Slow Learning 51.0 

6. Truancy 36.4 

7. Suspension 40.8 

8. Lack of Job Skills 12.5 

9. Incapable of Functioning in Regular School Environment 49.4 

10. Problem Behavior Due to Home Situation 78.7 

11. Infeasibility of Returning Child to Home After Treatment 30.8 

12. Incapable Q:f,Functioning Acceptably in the Home 40.6 

13. Inadequate Parenting Skills 63.3 

14. Parents Unwilling to Cooperate with Treatment Program 55.2 

15. Parental Abuse and Neglect 61.4 

16. Poor Living Conditions 3.0 

17. Lack of Positive Self-Image 63.3 

18. Drug and Alcohol Abuse 8.8 

II ' ~ 
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Problem Frequency 

19. Emotionally Disturbed 49.3 

20. Mentalfy Retarded 13.8 

21. Pregnancy .8 

22. General Health Deficiencies 3.6 

23. Severe Physical Disorder/Handicap "0.7 

24. Inadequate Recreational Activities 74.3 

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

problem ~efinltlons. Notable variations from the Average Profile of the Youth at Risk population 

are noted In the following problem categories: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

S. 

G. 

7. 

8. 

II -2,8 

Of the 36..4% of the sample 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 
chfldrcn from urban areas are more often identified than in the Average Profile. 

" v 

Of the 49A% 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 s,,/nple 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 P~~file. 

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. 
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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 

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

\'. 

TABLE IX 

Average Profile of Youth at Risk by Gender 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old ............................. 86.1 
From 11 ·13 Years Old ................•......... 74.8 
From 14 -16 Years Old ............... 1\ ••••••••••• 62.S 
Over 16 Years Old .............................. 69.4 

Residential Location 

Urban ............ , ......•................... 68.7 
Rural .............. , ......•................... 72,7 

Race 

White ............................... " ... , ... 72.2 
Black ...........................•............ 69.3 

Income 

Under $ 5,000 ............................... 69.7 
S,OOl. 8,000 ...•.....•.............. 72.~, 
8,001 - 12,000 .......•..........•..... 70.8 

12,001 - 15,000 ...........•......••.... 72.1 
Over 15.000. 'f" ...... • 11 ............... to ............ f/ .......... ~ 

TOTAL ..............•.•..••....•.... 71.2 

Female % 

13.9 
25.2 
37.S 
30.6 

31.3 
27.3 

27.8 
30.7 

;1 

'\. 
30.3 
2;7.8 
29.2 
27.9 
23.6 

28.8 

~ 

" 



1, 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. 

2. Of the 5.2% of the $ample who are incapable of accepting externally imposed discipline, 
maiesover 16 years old and males from families with over $15,000 annual inco/l'le are 
more often identified than in the Average Profile. 

3. Of the 65.3% of the sample who have unacceptable aggressive behavior I males from 
families with over $15,000 annual income are more often identified than in the Average·· 
Profile. 

4. Of the 78.7% of the sample whose problem behavior is due to the home situation, females 
over i3 years old are more often identified than in the Average Profile. 

5. 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 
arc more often identified than in the Average Profile~ 

6. Of the. 61:4% of the sample experiencing abuse and neglect, females over 16 years old 
arc more often Identified than in the Average Profile. 

7. Of the 63.3% of the sample lacking a positive self-image, females over 16 years old are 
1110re often Identified than in the Average Profile. 

8. Of the 51 % of the sampl~ who are slow learners, males over 16 years old are more often 
Identified than in the Average Profile. 

Prosram 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 01 tJlrough 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-Qne alternatives were included in thi"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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1. 

• 2. 

3. 

4. 

• 5. 

6. 

7. 

• 8. 

9. 

10. 

• .11. 

12. 

13. 

• 14. 

15. 

16. 

• 17. 

18. 

19. 

• 20, 

21. 

• 

• 

TASLE X 

Program Recommendations for Youth at Risk 

Program 
(I 

Adult Volunteers 

Alternative School 

Benefit from Family Counseling 

Close Security Detention 

Counseling 

Drug/Alcohol Ed ucation 

Drug/Alcohol Treatment 

Exceptional Children's Education 

General Foster Care 

Group Home 

In-Patient Psychiatric Care 

, Intensive Psychiatric/Psychological Care 

Job Placement 

Parenting Skills Education 
'~ 

Placement with Relatives 

Recreation 

Remedial Education 

Specialized Foster Care 

Structured Daily Environment ) 
Temporary Shelter Care I 

Vocational Education 

Frequency 

72.9% 

45.2 

69.5 

2.4 

70.2 

56.0 

40.8 

46.2 

6.1 

10.4 

4.4 

55.3 

49.4 

65.8 

3.6 

74.3 

49.7 

14.0 

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 

Avera,~ Profile for Youth at Risk: within the populations of youth recommended for these 21 

. programs are noted as follows: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Of the 6.1% of the sample needing general foster care, children from rural areas are 
recommended more often than In the Average Profile. 

Of the 7.6% of the sample needIng temporary shelter care, females and children 14 to 
16 ~(cats 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 needling 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 Merage Profile. 

o.f the 56% of the sample needing drug and alcohol education, males and childreh be­
tw~en 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. 

WhlJethcre was no significant demographic variation, it shoUld be noted that while 
69.5% of the survey were reSommended for familY' counseling, only 34.5% of all fam­
mes were felt to be Willing' participate In this treatment program if it were offered. 

j 
1/ 

'/ 
1.( 
'~", 

pOll1o§raehlc Characteristics of Most Recommended 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 3ge, rilce, location and Income level controlling for gender. The Average Profile for Youth 

,'J at RIsk by sender Is repeated in this section for easy reference. Notable variations from the Average 

Profile are highlighted beginning on the following page. 
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TABLE'IX 

Average Profile of Youth at Risk by Gender 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old .......•..•.......•.•...•..•. 86.1 
From 11 -13 Years Old ..•...•.........••......•. 74.8 
From 14 - 16 Years Old •.....•..•.....•. , •.....• . 62.5 
Over 16 Years Old ....•....•......•• , ..•......•. 69.4 

Residential Location 

Urban ................. , ....................• 68.7 
Rural .......................•................ 72.7 

Race 

White ...................•......•....•..•..... 72.2 
Black ......................••....•........••. 69.3 

Under $ 

Over 

Income 

5,000 .. " . " . " ,. " oil " " .. " " • " " " ...... " .. " .. '" ..... " 69.7 
5,001 - 8,000 ............•........... 72.2 
8,001 -12,000 ...................•.... 70.8 

12,001 - 1.5 ,000 .............•.......... 72.1 
15,000 .... ~ ....... , ................•.. 76.4 

TOTAL 71.2 

; 

(( . 

Female % 

.13.9 
25.2 
37.S 
30.6 

31.3 
27.3 

27.8 
30.7 

30.3 
27.S 
29.2 
27.9 
23.6 

'28.8 

',j 

1. Of the 10.4% of the sample needing group home placement, males petwcen 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 fOl' this program. 

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

3. 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. 
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4. Of the 55.3% of the sample needinglntensive psychiatric or psychological care, females 
over 1G years old are recommended more often than in the Average Profile. 

S. or the 70.2% of the sample needing counseling services, males over 16 years old are 
recommended more often than in the Average Profile. 

6. Of the 65.8% of the sample whose pal'cnts arc in need of parenting skills education, 
females over 16 years old are noted more frequently than in the Average Profile. 

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

8. 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 
tills program than In the Average Profile. All children oVer 16 years old who were recom­
mended for this program were males. 

9. 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. 

to. Of till.! 56% of the sample needing drug or alcohol edUcation, males over 16 years old 
are recommended more often than in the Average Profile. 

11. Of the 72.9% of (he s,lmple needing an adult volunteer j males over 16 years old are 
recommended more often than in the Average Profile. 

£r.~)!I~tabul.ltj(}n of Problems and Programs 

III thi!t part, the 10 most significant problems are crosstabulated with the 10 most recorn-

mended program~; additiofl,lIly I the two most recommended residential programs are included in 

r"ble Xl wlect> the children identified as having one of these 10 problems and displays by per-
" 

(;cnt,lgeqill.' prugr:tm recommendations for those children in each category. (Program recommenda-

fions tontmllmg flit pmhlem!.>.) 

T.lbh.l XII select) the children recommended for each of the 12 programs and displays by per­

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

for program recommendations.) 
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TABLE XI 

Programs Controlling for Problems 

Percent of Sample 
Recommended 
for Program by 

Problem 

Group Home 

Specialized Foster 
Care 

Istructured Daily 

76.2 64.0 

76.3 67.7 

Environment 66.8 52.9 
Intensive Psychiatricl 
Psychological 
lcounselin!7 70.3 58.1 

!Counseling 

Parenting Skills 
Education 

68.2 57.3 

65.8 54.0 

Remedial Education 70.0 57.6 

Vocational Education 69.6 56.8 

88.5 79.4 97.3 92.5 12.6 80.1 76.5 43.7 

86.5 76.0 96.1 90.~ 75.7 81.S 76.8 47.1 

82.0 68.2 79.8 62.1 52.2 63.6 68.8 51.9 

85.1 74.8 84.0 65.2 51.2 68.4 72.0 47.5 

83.6 71.2 83.8 65.0 55.5 66.0 69.0 50.5 

81.6 67.7 81.4 61.8 51.2 64.3 66.3 63.0 
I 

81.8 70.9 82.2 67.4 55.1 68.2 71.9 58.0 

79.9 71.4 82.7 68.1 55.8 67.3 52.8 52.9 
~-------------+----+---~~----~~'~I ---+----+---~----+_---+----+_--~ 

Job Placement 

Drug/Alcohol 
Education 

~dult Volunteers 

Recreation 

61.4 54.1 

63.5 53.8 

66.9 53.2 

64.8 51.3 

79.0 64.8 78.6 64.0 54.1 66.3 67.3 56.0 

83.2 67.2 81.3 64.3 53.1 68.6 66.7 52.2 

82.6 6i'.7 81.2 65.5 54.1 64.5 68.5 51.9 

;", 

81.8 67.4, 79.3 62.1 53.2 62.1 66.8 52.3 
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Percent of Sample 
Experfenclng 
Problem by 

Progr,am 
Recommendations 

;', . J I 

Lack of Positive 
Social Int(mlction 
with Peers ,. 
'Incapable of 

TABLE XU 

f.!:.gbfems Controlling for Programs 

7.9 10.7 42.3 38.8 47.9 43.3 34.8 33.5 30.3 35.6 48.8 48.2 

Accepting E:l<ternally 
.Imeose~kf)ls~lellne i 6.1 9.S 33.5 32.1 40.2 35.S 28.7 27.3 26.7 30.1 38.8 38.2 

Anti-Social ~chavi()r 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 . 
.Aggressivt~ Behav~! 8.3 10.6 43.2 41.3 50.0 44.6 35.3 34.3 32.0 37.7 49.4 50.1 
I'roblcm Bch.wlor 
Due to the H~tmc 
M!uMlol1, II~ 10.1 13.4 50.6 46.4 58.8 53.5 40.9 39.8 38.8 45.5 59.2 59.0 

Inadequate 
Parenting Skills 9.612.739.336.045.740.633.532.831.636.0 47.846.1 
ParentallJnwllllngncss 
to Cooperate with· 
Treatment 7.6 10.6 33.0 28.3 39.0 33.7 27.4 26.8 26.7 29.8 39.5 39.6 
........ "'~ • I 

Parental Abuse and 
Neglect 

Lack of Positive 

8.3 11.4 40.3 37.8 46.3 42.3 33.9 32.4 32.8 38.4 47.0 46.2 

t-S_el .... f"I_I'tl_a-.gc ___ -r-.;;;..8 . .;;;..0~10;..;..7~4.;;;..3.;..;;.6~32.;.8 48.5 43.6 35.7 33.4 33.3 37.4 49.9 49.7 

Slow learning 4.5 6.6 32.9 26.2 35.5 32.1 28.9 27.0 27.7 29.2 37.8 38.9 
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I.) 



• 
Q 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• o 

" 
IJ 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

--------------------r' ? 

Comparative Analysis o(Status Offenders and Youth at Risk 

Having examined in depth the Status Offender and Youth at Risk populations in term$ 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 particular interest and 

utility to those wishing to plan effectively for program development and implementlltion. 

This comparison of the two populations could also be a beneficial prevention tool in pre: 

dicting which adolescents in the Youth at Risk population are in the greatest danger of advancing to 
f'., . 

/ ~ 
the Status Offender category and thus formally ent .. ~,~ig the juvenile justice system. The ability 

o 

to pinpoint similarities and differences between these two populations can no doubt increase one's Co 

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 mayor may not be a significant hindrance to comparIson. 

First! there may be some coloration of data supplied in this survey due to conceptual and/or per­

ceptual differences inherent in the professions. It is conceivable that professionals in the field of 0 

education, Who provided much of the data for the Youth at Risk population, and court counselors, 

mental health workers, and sociapworkers, 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 greatest concern, and what type program might best impact a given 

problem. 

Second, the two sample populations were chosen in a different fashion. Whereas children 

were included in the Status Offender popUlation on the basis of having a retained petition for an 

undisciplined offense, inclusion in the Yout~ at Risk population was determined by a given schooJls 

chief disciplinarian who was asked to identify those children who had had two or more seVere 

disciplinary actions taken against them. 



\ 

Third, because t~~ responsibilIties and objectives of the professional~ who provided data on 

these two groups are different, their ordering of problems and program priorities may not be 

totally amenable to comparison. For example, a (loun counselor may have a primary objective of 

keeping a child in SChoof as a part of his probation order, whereas the child's teacher may see his 

absence from class as a positive thing if this particular child is disrupting the teacher's effort .ilt 
\' '-- \,) 

attaining his prime objective - to educate the majority of children receptive to his instructional 

efforts. 

A fourth consideration is that the Status Offend~r and his concommitant problems may be 

perceived dIfferently from the Youth at Risk as a function of having been identified'and !abeled 

,.5 a Status Offender. 

Finally I~he questionnaire used to gather these data was not intended to provide distinctions 

b~tween these two groups of adolescents on behavioral/personality differences that one might 
\' '., 

'(\ . 
'\,rt)~um($ to exist. ., 

o 

In short, the problem of trying to compare the data on these two populations may not be as 

oovert;, as trying. to compare apples to oranges, but one may indeed be comparing red delicious 
I' 

af)ph~$ t'> winesaps, some of which came to ma,!;ket under very different circumstances. 

Within the framework of the qualifications regarding the information base, there are notable 

simllflrltie~NUld dls51I1lil~\rities hefween the two population groups. 

11le most outstanding difference between the Status Offender population and the Youth at 

Risk populatil\n is In gender. Females prcdomin'lte the Status Offender population (65%); males 
\ 

predominate tht' Youth at 'Risk population (71%). 

A second noti.lble, and programmatically critical. variance between the groups Is in age. The 

Status Offender population clUsters around the 14 to 1 G years 6f age category (67%) with only 14% 

of this group under ~·~,;yei\rs old. On the other hand I the Youth at Risk popUlation is predomi· 
,:, \ ,. ~.":: 

c,1f':: "--' 

mnely' younger with the under 14 year oid category comprising 51 % of the group, while 48% falls 

between the .1ges of 141016 yQars. 
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The third and final major dissimilarity between the groups is that the Youth at Risk 'poP\da .. 

tion is perceived as a much more aggressive group of adolescents than the Status Offender popula~ 

tion. This finding is derived from the problem analysis in Part II of this report when the problems 

of "anti.socialpehavior" and "unacceptable aggressive behavior" are examined. By comparison, 

80% of Youth at Risk exhibited I'anti-social behavior,t while only 42% of the Status Offenders were IJ 

identified with this problem. Furthermore, 65% 'Of the Youth at Risk population exhibited "umtc-
l' '0 

ceptable aggressive behavior" while only 26% of Status Offdners were identified with this problem. 

The similarities between the populations are also noteworthy. For the purpose ofthis analysis, 
f./ ". " ' a similarity is defined as any condition that over 50% of both popurations 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 the 

~hildren come from poverty.level home situations - 54% of th~ Status Offenders and 88% of the 

Youth at Risk live in homes with a family income less than 65% of the State's median ... ' 

Problematically I the popUlations maintain some inJeresting consistencies. Not surprisingly J 

inadequate recreational activities is a problem for both groups - 51 % for Status Offenders and 74% 

for the Youth at Risk. Another condition shared by bothi'~roups is .that their problem behavior is ,. 

due to the home situation. This in itself i~ not particuarly enlightening since it basically confirms 

the conventional "wisdom. What is noteworthy is the magnitude of this problem. Seventy-five 

percent (75%) of the Status Off~nders and 79% of the Youth at Risk come from home situations 

that contributed to inappropriat~ behavior. 

The other shared proMems of the populations are: parents with inadequate parenting skills; 

parental unwillingness to cooper'ate with a treatment program; and the lack of a positive self·image. 
\) 

These problems are very likely a function of the predominant problem of a poor home situation. 
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14 $hed further .~ght on the problem of the inadequate home and its relationship to inappropriate 
/1 

('/ 

bf:blVlor the nextp~rt of the report deals with thhi problem in more detail. 

Comparative! analY5ls of program re(;ommendations indicates that the primary need for the 

Statu$ Offender population ;s an adequate living situation and a lob. BeSides job placement, thlJ 

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

coun~nnB (51.3%),adult volunteer (54.8%) and recreation (51.4%). 

Youth .at Risk are recommended twice more Qften than Status Offenders for: structured 

diJUy envIronment (63.3%)1 intensfve psychlattic/psychological care (55.3%), and drug and alcohol ,. 

trc.;nm~mt (40.8%); 50% more often for: counseling (70.2%L parenting skills education (65.8%), 

recreation (74.3%)1 and drug and alcohol education (56%). 

Tho most sJgnlflcant similarity between the two populations is the high incidence of inade­

quato home sftuathms. III the questionnaire, there were several questions asked concerning the 
\,i 

youth~t fnmily situations. The most general of these is question 81 which asks: "How important 

a contrIbuting f;,c:tor Is the child's home situation to any problem behavior he/she exhibits?" 

Five more speclffc questions were asked concerning various aspects of the home situation. 

The result:t of those questions for each population as a whole were as follows! 

ftatus Offenders Youth at Risk 

1. Inrea~lbillty of Returning Child to 41.3% 30.8% 
Home After T.reatment 

2. 'neal'~ble of Functionlng Acceptably 50.2 40.6 
in the Home 

3~ hlil.deq,Jitte Parenting Skills 73.5 63.3 
0 

4 .. Parent". UnwUHngness to Cooperate 66.3 55.2 
with Trtzttment 

s. Pilfent*,J Abuse and Neglect 42.6 61.4 

U .. 42 
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Table XIII e>tamines 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 problem behavior due to the home situa-

tion. 

This table indicates that the youth identified in question 81 are experiencing Jiluitiple prob-

tems at home and that the problem is of similar magnitude for both the Status Offender and the 

Youth at Risk. 
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Problem 
Behavior 

Due to the 
Home Situation 

Status, 
Offenders 

(74.8%) 

Youth at 
Risk 

(78.7%) 

• 

Infeasibility of 
Returning Child 

Home After 
Treatment 

86.6% 

Chi Square * 
85.76794 

85.8% 

Chi Square 
26.90749 

... One degree of freedom 

. ' • 

TABLE XIII 

Problem Behavior Due to Home Situation 
by 

Five Related Variables 

Incapable of Inadequate Functioning 
~arenting Acceptably 

in the HOp1e Skills 

83.0% 82.1% 

Chi Square Chi Square 
59.10448 131.49657 

85.4% 83.7% 

':-, 

., Chi Squa)~ Chi Square 
37.28287 51.54541 

• • • 

Parental Parental Abuse 
U nwi II ingness and 

to Cooperate with 
Treatment Program 

Neglect 
II 

81.7% 91.3% 
., 

Chi Square Chi Square 
82.79356 178.06284 

(.' 

84.7% 87.9% 

Chi Square Chi Square 
53.66815 \\ 166.07542 

"~ 
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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 th is variable 011 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: 

ftatus Offender Youth at Risk 

1. Lack of Positive Self.lmage 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 XIV 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 IIproblem behav'ior due to the home situ;ltion lJ (25.2% of the 

population) . 

.1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

TABLE XIV 

Five Problems Comparing Problem Homes 
With Non-Problem Homes 

I All Status Problems Due 
Problem Offenders to the Home 

Lack of Positive Self-Image 51.2% 55.4% 

Latk of Positive Social 46.2 48.0 
Interaction with Peers 

Acceptance of Externally 47.4 >48.1 
Imposed Discipline 

Unable to Function Properly 36.1 37.9 
in School 

Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior 26.4 28.0 
.~.-\ 

Non-Problem 
H0015s 

38.5% 

40.4 

44.9 

30.6 

21.S 
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Table' XV compiU'e$ the same data for the Youth at Risk population. 

TASLEXV 

Five Problems Comparing Problem Homes 
• ~ .. . 10 , 

With Non·Problem Homes 

All Youth Problems Oue Non-Problem 
Problem at Risk to the Home Hilmes 
.,.all 

1. Lack otl'ositlvc Sclf"hnage 63.3% 67.0% 49.7% 

2. l.ack of Positive Social 61.8 65.6 47.7 
Interaction with Peers 

3. Acceptance of Externally 52.0 54.6 42.4 
Imposed DiscipJlne 

4. Un~lJlc to Function Properly 49.4 54.2 31.9 
in School 

5. Unflcceptahlc Aggressive Behavior 65.3 67.1 58.7 

For both l,opulations 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 situlltfon. 

• 

• 

• 

• 
" I I 

• 

I • 

An interesting anomaly Is thus presented by the data in that while the two populations are 

()bvlously very different demographically (males 35.4% in the Status Offender popUlation compared 
,.') 
co 

to 71.2%: in the Yuuth at Risk, between 14 and 15 years of age 67% 'Of Status Offenders compared 

to under 14"ycars Qf ilgC 51.2% of Youth at Risk, urban 43.9% of Status Offenders compared to 

38.396 of Youth at Risk, and from families making less than 65% of median income 53.3% for 

StatU$ Orf~nders compared to 88.6% for Youth at Risk), they share in almost identical proportions 

th·~prQbtems 4\$SQei.-.ted w\th poor home Situation (74.8% fo" Status Offenders compared to 78.7% 
1~ 

fo,f' Youth at Risk). When that population experiencing behavior problems due to the home situa-

don is broken down into' more specific problem are~s, the similarities are even more striking: 

o 
• 
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Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

1. Infeasibility of Returning Child 86.6% 85.8% 
Home After Treatment 

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 ani! 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 explanation 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 problem stim-

UlU5, a male's aggressive response may be more likely an o'ffense that is characterized as delinquent 

rather than a non-criminal status offense. 

Our data clearly characterizes the Youth at Risk population as significantly more aggressivlc 

than the Status Offender population. Prima ,facie, this might app~ar to be a strange finding; how .. 

{) 
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evcr, it eould 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 

thU!l skip over the ~tatus Offender classification ent.irely. 

One can sec from these data that the Status Offender population members are recommended 

fur 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 

dnd could be removed from the community if their unacceptable behavior continues. The natural 

concern of th(' juvenile cuurt counselor would be to find a suitable residential placement that could 

~rve as ,m .1lternativc to training school commitment. 

nil' delta prcsclltl.·d and analy led here is no more than the first step toward understanding the 

needs 'lOu problems of ()ur St.He's troubled youth. If nothing more it is hoped that this report 

will stimulate the int('rl'Sf of other concerned professionals and that many of the unanswered 

questions r.\i'l<,d will In' (lddr,,~s<,d in future studies. 
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PART III 

FINDINGS, RECOMMENDATIONS, 
AND CONCLUSION 
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This third and final part presents the major findings from ollr survey of Status Offenders 
,j 

and Youth at Risk. These findings lead us to recommend significant changes in how we address 

the problems of troubled adolescents in North Carolina. The section closes with th~ report's 

conclusion. 

MaiorFindins~ 

1. ploor family situation is the major problem associated with both Status Offender and 

Youth at Risk populations (78.7% of Youth at Risk and 74.8% of Status Offenders). 

2. Much of the poor home situation is attributed to the parents: ~I 

a. lack of adequate parenting skills (63.3% Youth at ~isk, 73.5% Status Offenders); 

b. parents unwilling to cooperate with child's treatment'program (5'5.2% Youth at 

Risk, 66.3% Status Offenders) i 

c. parent .. 1 abuse and neglect (61.4% Youth at Risk, 42.6% Status Offende~s)j 

d. brt>ken homes (41.5% Youth at Risk) 52.6% Status Offenders}. 

3. Gender and age are the most significant demographic differeoces between the Youth at 

Risk (71% male I 51% under 14 years <lId) and the Status Offender (65% female, 67% 

between 14·16 years old). 

4. Job placement is the single most often recommended wogram c(67%) for Status Of ... 

fenders. 

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

(65.3%). 

6. Truancy is a major problem for Status Offenders (72.4%) but not so important for the 

Youth at Risk (36.4%). However1 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 

Youth at Risk are identified as slow learners. 

Recommendations 
llQ;oII 1.110.. P" litt • • '11 ~ E 111' 

North Carolina State policy as codified in G.S. 143B-204 is to elimiIlJate the Status Offender 

from State trdfning schools through the provision of community-based alternatives. The pr~mary 

pur{f<"e of the state-wide needs assessment has been to provide accurate information on the prob-
:ll 

fems being experhmccd by these adolescents and on the program recommendations of local service 

professionals working with Status Offenders. 

In order to effectively Implement the legislath!e intent as stated above, the following recom-

mcmfatlons are presented. Ea,ch recomm.endation is supported by the information presented in 
\~:, 

11f1!1N1 ()f this report. 

Reeommf.mdlltion 1 

:~~f~t~l(~nt er9srams funde~ by the pepartt'l1ent of Human Resources for Status Offender~ 

Y~!t<f3.tsk ~Il~uld ge rcguired to Include a family involvement compallent and in cases where 

R.~r~tltal. uryjwillJnSt)(~SS t~ cooperate with tllcse programs is detrimental to the best Mterest of the 

chll9~ a lOriS r~naeelat~/or out-of·home permanent pl<~cement should be developed and recom­

mended tottle court • 
..,..,J!!;l"nl.Utt: Sl,' A .~ 

For too long thc"l'rimary emphasis of rehabilitative I~rograms has be~n aimed at returning the 

~hild to lhe naturttl fMnily with litde or no attention being paid to the problems within the family 

that have signiffcantly contributed to the chlld·s problem be'havior. 

Ttu:.- fotmify problems identified by this survey include inadequate parenting skills, parental 

itbU5(, and negleCl, and parent..)1 unwillingness to participate in treatment programs. The magnitude" 
\' 
" 
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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 portion of the child's problems. 

Given the finding that from 40% - 60% of the families would be unwilling t.9 cooperate with 

treatment efforts, serious consideration should be given to finding alternative, permanent living 
\1\ 

situ'ations in cases where return to the natural home would jeopardize the best interest of the child. 

Recommendation 2 

District Court judges should be given the authority to hold parents or guardians le:ially 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 participate in treatment along 

with their child, it does not seem unreasonable to require that parents be held accountable 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. ~ 

This recommendation is made with full realiza.tion of the controversy that surrounds this very )­

emotional Issue. However, the information we now pOS!i~SS about the Status Offender population 
\". ,I,.-

leads to no other conclusio~; 

If nothing else, the data in this report deady illustrates that the Status. Offender poses little 
. 0 

threat to tfie security of our communities. Th,e Status OffEinder is generally an adolescent female 
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flcofns 'frQm j pathological home situation or from an educational environment that Is not suiting 

her interests or needs. 

In response to the: concern that Status Offenders (especially the runaway) need secure deten­

tion (or thefr own protection} we suggest that the communitY/lis doing itself and especially the 
I.: 

chUa more harm than good by placing troubled impressionable children in cages at a critical time 

whtln they arc in the greatest need of human warmth and emotional support. 

Thls recommendation implies that a high priority be given to the development of emergency 

IIhelter C;tre and crisis intervention programs to serve as alternatives to secure detention for the 

StatusOffendC!!r. 

Recommendation 4 \\ I> 
l~, )1 

6. reA$ibillt~~ttudy should b~ undertaketi;~~ediateIY regarding lowering the minimum age 
',\ iI 

!!Jl!!.~remel~t for C,Omml!'l,ity co~~sc ilnd technic~llnst,itute admission to age 14 so that youth in the \ 

11 .... to ,1~ ,;tlSC, 8~ouP misht be i\~r()vidcd the 0RP\rtunity of attending either their regUlar public 

~£.!lQ,2,1"9~ ,H!.2.0rK,~owar~!.th~lr hi~h school cquivalcnc~ at a community college. 

ihls recommendi\tion recognizes the significance of truancy in the Status Offender popUlation. 

Uyc fowerlng the minimum age for community colleges, we could open new alternatives for these 

'Youth by promoting tho development of new, innovative approaches to maintaining the interest 

of l4to Hi year old females who are now simply refusing to attend public school. 
I 

R~f:tUnmend.Jt ion 5 

1Jl~tJerpwnvqn ,fhe public $chools and in the community which ~re developed for Status 

c; illremf~rs hware(:~ more to,wnrd the 14 to 16 year old female population. 

Rc\.:mnmoodatioo b 
-,~.l 

~, J!l~,t I ~on~emr.ui9!t on family counselinH, and parent effectiveness training be given in the 

~~1.tI'.0lm!!~,t~! !lCW ~~ms f~,r Status Offenders and Youth at Risk. 
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Recommendations 5 and 6 are based upon the major findings of thls 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 

its efforts on developin'g recreational activities. (I 

Recommenda~ions 7 and 8 again need no elaboration as they are simply highlighting two of 

the major needs identified by the survey . 

Conclusion 

Although this closes the Annual Report of the Community-Based Alternatives Section, we 

intend this report to be the beginnFng of the pr?cess of devising a state-wide, data-based response 

to the needs of children who are and will be involved in the juvenile justic.e system. 

Part I documents the rationale, background I structure and on\"oing activities of the corn· 
'-. \' " 
\\ 

munity-based movement in North Carolina. "") 

Part II portrays some of the infor'mation presently compiled through a state-wide needs 
o 

assessment of the population of non-delinquent youngsters who are dlxhibiting behaviors that could 
o 

lead them toward further involvement in the juvenile justice system. 

Part III lists the major finding~(, of our survey and proposes changes in existing State I,aws. Or' 
, ,,~~\-:.-

policies to improve the services we deliver to these adolescents. 
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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 uf expansion of services knowing what the problems are and knowing what programs will 

be effective in addressing these problems. 

I his i5 not to say that we can solve this major social problem over night, or even that we know 

the definitive dn5WerS to <lll the possible questions that emerge when discussing inappropriate 

"do(rsccn t behavior. However, we do feel that this report will lead concerned individuals to ask 

bl."tter question!) <\/1<1 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 

Qf Status Offenders and Youth at Risk 
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Average Profile of Status Offenders and Y~uth at Risk 

\1 • PROBLEM - Average Profile 

Status Offenders V Quth at Risk 
[J 

• 
Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

• 
SEX Male 35.4% 71.2% 

Female 64.(i 28.8 
I -)'. 

c'~ " 

I AGE Under 11 years old 2~3 20.6 :. Between 11 and 13 years 11.3 30.6 I 
I Between 14 and 16 years 67.0 48.4 

I Over 16 years 19.3 .4 
OJ 

LOCALE Urban 43,9 38.3 j 

Rural 56,1 61.7 
I 

II (('J • PAMI,LY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 53.5 88.6 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 7.2 3.3 

• 

• 

• 

• 
IV ·5 

• 



\:\ • 
~~ 

frobfsn ~ School 

1 f· Lack of Po,Idvt Socia! J.rlteractt~m wIth Peers 46.2% 61.8% • 
2. Incapable- of Acceptrng Externally Imposed Discipline 47.4 52'.0 

3. Antl·Soclal Behavior 42.3 80.1 

4. Ugacceptablc AggressIve Behavior 26.4 65.3 • 
5. Slow Learnlflg 38.4 51.0 

6. Trl..laney 12.4 36A 

Iff 7. Suspensl on/Expurs' on 40.5 40.8 • ! 8. LilCk of Jab Skills 28.2 12.5 

9. Incap:ablc of Functioning Acceptably In Regular School 36.1 49.4 
EnvIronment 

10. Problem Behavior Due to Home SltuaUon 74.8 • 78.7 

11. Inre~$lblHty of Iteturnlng Child Home After Treatment 41.3 30.8 

12. Incapability of Functioning Acceptably In Home SO.2 40.6 

13. Jnadequate Pilrentlng Skills 1'3.5 63.3 • 
14, ~;tnmts Unwlllfng to Cooperate with Treatment Program 66.3 S5.2 

15. r'Mental Abuse/Neglect 42.6 61.4 

Hi. Poor I.Jvrng CQnd~tlons 
(1-:: 

4.3 3.0 

17. La.ck of Posltfvc Self"lmage 51.2 63.3 

18. Drug/Alcohol Abuse 20.7 8.8 

19. Emotionally DIsturbed • 33.7 49.3 

20. Ment*\Uy Retarded 5.5 13.8 

21. PrtBnt\ncy 4.6 .8 

22. Gener .. 1 Heii\lth Defh:iencles 1.2 3.6 • 
23. ~vere PhysiQI DisQrder/H.mdlcap 4.0 10.7 

24. Inadequ.\\u~ Recreational Actlvitie$ 51.4 74.3 

• 
tV-fj ,~~ 

/~, ,), • .<,,-
,~) " 

f! :1\ 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

PROBLEM - Lack of positive social interaction with peers 

Percent.experiencing this problem 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the foll~wing characteristicsr 

S~ M~ 

AGE 

. \ 
/ ' 

LOCALE 

Female 

Under 11 years old 
Between 11 and 13 years 
Between 14 and 16 years 

Over 16 years 

Urban 
Rural 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 

Definition: 

Med ian Income 
Between 65% and 80% of Median 

Income 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

" 46.2% 61.8% 

40.3% 74.6% 
59.7 25.4 

1.8 22.0 
12.1 34.1 
66.2 43.4 
19.9 .05 

() 

40.0 37.8 
60.0 62.2 

61,9 88,0 

If 4.6 2.9 ,\1 
II 

)I I 

Lack of positive social interaction with peers. Children identified with this problem are those 
whom the judges rated as}'QuiteU or "ExtremelyU in answering question C2, I1How 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 problem 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 
Between 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 ;ilccepting 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?" 
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PROBLEM - Anti-social behavior 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 42.3% 80.1% 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 35.8% 72.5% 
Female 64.2 27.5 

AGE Under 11 years old 1.2 20.7 
Between 11 and 13 years 8.3 31.7 
Between 14 and 16 years 69.8 47.1 

Over 16 years 20.7 .5 

LOCALE Urban 38.8 37.9 
Rural 61.2 62.1 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 58.3 87.4 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 5.0 3.7 

Definition: 

Anti-social behavior. Children having this problem are those whom the judges identified as 
exhibiting "anti-social behavior" in question A 15 and those who in the free response section 
noted "theft/' "vulgarity," "disrespectful," "lying," "undisciplined," "uncooperative," and 
sexually promiscuous behavior. 
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PROBLEM - Unacceptable aggressive behavior 

Percent experiencing this problem 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX 

AGE 

LOCALE 

Male 
Female 

Under 11 years old 
Between 11 and 13 years 
Between 14 and 16 years 

Over 16 years 

Urban 
Rural 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 

Definition: 

Median Income 
Between 65% and 80% of Median 

Income 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

26.4% 65.3% 

37.7% 75.7% 
62.3 24.3 

.7 24.2 
10.4 32.8 
68,8 42.5 
20.1 0.5 

44.9 38.1 
55.1 61.9 

57.7 87.5 

1.7 3.9 

Unacceptable aggressive behavior. Children experiencing this problem are those whom the 
judges identified as exhibiting aggressive behavior in question A 15, 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. 
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PROBLEM - Slow learning 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 38.4% 51.0% 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 49.8% 71.5% 
Female 50.2 28.5 

AGE Under 11 years old 3.9 16.6 
Between 11 and 13 years 14.6 31.2 
Between 14 and 16 years 69.1 51.6 

Over 16 years 12.4 .5 

LOCALE Urban 41.4 37.1 
Rural 58.6 62.9 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 63",7 90.9 

Between 65% and 80% of Median '.I 
i 

Income 3.8 3.1 

Definition: 

Slow learning. Children having this problem are those whom the judges identified in question 
C9 as "s{ow learners," those in the free responses section voted as "lazy," "lacking interest I 
motivation," "poor academic achievers," plus those in the free response section of question 
A 15 when the judge noted "excessive tardiness," "under achiever ," and "dropout." 
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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 20.9 
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 A 15 
as "truant," and those noted as having problems with "school discipline and truancy" in 
question C9. 
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PROBLEM - Suspension/expulsion 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 40.5% 40.8% 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 40.7% 67.2% 
Female 59.3 32.8 

AGE Under 11 years old 1.2 4.6 
Between 11 and 13 years 7.7 19.9 
Between 14 and 16 years 79.5 74.7 

Over 16 years 11.6 .8 

LOCALE Urban 46.6 41.7 
Rural 53.4 58.3 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 57.7 90.6 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 6.2 3.3 

Definition: 

Suspension/expulsion. Children experiencing this problem are those whom the judges iden· 
tified in question A 16 as being "suspended and/or expelled." 
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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 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 36.1% 49.4% 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 46.7% 78.9% 
Female 53.3 21.1 

AGE Under 11 years old .5 23.6 
Between 11 and 13 years 11.2 33.4 
Between 14 and 16 years 72.2 42.9 

Over 16 years 16.1 .2 

LOCALE Urban 44.6 37.3 
Rural 55.4 62.7 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 58.8 87.7 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 3.2 3.3 

Definition: 

Incapable of functioning acceptably in a regular school environment. 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 
and talented H in question C9. 
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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 44.9 37.6 
Rural 55.1 62.4 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 53.8 88.5 

Between 65% and 80% of Med ian 
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. 

,,'. 
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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 3.3 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 Less 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, IIIf 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 

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 Youth at Risk 

50.2% 40.6% 

35.3% 70.4% 
64.7 29.6 

2.4 17.5 
12.0 31.2 
64.0 51.0 
21.7 .3 

45.7 42.6 
54.3 57.4 

53.3 88.2 

3.5 3.7 

Incapability of functioning acceptably in the home. Children identified with this problem 
are those whom the judges rated as "Not at All" or "Slightly" in response to question C8, 
/I(-Iow 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)?" 
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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 45.3 

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 
Inco)ne 5.9 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 cooperate with 

treatment program 

.' Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 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 65% and 80% of Med ian • 
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 IISlightly" 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. 
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PROBLEM - Parental abuse and neglect 

Status Offenders Y {)uth 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 v~ars 65.6 45.3 

Over 16 years 18.5 .6 

LOCALE Urban 41.8 37.4 
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 83, "Is the 
child abused at home." Additionally, those with "alcohol and drug abuse/' "neglect or lack 
of supervision," "physical abuse ll as a free response to qpP 5tion B5; those with CClack of 
supervision," "alcohol or drug abuse," "home violence/abuse" as a free response to question 
B6; those with "violence of parents," "violence of siblings," IIlack of supervision," lIalcohoi 
or drug abuse," "other violence" as a free response to question B7 are included to define 
this problem. 

IV·21 

I 

(( 



() 

0 

\ 
'" 

PROBLEM - Poor living conditions 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 4.3% 3.0% 

Percent experienr.ing this problem and 
having th~ following characteristics: 

SEX Male 46.3% 77.4% 
Female 53.7 22.6 

AGE Under 11 years old· 11.6 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," liunsanitary conditions" as a free response to question B6; those with "poor living 
conditions" as a free response to question 87; those with ·'poor home environment" as a free 
response to question C9. 
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PROBLEM - Lack of p~!15itive self-image 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 51.2% 63.3% 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 40.0% 72.1% 
Female 60.0 27.9 

AGE Under 11 years old 1.6 21.1 
Between 11 and 13 years 13.1 31.4 
Between 14 and 16 years 67.9 46.9 

Over 16 years 17.4 .6 

LOCALE Urban 44.3 37.9 
Rural 55.7 62.1 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 58.6 88.1 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 5.9 2.9 

Definition: 

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 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this problem 20.7% 8.8% 

Percent experiencing this problem and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 35.2% 65.2% 
Female 64.8 34.8 

AGE pnder 11 years old 0.0 .9 
Betw~en 11 and 13 years 4.2 10.8 
Betwe\~n 14 and 16 years 62.5 88.3 

Over 16 years 33.3 0.0 

LOCALE Urban 40.0 42.2 
Rural 60.0 57.8 

FAMILY I~COME Less than 65% of 
"\~\ Median Income 46.6 85.8 
Between 65% and 80% of Median 

Income 6.8 3.6 

Definition: 

Drug or alcohol abuse. Children with this problem are those whom the judges noted as having 
"drug abuse" and/or "alcohol abuse" as a problem noted in question C9. 
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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 

, ~'-., 

1._ .J 

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 ,I; the child's aggres­
sive behavior to himself;" those with "withdrawal behavior" as a response to question A 15; 
those with I/serious emotional disturbance," "autism," and "raped" as a response to question 
e9. 
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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 573 65.3 

FAMIL Y 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 Income 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 

Definition: 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

4.6% .8% 

0 % 0 % 
100 100 

0.0 0.0 
3.5 9.2 

75.4 90.8 
21.1 0.0 

57.1 73.3 
42.9 26.7 

55.3 100.0 

9.6 0,0, 

Pregnancy. Children with this problem are those whom the judges identified as "pregnant" 
in response to question e9. 
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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 0.0 2.7 

Definition: 

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 
C9i "inadequate nutrition," "lack of medication or other aids" as a free response to question 
B6j "sick" as a free response to question A 15. 
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PROBLEM - Severe physical disorder or handicap 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent experiencing this prohtem 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 28.8 
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 

FAMIL Y 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," "multiple 
handicaps," "serious disease;" and "serious injury" as a free response to question e9. 
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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 25.4 

AGE Under 11 years old 2.6 22.0 
Between 11 and 13 years 13.9 33.3 
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 

FAMIL Y INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 56.4 88.2 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 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 
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• Average Profile of Status Offenders and Youth at Risk 

PROGRAM - Average Profile 

• Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

!~ 

() 

I, 

• Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 35.4% 71.2% 
Female 64.6 28.8 

• AGE 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 years 19.3 .4 

• LOCALE Urban 43.9 38.3 
Rural 56.1 61.7 

F AMI L Y INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 53.5 88.6 

I Between 65% and 80% of Median 

I. Income 7.2 3.3 

• 

• 

• 
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• 
Program Court School 

1. Group Home 28.8% 10.4% .1 
I 

( 2. Specialized Foster Care 26.6 14.0 

3. General Foster Care 13.0 6.1 
i 

4. iemporary Shelter Care 10.2 7.6 .1 
5. Close Security Detention 6.6 2.4 

6. In-Patient Psychiatric Care 6.1 4.4 

7. Placemel1t with Relatives 14.9 3.6 • 
8. Structured Daily Environment 37.2 63.3 

9. Intensive Psychiatric/PsychologiCtti Care 27.8 55.3 

10. Counseling 43.3 70.2 • 
11. Benefit from Family Counseling 51.3 69.5 

~ 12. Parenting Skills Education 493 65.8 

·13. Alternative School 40.9 45.2 • 
14. Remedial Education 36.4 49.7 

15. Exceptional Children's Education 31.9 46.2 

16. Vocational Education 42.7 48.1 • 
17. Job Placement 67.2 49.4 

18. Drug and Alcohol Education 37.1 56.0 
(1 

19. Drug and Alcohol Treatment 16.4 40.8 • /\ 

20. Adult Volunteer 54.8 72.9 

21. Recreation 51.4 74.3 

• 

• 
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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-hollr 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 pt:'riod 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. 
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PROGRAM - Specialized foster care 

Percent receiving program recommendation 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

(; 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

26.6% 14.0% 

><\\ 
I 

:%EX 
/> 

/ 

AGE 

Male 
Female 

Under '11 years old 
Betw~en 11 and 13 years 
Between 14 and 16 years 

Over 16 years 

34.5% 
65.5 

2.5 
12.0 
62.0 
23.5 

67.5% 
32.5 

19.8 
32.9 
47.3 
o 

LOCALE Urban 
Rural 

31.1 
68.9 

33.9 
66.1 

FAMIL Y INCOME Less than 65% of 

Definition: 

Median Income 
Between 65% and 80% of Median 

Income 

63.7 88.2 

4.8 2.3 

Specializedfo~ter car~. Foster care for children with emotional or behavioral problems. Th~ 
length of stay depends on the child's progress and the chi::j}s home situation. The parents 
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. 

:::::-::::'0 " 
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PROGRAM - General foster care 

Status Offenders Y outhat Risk 

Percent receiving program recommendation 13.0% 6.1% 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 31.7% 72.0% 
Female 68.3 28.0 

AGE Under 11 years old 1.7 17.3 
Between 11 and 13 years 17.5 33.2 
Between 14 and 16 years 51.9 49.5 

Over 16 years 22.9 0 

LOCALE Urban 38.1 29.7 
Rural 61.9 70.3 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 64.5 90.2 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income .8 1.1 

Definition: 

General foster care. The child service which provides substitute care for a planned period for 
a chllqwhen the famiiy or iegal 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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Definition: 

Temporary shelter carl'. 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 nc('d not rell1,tin 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 

FAMIL Y INCOME Less 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 24 h()iiI'S a day and mUSt segregate juveniles from other adult offenders; shouid not be 
used for housing Status Offenders. 
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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 72.9 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 controlled community 
living and manipuiatlon 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 2.4 26.4 
Between 11 and 13 years 12.6 26.4 
Between 14 and 16 years 57.3 47.3 

Over 16 years 27.7 0 

LOCALE Urban 39.6 37.1 
Rural 60.4 62.9 

FAMIL Y 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 55.3 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 eiwironment. 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 

_",E 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 lland 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 4.9 3.5 

Definition: 

Intensive esychiatric/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 55.4 60.4 • 

FAMILY INCOME 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 dlfficulties Qr tQ work 
through emotions, mutual discussion, and interpreting results of tests. Therapeutic counseling 
is the alleviation of behavior difficulties by counseling. 

• 

• 
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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 
relationship. 
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PROGRAM - Families willing to participate in 
family counseling 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent receiving program recommendation 18.3% 34.5% 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 41.6% 70.8% 
Female 58.4 29.2 

AGE Under 11 years old 0 19.3 
Between 11 and 13 years 12.6 29.0 
Between 14 and 16 years 59.9 51.1 

Over 16 years 27.5 .7 

LOCALE Urban 43.6 34.4 
Rural 56.4 65.6 

FAMIL Y INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 43.3 88.2 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 11.5 3.6 

Definition: 

families willing to pii\rticipate htJamily counselin.,s. This question was ask'~d in conjunction 
with the previous one concerning the need for family counseling. The percent receiving this 
recommendation is based upon the total population for each survey group. 
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PROGRAM - Parenting skills education. 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent receiving program recommendation 49.3% 65.8% 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 36.9% 72.1% 
Female 63.1 27.9 

AGE Under 11 years old 3.1 23.0 
Between 11 and 13 years 13.4 32.0 
Between 14 and 16 years 68.6 44.5 

Over 16 years 14.9 .5 

LOCALE Urban 43.8 38.7 
Rural 56.2 61.3 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
55.8 87.5 

Income 8.9 3.8 

Definition: 

Parenting skills education. Special programs for parents of youth who are either at Risk or 
who have been adjudicated as Status Offenders. 

., 
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PROGRAM- Alt.ernative 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
uingjn 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 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent receiving program recommendation 36.4% 49.7% 

Percent receiving progr~m recommendation and 
having the following chan:lcteristics: 

SEX Male 49.0% 76.4% 
Female 51.0 23.6 

AGE Under 11 years old 1.3 18.4 
Between 11 and 13 years 12.0 31.8 
Between 14 and 16 years 72.3 49.4 

Over 16 years 14.3 .4 

LOCALE Urban 42.1 33.3 
Rural 57.9 66.7 

FAM~LY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 64.9 89.6 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 3.9 3.4 

Definition: 

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

() 
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PROGRAM - Exceptional children's education 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent receiving program recommendation 31.9% 46.2% 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX . Male 46.1% 73.9% 
Female ~3.9 26.1 

AGE Under 11 years old 2.5 20.9 
Between 11 and 13 year~. ,j3.6 32.9 
Between 14 and 16 years 70.8 45.8 

Over 16 years 13.1 .4 

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 IQ and highly motivated youth. 
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PROGRAM - Vocational education 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent receiving program recommendation 42.7% 48.1% 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following 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 22.9 .8 

LOCALE Urban 42.5 39.9 
Rural 57.5 60.1 

FAMIL Y INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 56.6 ~)1.2 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 7.6 12.3 

Definition: 

Job elacement. Any program or program component that finds and makes job referrals to 
Individual youth. 
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PROGRAM - Drug and alcohol education 

Percent receiving program recommendation 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX 

AGE 

LOCALE 

Male 
Female 

Under 11 years old 
Between 11 and 13 years 
Between 14 and 16 years 

Over 16 years 

Urban 
Rural 

FAMIL Y INCOME Less than 65% of 

Definition: 

Median Income 
Between 65% and 80% of Median 

Income 

I) ;) 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

38.2% 70.6% 
61.8 29.4 

.9 12.1 
9.1 33.1 

66.5 54.2 
23.5 .6 

46.3 39.2 
53.7 60.8 

55.7 88.5 

4.6 3.0 

Drug and alcohol education. Any type of program aimed at informing young people on the 
dangers of and truth about drugs and alcohol. c; 
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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 
Betw~en 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 

FAMIL Y INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 55.9 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 

Status Offenders Youth at Risk 

Percent receiving program recommendation 54.8% 72.9% 

Percent receiving program recommendation and 
having the following characteristics: 

SEX Male 39.5% 72.6% 
Female 60.5 27.4 

AGE Under 11 years old 2.S 22.S 
Between 11 and 13 years 15.1 33.2 
Between 14 and 16 years 66.3 43.7 

Over 16 years /"fs.s .3 

LOCALE Urban 43.S 39.4 
Rural 56.2 60.6 

FAMILY INCOME Less than 65% of 
Median Income 53.7 88.6 

Between 65% and SO% of Median 
Income 6.2 3.4 

Definition: 

Adult volunteer. Programs in which adults work as volunteers 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. 
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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 
Bctw~en 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 56.4 88.2 

Between 65% and 80% of Median 
Income 7.4 3.4 

Definition: 

,B.ecreatlgn. Any type of activity organizcd around games, crafts" or physical fitness designed 
to positively Impact 011 the usc of leisure time for delinquent and predelinquent youth. 
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• 1\ • • • • • • • • • • 
10 No. 

1-7 
1\ Do Not Write Card No.-J...-. 

8 In 'l'hls S~ce 
A. Please answer the folloWing demographic qUestions about Do Not Write AS. Number of adults other than natura' parents living with 

the child as completely as you can. In This Space child. IF YOU 00 NOT KNOW, WRITE IN THE NUMBER 
(9 ) 

16 AI. Age of the child (a~ of last birthday): 
9-1\) A7. Marital stdtus of natural parents: 

A2. RaCe White 11/ Married ./1/ 

Black 12/ Married (common law) 12/ 
Amorlcan-Indlan /3/ Divorced /3/ 
Other /4/ Separated /4/ 11 

A3. Sex Male 11/ Widowed /51 
Female 121 Never MlIrrled /6/ 

12 
A4. Estimated gross familY Income (dollars per Yilar): Do not know /9/ 

17 
$ 1> -10\)0 111 AS. Number 01 children In family IMnll with child. IF YOU!22. 

NOT KNOW, WRITE THE NUMBER (99) 
1001 ·2000 12/ 18-19 

A9. Sex of head of child's household! 
2001 ·30PO /,j / 

Male /1/ 
3001 -40QO /4/ 

Female 12/ 
4001 ·5000 /5/ 

Do not know 19/ 
5001 '6000 t6/ 20 

AIO. Is head of household: 
6001 '7000 17/ 

7001 ·8000 !8! 
Employed /lI 

8001 '9000 /9/ 
Unomployed 12/ 

9001·10P°1) /lIl1 
Other (specify) /3/ 

10,001 -11,000 /11/ 

11,001 '12,000 112/ 
Do not know 191 2l 

12,001 ·13,000 MI 
All. Location of chUd's residence: 

13,OO~ '15,01)0 114/ 
Urban (over 2500) III 

15,001 - above ,,;,'15/ Rural (under 2500) 121 22 

A12. Grade the child was In last year: 
23·24 No blsls for estimating ;,./ /99/ 

13·14 
A13. Name of school the child was In last yean 

AS. Number of..llAUU:A! parents living with child. IF yi.';U...QS;1. 25-26 
I'/OT KI'/QW, WRITE THE NUMBER (9). A14. Has this child been brought to thO attention of the Court In 

15 In official mllnller. I.e.duvenlle pat1tlon written? -< Yes /1/ 
I 

V. No P-I 1.0 
Do not know /91 27 

{' 
'-: 

(,)< 
J} 

" '\~" 



• • • • • • • • • • • 

A15. What type 01 problem(s) Is th!l child exhibiting In school? Do Not Write A18. Total number of offenses with which Individual has been Do Not Write 
CHECK ALL THAT APPLY. In This Space chargod: In This Space 

Truancy Status (home related) /1/ 
28 46 

Wlthdraw,d behavior Status (school related) /2/ 
29 47 

Aggressive behavior J.D. (probation violation) /3/ 
30 48 

Anti-social behllvlor J.D. (morals) /4/ 31 49 
Uncooperative behavior J.D. (automobllo) M 

32 50 
Other (specifY) J.D. (propilrty crlmo) /6/ 

33 51 
J.D. (drug/alcohol) 17/ 

52 
AU. What type of disciplinary actlon(s) In the schools has bOGn J.D. (violent crime) /8/ 

taken wIth the child: CHECK ALL THAT APPLY. 53 
Other (specify) /9/ 

Pad,dllng -- 54 
34 

suspen.lon 
35 A19. Most recent offense with whIch Individual Is charged. USE 

Expulsion 
36 

APPROPRIATE CODE FROM A18 AE1,OVE. 
55 

Parent conference A20. First offense with whIch, Indlvldua~ was charged. USE 
37 APPROPRIATE CODE FROM A18 ABOVIZ. 

Counseling 56 
38 A21. Most recent sontonce IndivIdual received. 

Staying after !OChool 
39 Probation -_ ...... /1/ 

Other (spKlfY) 
40-41 TraIning school /2/ 

other (specifY) /3/ 
A17. Are any 1110mbers of the child's household receiving: CHECK 57 

ALL THAT APPLY. 

AFDC (Aid to ~pendent Chlldren)-
42 

Modlcald/Medlcaro 
43 

Food \!tImp, 
H 

Do not know 
45 



• • • • • • • • • • • 

8. Based on YOUr t)Xperlences wIth the child and/or his famll~;, 10 No. 66. 15 the healUt of the child threatened by an ImmedIate prob- Do Not WrIte 
please answer the followIng questIons about the child's 110me 1·7 lem In the home? In ThIs SD.IICO 
environment by placing a ( ") on the line above the W6rd or Card No. --l,......_ 
words you f.8el best answer the questions. 8 1-1 U U U U 

B1. How Important a contributing factor Is the child's homo Do Not Write Not at all SlightlY Quite Extremely Do not know 15 
sItuation to any problem behavIor he/she exhibIts? In ThIs Space /01 11/ /'2.1 /31 /9/ 

U U U U u 4 If you checked "Not at all" ( I 
-:- or "Do not knoW" go to 87. 

Not lit all Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 9 

/0/ /1/ 12/ /3/ ;<)/ 

82. Is the Child neglected at home? B6 a. Ploaro describe: 

U U U U U 
Not ~t all Slightly Quito El(tremely Do not know 10 

/0/ /1/ 12/ /31 /9/ 16 

Bl. 15 tM child abUsed at home? 

U U U U U 
B7. 15 the safety of the child threatened by an Immediate prob-

lem In the home? 

Not It 1111 SlightlY Quite Extremely Do not know 11 

U U U U U /0/ It! 12/ /3/ /9/ 
Not at 1111 SlightlY Quite Extremely Do not ","ow 17 

84. If It were needed, how willing WOUld the parents/guardian be /0/ {II 121 /3/ /9/ 
to cooperate with a treatment program which requltos 

~ If you checked "Not at all" r--1 pare.~tal partIcipation? 
or "Do not know" go to sa . 

U U U U U 
Not lit all Slightly Quite Extremely 00 not know l2. 

/0/ 11/ 121 /3/ /9/ B1 a. Please descrIbe: 

85. Is thore a special homet situation (alcoholic p;srent, etc.) thllt 
Is a major contributing factor tel tile child's deviant behavIor? 

Yes ;:"1£5" 18 

No -
88. If resldentla' care were needed, how feasible would the 

Do not know /9/ return of the chUd to the. home be after a period of separa-
J3 tlon? (i 

BSa. Pleafe describe this situation: U U U U U 
Not at aU Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 19 

/0/ 11/ 12/ /3/ /91 

69_ How adeqUate lire the skills of the child'S pllrent or guardian 
for dealing wIth the child? 

- 14 U U U U U < 
Not at all Slightly Qul~e Extremel!! Do not know 20 

0'\ /0/ III 12/ /3/ /9/ -
~ 



• • • • • • • • • • • 

C. Based on your knowledge of tho child, please answer the Do Not Write 
folloWing questions relltad to the child's behavior by placing In This Space 
a (J ) on the line abovetM word or Words you foel best 

C7. How capable Is the child of functioning acceptablY In a rogue Do Not Write 
lar school environment? In This Space 

answer the que.tlons. U U U U U 
Cl. How Important a contributing factor to the child's unaccep. 

tlble behlvlor Is a lack of a positive Image of himself as a 
worthwhile person? 

Not at all Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 27 

/0/ /1/ 12/ /3/ /9/ 

U U U LJ U 
Not at 1/1 Slightly QuIte ExtremelY Do not know 21 

C8. How capable Is the child of functioning acceptably In his 
home environment (I.e., livIng at home, having relative free· 
dam 0ger tho use of free time)? 

\I 
/0/ /11 121 13/ /91 

C2. Howlmportllnt a contributing factor to the child's unaccep· 
table bohavlor Is a lAck of posItive social Interaction with his 
peers? 

U U U U U 
Not at all SlightlY Quite Extromely Do not know 28 

/0/ /1/ 12/ 13 I. /9/ 

U U U 1-1 U 
Not at III Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 22 

C9. Does the child have any of the follOWing conditions or 
problems thllt affect his behavior? CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY. 

/01 /1/ 12/ /3/ /9/ . __ /01 No 

Cl. How capable Is the child of accpetlng externallY Imposed 
discIpline? 

U U U U U 
Not It III SlightlY Quite ExtremelY Do not know 23 

__ /1/ Mental retardation 
29·30 

_12/ Learning dl~-~illty (e.g., dyslexia, hyperkenesls) 

__ /3/ SloW learning 
31·32 

/0/ /1/ 12/ /3/ /91 _/4/ Serious emotional disturbance 

<:4. How likelY Is the child to exhibit unacceptable aggressive 
behavior? 

--/5/ Hearing handicap 
33·14 

U U U U U 
Not at al/ Slightly Quite Extromely 00 not know 24 

-/6/ Speech handicap 

-17/ Blindness or visual Impairment 
35·36 

/0/ /11 121 /3/ /9/ -/8/ Genet/c Impairment 

4 If you chel:..,ted "Not at III" ( I 
or "00 not know" go to C7 • 

-/9/ Orthopedic Impalrmont 
37·38 

__ /101 Autism 

CS. How dangerous Is the !:hlld's aggressive behlvlor to himself? 
_/111 Cerobral palsy 

39-40 

U U U U U 
Not It a" Slightly Quite ExtremelY Do not know 25 

_/121 Epilepsy 

_/13/ Multiple handicaps 
41-42 

/01 /11 12/ /31 /91 _/141 Pregnancy 

C6. How dangerous Is the child's IggrClSslve behavior to others? _/151 Drug abuse 

U U U U U _/16/ Alcohol abuse 

Not at all Slightly Quite Extremely 00 not know 26 

/0/ /1/ 12/ /3/ /91 

N __ /17/ Lack of Job skills \0 

~ 

~) 
_/18/ Gifted and talented :! 
_/19/ Other (please describe) 



• • • • 

O. BaSCId on your experiences with the child and/or his familY, 
please make rocommondatlons concerning an Intervention 
program for the child (assume that the range of programs 
suggested Is a\lallabl!l) I 

01. At thIs time, do You feel It Is In the best Interest of the child 
to be remol/ed from the home environment to an alternative 
living situation? 

u u u u u 
Not at all SlightlY Quite Extremely Do not know 

/P/ /1/ /2/ /3/ /9/ 

~ If you checked "Not at all" ~ 
or "Do not know" go to 02. 

Ola, Which of the following situations would you reccomend as an 
alternative living sitUation for the child? YOU MAY CHECK 
MORE THAN ONE. 

_ 11/ Group home (long term) 

_ /2 / Special foster care (foster parents with special 
skills and/or training) 

--/3/ 

-- /41 

-/S/ 

-/61 

-n/ 

-/8/ 

General foster care 

Group home (temporary shllitered care) 

Close security detention 

In-patient psych Iatric care 

Placement WIth relatives 

Other (specify) 

01 b. Whlch·"f the above would be your: USE APPROPRIATE 
CODE FROM Ola ABOVE. 

<: 
I 

0"1 
UJ 

First choice? 

Second choice? 

Third choice? 

.. 

• 

Do Not Write 
In ThIs Space 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48-49 

50 

51 

52 

• 

02. 

• • • 

How much would the child benefit from a dally program 
which WOUld help to structure hIs envIronment and stili let 
him live a~·home7 

U 
Not at all 

/0/ 

U 
Slightly 

/1/ 

U 
Quite 
/2/ 

u 
Extremely 

/3/ 

u 
Do not know 

/9/ 

03. How much would the child benefit from IntensIve psychi­
atric/psychologIcal care? 

U 
Not at all 

/0/ 

U 
Slightly 

III 

U 
Quite 
/21 

u 
Extremely 

/3/ 

U 
Do not know 

/9/ 

D4. How much would the child benefit from counseling servIces 
(over and above those offered by a Court Counselor); 

u 
Not at all 

/0/ 

U 
Slightly 

/11 

u 
QuIte 
/2/ 

u 
Extremely 

/3/ 

u 
Do not know 

/9/ 

05. How much would the child's family benefIt from family 
counseling? 

mia. 

u 
Not at all 

/0/ 

~ 

" 

u u 
Slightly Quite 

/1/ /2 / 

u 
Extremely 

/3/ 

If you checked "Not at all" or 
"Do n·!)t know" go to D6. 

u 
Do not know 

/9/ 

~ 

• 

How likely 1,5 It that the family would particIpate In family 1 
counseling? 

U U U U U .(,~> 
Not at all Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 

/0/ /1/ /2/ /3/ /9/ 

D6 • How mUch would the child's parent/guaralan benefit from 
education In parentIng skills? . 

u u U 
Not at all Slightly QuIte 

/0/ /1/ /21 

U 
ExtremelY 

/31 

U 
Do not know 

/9/ 

Do Not Write 
In This Space 

53 

54 

56 

• 

) 
I 

57 

58 



• • • • • • • • • • • 
J 

It. a.H<1 on your experiences with the child, please answer the Do Not Write E4. How much would this child be helped by a drug abuse Do Not Write following questions related to supportlvo services for the In This Space traatment program? In This Space child by pllclng 1I (" ) on tho line above tho word or words 
you f .. 1 best answer the questions. U U U U U 

El. How mUch do YOI! think thIS child needs an alternative t<.. Not at al/ SI/ghtly Quite Extremely Do not know 65 
thea regular pUbl/c school eduCAtional setting? /0/ /II 12/ /3/ /9/ 

U U U U U ES. How much would this child bo helped by an alcohol abuse 

59 
education program (prev~ntIVe)? 

Not at all Slightly QUite Extremely Do not know 
/01 III 121 /3/ /9/ U U U U U L, 11 you checked "Not at IIU" or ~ Not lilt all Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 66 

"Do not know" go to E2 • /0/ /1/ 121 /3/ /9/ 

EG. How much would this child be helped by an alcohol abuse 

Ell. How much would this child be helped bY D remedial educa-
treatment program? 

tlon progrlm? U U U U U 
U U U U Not at all Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 67 

LJ /0/ 11/ 121 /3/ /9/ 
Not at all Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 60 

/0/ 11/ 12/ /3/ /9/ E7. HoW much would this child be helped by a relationship with 
a trained adult volunteer (such !~:- a;''<~Blg Brother" or "Big 

Elb. How much would this child be helped by an exceptional Sister")? 
children's \lducatlon program? 

U U U U U U U U U U Not at all Slightly Quite ExtremelY Do not know 68 
Not at all Slightly Quite Extremely Do not know 61 /0/ /1/ 12/ /3/ /9/ 

/0/ 111 12/ /3/ /91 
EB. How much woUld this chl/d be helped by recreatlol1al pro-

Elc. How mUCh would this child be Ilelped by a vocational educa- grams desIgned to encourage his Interest or talent In'"sports, 
tlon progrlm? art, mUSiC, etc.? 

U U U U U U U U U U 69 Not at III Slightly Quit. Extremely Do not know 62 Not at all Slightly Quite Extremely Do ,not know 
/01 /11 12/ /3/ /91 /01 /1/ 12/ /31 /9/ ,.:/'1 

E2. How much would thl. Child be helped by I lob placement 
progtlml 

U U u U U 
63 Not It III Slightly Quit. Extremely Do not know 

/0/ /1/ 12/ /3/ /91 

a. How mUCh would this child be helped by a drug IbU.'" edu· 
~ progrlm (preventive,? -

I' 
'I 

U U LJ U U ~ 
\Q 

'~J Not at III SlightlY Quite Extremely 00 not know 64 
> /0/ 11/ /2./ /3/ /9/ -

\\ 



• • • 
Fl. Information comes from 

Probation officer 

Court counllOlor 

Principal 

Assistant principal 

School counselor 

Teacher 

Social worker 

Mental health worker 

Other (specifY) 

F2. Date qUestionnaire wu completed l 

F3. Name of person completing questionnaire 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

-< 

• • • • 

Do Not Write 

/1/ 
In This Space 

12/ 

/31 

/4/ 

/5/ 
70 

/6/ 

17/ 

/8/ 

/9/ 

l 

(optional) 

• • • 

This survey and the participation of the Center 

for Urban Affairs and Community Services In this project 

are authorized and funded by the Department 01 Human 

Resources under Tltlo XX Contract No. 59281015. 

The Centor for Urban Affairs 
and community Services 

North Carolina State University 
Post Office s.')x 5125 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27607 

• 

1\ 
--- ---- -----~------" 
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APPENDIX 4 

Top Ten Problems of Status Offenders 
by 

Age, Residential Location, Race, and Income Level 
(Controlling for Gender) 

(J 

\') 



• 

'. 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

.; 

• 



----~--------------~ 

• 
Status Offender 

• Problem Behavior Due to Home (74.8% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

• Age 

Under 11 Years Old. 
.... " " " " 0/11 • " " " ~, " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " • " " " " " " " • ,. " 

• .43.3 56.7 

From 11~13 Years Old. .···It~, ......... · ............... , ...... . ..48.1 51.9 

• From 14~16 Years Old. .. " . " " . " .. " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " ., " .... " " " , . " " • • '38.5 61.5 

Over 16 Years Old •.•. 
.. " " " , II " " • " " " " " ... " " " r ,_" l1li " " " " • " " " • " " " " , " " • . lS.2 81.8 o 

• Residential Location 

Urban. . " " " . " ... " . " " .... " " " " " .. " " " " . " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " . " '" " " .. " . " •• 30.5 69.5 

Rural .. 
" " " ••• , II " •• " " " " •• " " " " ••• " " " , " " • " " " " • " " " " " " " " " " " •• " " · .40.2 59.8 

• 
Race 

White . ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ItI ••••••••••• .34.8 65.2 

• Black. 
" ..... " • " 0' •• " " ••••••• " " " • " " • , • " " " " " " " " " " • " , " , " " " , , " " " " 

.40.0 60.0 

Income 

• Under $ 5,000 .... 
• • " • " " " • " .. " e " , " " " " " " .. " " .. " " " " " " " " .. " " " " " " 

.43.3 56.7 

5,OOl~ S,OOO. · .. " " . " . " . " " . " " " " " " " " " " " " " " . " " . " " . " " . " •• 41.9 58.1 

8,001 ~12,OOO. • •• " " ........ " .......... " ... ijo ......... ., •• ., ... .. •• 27.S 72.5 

• 12,001.15,000. • •••••••••••• _ • l1li ......... .t ............... . .. 21.6 78.4 1,'0 

Over 15,000 . ................................. " .................... ., tI 22.5 - 77.5 -
TOTAL ......... ., ... " . c •• " ................. " ••••••••• 35.8 64.2 

• 
IV ·69 

• 



Status Offender 

Inadequate Parenting Skills (73.5% of Survey) 

DemographIc Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old ... ,... ~ ... t ••• , fII ... ill' ! II" .......... "" ................. .. 63.6 

From 11.13 Years Old.;, f'"'' .... "' ........ ., .. " ... " •• tj to: .... flo ........ t.I ••• " 44.8 

Over 16 Y ~ars Old, .. It ••• " • " ..... ~ ............... , .... " .. .; ........ " • It ....... .. 24.6 

Residential Location 

~i' 
Urban ........ II ........ ., It ....... ~ ••• t •• fill ., ~ ... " .. JI • " ................... , .... • 30.3 

Rural, , ......... , . , ~ .. 0/ • It , ..... II •• " ..... 1# .. " , ...... , " •• , ..... , ............. • 43.1 

White .. II II .... 61 ...... if , iii " • ,. " 1/ .. 11 ....... " ............. It " ... t .. ., ...... , ..... It ...... " 37.1 

Black, .... 1- •• t • j ......... ., • , " .................... " , ........ " " " .................. • 43.1 

Income 

Under $ 5,000 ..... .,,, t , ~ ....... 16: .... " ............. " " ... , , " .. " " ............ " .... II. .. " 42.7 

5)001 .. 8,000 •• t !II " • III ... ,. .. __ " ~ .. " ...... ~ • ~ • " " •• " ... " •• " • " •••• • 43.1 

8~OO1~12JOOOe. Ii) Jo_ ......... ....... It ... {" 10"'"" &. 'If ................... 29.3 

12,,001 ~Ji~'y~~ " ,. '9 ..... '" " ............. ., " ......... '" ........ " •••••••• " " 22.2 

Over 15,000., . .. t- .. 1! •• " • tt ., " ...... " • " .. _ • ~ " • " " #,< •• " " '" .. 'If. .. 'to ........ " .. " .. .,. 33.3 -
TOT AL .. 4 .. ~ .. It \. ........ tr • t: • " • " • " , .. , __ '" ....... _ " ....... " ... " " " ... ~ 37.5 

lV .. 70 

36.4 

55.2 

61.9 

75.4 

69.7 

56.9 

62.9' 

56.9 

57.3 

56.9 

70.7 

77.8 

66.7 

62.5 

\\ 
I' 

1,1 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
, 

~} 

• 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Status Offender 

Truancy (72.4% of Survey) 

Demogl'aphic Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old. ....... 41r······It ........... ' ••. ~ ....... . .... 55.4 

From 11·13 Years Old. ••• It •••••••••••• I1' ••••••••••••••••• .... 45.1 

From 14·16 Years Old. •••••• " ................ It 41 " .. " ... " ...... lit .......... " .41.3 

Over 16 Years Old ..................................... "" ... ~'.""'''''''''''''''''''' 21.3 

Residential Lo(:ation 

Urban ...................................... ,., ........... ,.. 0.34.6 

Rural . ...... · ............................. , •.....•.• 0.· ... . '045.1 

Race 

White. .. lip -. 41 .. " .... 41 ;. .... 41 41 ...... " ....... " ... " II " .... ~ 'I " ...... 41 " ... ~ . " " " .. " .... 0 .. 40.3 

Black .......... It " ........ , ~ • " ... " • " " .. " ...... to .. " • " ... " " '" •• " '11 ',' ... " " .. 41 11' " .. 41.4 

Under $ 

OVer 

Income 

5,000 •..•• • • III .. 'I .. , • " " " " ••• 41 • " •• " .. , ..... " ... 41 .... " 

,.., .......... ,,- .................. , .. 5,001. 8,000 ... 

8,001~12,OOO. ...... _.,.,-"' ........ ". .......... ,. ......... . 
12,001-15,000. 

15,000 .. , .... -...... ~ ...................... , ... ~"' ... . 

•. 44.7 

0.43.5 

• 0 35.9 

27.5 

•. 26.4 -
TOT AL .......... ., .... ,. ..... ~ . II. " .................... 0 ............ • 35.4 

Female % 

44.6 

54.9 

58.7 

78.7 

65.4 

54.9 

59.7 

58.6 

55.3 

56.5 

64.1 

72.5 

73.6 -
64.6 



• 
Status:OOender 

Lack of Positive Self.lmage (51.2% of Survey) .' I 
DemographIc Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age • 
Under 11 Years Old" ... III ... t ••• III " ., , ............ " ....... 'III '" ........ , .. '" ....... • 78.S 21.5 

From 11'·13 Years Old,. Ii ...... , .« " ................. "'" ..................... tI .. 48.2 51.8 

From 14-16 Yeflrs Old ••••••••••••• ; ••••••• , •••••••••••..•.••••. 42.3 57.7 • 
Over 16 Years Old. II t>.,. ......... i It; ..... 'I tIi ....... -. "' ................................. 20.9 '79.1 

Residential Location • 
Urban • t • " ... tI •• , , •• Ii • " ...... '0 ......... " .......... " ......... , , It ........ 41 ......... • 34.4 65.6 

Rural t t • , III •• t •• " ......... j " ... '" " ..... III .. III .............. , ... " ........... 11 , ...... • 44.4 55.6 

• 
Race 

White. II " f • 1 ,. • • ' , , • " .. i !II; .... ~ III .. ill ., .. " ...... '" ...... III .. 111 , ........ " ... " III ............ .. 38.2 61.8 

Bla_ck, t 'II ., ... II: ~ ,. ............ III ......... I; ......... " " .. " ... , • ill .... , .... " .. " ...... " ...... .. 46.S 53.5 • 
jncome 

Ut,der $ 5 JOOO. 1\ ••• '" •••••• ,. • , •• It _ ~ • ., • " tr '" ,.. .. ~I ., '" .. ., ..... It •• " • " ., ••• " 53.1 46.9 • 
5,001,.. 8,000 ...... " . " ...... '" ......... __ ............ " ... " .... " .. " .... 40.S 59.5 

8,Qqc,,1 1t12,OOO'll'''' "',. * .... " .. , .. " .. _ .... '" 11 .... " ... _ •• ., ...... ~ ............. 34.1 65.9 

121001.15,000 ...... " _" '"'''' It ... " "'.,,, Ill ...... ' ......................... 30.4 69.6 • 
Over 15-,000 .... , ......... " ... , "It ~ " ........ " ... " ........ "" " III ..... " ................. • 30.0 70.0 

TOT AL i. .' " ..... 1 " ~ , , " It ... ,. • " ..... " • '- ..... , ......... " ...... , ... " ... .. 40.0 60.0 

• 
jv .. 12 

• 



• 
, . Status Offender 

• Incapability of Accepting Externally ImpQsed Qiscipline (47.4% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

• Age 

Under 11 Years Old ........... " .... " ......................... lit ...... " " ...... q, " ......... " .......... .. 40.0 60.0 

From 11-13 Years Old ................. , ................ " .. . , ....................... fII .......... " .. .. 50.6 49.4 

• From 14-16 Years Old ......... " .......... " : ..................... " .. It ............ ; ...... , ...... .. 36.8 63.2 

Over 16 Years Old ..................................... '.lI' ............... " ............ " .... , ~ ....... 18.1 81.9 

• Residential Location 

Urban .. <I ................................. , .. " ...... til ...... , .. " " , .............. " ........ , .... " .. " .... 25,4 74.6 

i 
Rural .......................................... ~ " ...... " .... " .. , II .... '" : ............ " ........ " 'II " " " .. 37" 7 62.3 

• 
Race 

White. 11: ..... lit ...................................... " ............ , ............................ " ...... 'II' ........ 29.8 70.2 

• Black ........ ~ ~ ...... ,. .. ", ................................. 'I ......................... 11 It'- 43 .. 1 56.9 

Income 

• Under $ 5,000 ........ ., ..................... , ....... , ...... " . • ' .............. . 42.3 57,7 

5,001- 8,000. :" .............. " .... lit .. , ........... s' .. " .......... ........... 39.1 60.9 

8,001·12,000, .. " ................. 11 ....... , ............ 'Ii ., ........... 1', ........ .. 24.8 75.2 

• 121001-15,000 ...... 1t, So" 'It- ....... 0 ... , ................. " .......... //I ......... ,.. " 27 ... 0 73.0 

Over 1 S ,000 ..... ., ............... . " ............................ ' ... ' ........ " oil .......... ,. ~ 66.1 

~ 

• TOTAL .. .......... III " .... '! ., .. II. .... lit .' ............. " ... ' ........ '" ... t ......... ,. 32.3 67.7 

~:, tV ·13 

• I 

· . 
\) 

(' /7 
~-' -~'-- J 



• 
Status Offender 

Lack of Positive Social Interaction with Peers (46.2% of Survey) • 
Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age • 
Under 11 Years Old .... . ' • III • 'It • * II' , • l' .. , ...... '" ... II It" ........... .- ........ II ....... • 35.7 64.3 

From 11!!i1113 Years Old., ......... It ............... " 4i ........ III .. " ........... ,. ..... 50.0 50.0 

From 14..,16 Years Old. It • ~ " • ~ ill' * ..... , ........... " ...... " .... , ............ , ....... .. 42.4 57.6 • 
Over 16 Years Old /I: .... f! • t •• II ........ II .......... It ...................................... 27.6 72.4 

Re$ldcntlal Location • 
Urban ;. ... '" Ai I III ........ jo ... " II ill II .......... " .. , ..................... f .............. 11 • 38.4 61.6 

Rural.- .. " ..... ,. oft • " ••• t .......... II ..... " .. _ ... ~ ................ " .. !If ................... , .. 41.6 58.4 

.' 
Race 

Whitell .. iii •• t: 'f 11 • til" •• " , II ., 11 ,. ..... ~ .. 11: .......... II .... II , ............................ • 37.S 62.2 

Black. I- , f ••• J , t , ........ \I , • ., .... ,. , ... II ........ If ................... '" ., .. It ••• • 49.0 51.0 • 
Income 

Under $ 5,000 •. t. .. " , It ..... iii .. " " ., ~ '*' ... ~ " .. " ............ ~ ,,' ... III " " II • " " " " t " " • 52.S 47.5 • 
5,001« 8,000. __ .. li ... " .. " .. it .. ~) •• "" Ill" 'flo" ~""."" .. "' ...... "" ••• ... ,," 36.8 63.2 

8,001·12,000. " . III '" .. , •• II " • " ............ " "" "., .. .,. "'. " " "" • " ..... ,. " • "" 37.9 62.1 

12,001 ... \15,000 ... " ..... 11\"" ~"to",,, "- .. "" •• "" •• " .... " .. ,, .. Ill" "''''''''' 54.1 45.9 • 
Over 1 5 ,000 ........ l ......... J " " ...... ~ .. 4iI .. " .,. " ............. -II ..... " It " .. " " " ....... " .. ~ 77.5 

TOT At'" .. " ... II " ~ .... " .. " -. • " .... -. " ...... " ............ , • " " " " " " II to " " • 40~3 59.7 • 
G 

IV·?4 

• 
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Status Offenqe:r • Parental Abuse and Negleot (42.6% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

• Age 

Under 11 Years Old .........•.....•... , 0 • o •• , • 0 ••••• 0 •••••••••• 55.0 45:.0 

From 11-13 Years Old ... "" .............. """ .... " ...... ,,, ........ 0;" III .• ' .. " .... ~ ............ 41.9 58.1 

• From 14~16 Years Old ............... 0 •• " •• 0 •• 0' •••• 0 ••• l' ••••• 39.4 60.6 

Over 16 Years Old ....... " .. " .... " .. "" .. " .. "" .. ~ .... " ....... '.,," III, .. It .. " ...... " ....... t: .. 8.4 91.6· 

" • Residential Location 

Urban ...................... __ .......... " .... " .... " ...... " .... " .... 11 III ...... If' " " .. It .... , .......... " .. .. 27 .. 7 72.3 

Rural ............... " .................................................... " .... " " .... " ...... " " " .......... " 39.4 60.6 

• 
Race 

White ......... to .................... " ...... " .... " .... " .......... " .. " " ... " .... " .... " " .... " " .. " " " .. 33,.3 66.7 

• Black ........ " .......... " " .......................... " " ........ " , ................. '" " r .... III, " .... " III " , .. 38.5 61.5 

Income 

• Un'der $ 5,000 ........ , .................... ,. .. " .. ""." ......... It! ••••• , • f'I •••••• 3,7.8 

5,001- 8,000 ................ ,. ,. ....... " .... " ... " ~ ... jlt .,. , " •• " " • 43.7 56.3 

8,OOl~12,OOOo 000 •• 0 ••••• 0 •••••• o. ~. 0 0 0 0 ••••••• , •••••• 23.8. 76.2 

• 12,001·15,000 ... 0 0 •••••••••• , •••• 0 0 ••••• 0 ••••••••••••• 24.4 75.6 

Over 15)000." ..... " .... _ ........................... ", ............. 4..,.. ........ 4. ..... " .. " ..... • 22.2 77.8, 
----r 

• TOT AL ..•.•..•....•.• 0 •••••••• 0,0 •••••••• 0 .' •• , •••• 34.S 65.5 
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• 
Status Offender 

Anti-Social Behavior (42.3% of Survey) • 
Oem"graphfc Characteristics Male % Female % 

Agc • 
Under 11 Years Old .. II ........... " • " • iii .... " ". "" " " • " ." 1\" " , "" • " " " " " " " 33.3 66.7 

From 11·13 Years Old .. ,,,,, If". f"" 11" .. """"."" .. " ... """""" .... """",,,,,,.50.0 50.0 

from 14 .. 16 Years Old ... " It.",," ... ".,,""""" oil""""".,,"""""" "."" .. ,,""" Co 38.3 61.7 • 
Over 16 Years Old" , .... " " .. " . " " " " " . , .. " . " " .... " " " " " " " ... " " " " " , " " " " .. 21 .3 78.7 

Residential Location 

Urban I: ~ ... , •• f • , " , " " • " " , " , " " " " " " " " .. " " " " " " .. " " " 'II " " " " " " ., CI " " " " ,. • 32.2 67.8 

Rural .... ji I •••• , .......... " " " " " " ... " " • " " " " " " " " " " " ,. " " • " " " " " , " " " " " " " 37.9 6i2.1 

Race 

Wtllte •. f , ., • , " •••• !t " " • " " II " Iii " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " .. It .. " " .... " " " " " .. " 35.7 64.3 

Slack. fit ••• " • III .... " •• " , " It " III 'II' " " II " • " " " " " ,. II " " .... " " ..... " " " ........... 3S.9 64.1 • 
Income 

Under $ 5,000 .. " ... 11 (I • ~ ... " ........ .., • to t ............... " ......... " ... " , ....... .. 45.6 54.4 • 
5,001. 8,000., ................ "._ ........................ 38.3 61.7 

8)001·12,000~, .. I' It .... 11 .... " .... \\." .. " ....... " .... " ..... " ~ 11".".11" 27.6 72.4 

12,001·15.000. 1\ It , " ... " , ... " • " • " .., " ....... " • " " " ... " ~ " " .... " ..... ' " ;36.3 63.7 • 
Over 15,000. -\ " ~ .... -. " ... " It ........... ., • " , , " • " ...... " " .. " .... " " •• " " • " .~ 77.5 

'-TOTAL" ••• \ II , " .11 ., 11: .... " , .. II" " " " .... " .. \ " ... " , ••••• " •• " • • 35.7 64.3 

• 
.~ 
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• 
Status Offender 

• Slow Learning (38.4% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

• Age 

Under 11 Years Old ................... lit. ............ ill .................... " .................. " .. III. .......... 64 .. 0 36.0 

From 11 .. 13 Years Old .................................. " .. III .................... II ..................... '51.6 48.4 

• From 14 ... 16 Years Old ............ " ............ " ...... " .............. " .. " II e .................... ,,52.' 41.9 

Over 16 Years Old ....................................... " ..... ':--~.' ~""., \I ~ ...... II.' ............ 29.1 70.9 

• Residential Location 

Urban ............................. " .................. 111 "'" ......... " ..... , ................. '" ............ 1. .... .. 46.S 53.S 

Rural ........... III .......................................... 1'1 .................. 'II " .................... , ........ 52.1 47 ~9 

• 
Race 

White ................................................................................................... II ........ 48.3 51.7 

• Black ........... ,; ................................ " .................................... ~ ....... , ... .. 53.5 46.5 

Income 

• Under $ 5,000 ..... ,. .......... II •••••• " .......... " ... " •••••••••• 51.3 48.7 

5,001 .. 8,000 ...................... "jI .... .,. ........ • ' ........ ........ 53.2 46.8 

8,001 .. 12,000 ....... " ....... " ...... " ... ,; ... " . ' .. " .. " , ......... 38.7 61.3 

• 12,OOl .. 15,OOO .. s •••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••.• _ ••• , ••••••• 53.3 46.7 

Over 15,000 ....................... " ....... " .... " ...... w •••••• ,. ••• 81.S 18.2 , -.---------

TOT AL. " ....... It • '. " • " ••• It ..... " , ...... " " ..... ", ....... + •• • 49.8 50oi2 

• 
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Status Offender 

Lack of Job Skills (28.2% of Survey) • 
Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age • 
Under 11 Ye~rs Old •• .... , to .... , ...... , .......................... . . ••• 55.2 44.8 

from 11 .. 13 Years Old .••• .,,, •• ,, •• , .................. 1 ......... . ..44.4 55.6 

From 14·16 Years Old •• •• " •••• " •• t ................. _ ••••••••••• ..46.8 53.2 • Over 1 G Years Old., .••...••..• II ..... , ........................... " ..... 38.1 61.9 

Residential Location • Urban <3~ •••••• t •• , ••••• , •••• , ••••• ,· •••••••••••••••••• ~. •••. 32.9 67.1 

Rural. •• ' ..... 1'11 ••••• 11 ................................... . .... 52.7 47.3 

Race 

White. ..... , ................................................... . ..44.9 55.1 

Blaek. ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••• fI •••••••••••••••• . .44.2 55.8 • 

Under $ 5,000. t •• .... 51.0 49.0 • 5,001 .. 8,000 ... . .46.6 53.4 

8,001~12,OOO. f ...... It ..... " ....... , ..... ,.. ...... , " " • " ........... '" ,.. '" If • ..43.4 56.6 

12,001 .. 1$,000. " ........... -. ........ " ...... ,. ........... . ..25.8 74.2 • Over 15,000. f " " ,. ••• •. It. • 'II- .. ., • " ... ,. 11 " .. " " " " , " " " .... ,. ..... ,,' .. " " • " " " " •• " 2S.0 75.0 

T01"Al. " to • , ..... " , -. • , • , .. , • ;. " ..... " ... " • " .... " ... " , .. " ... , 'It • 44.6 55.4 

• 
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APPENDIX 5 

Top Ten Program Recommendations for Status Offenders 
by 

Age1 Residential Location, Race, and Income Level 
(Controlling for Gender) 
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Status Offender 

Job Placement (67.2% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old. 

From 11-13 Years Old. 

•• It •••••• " .............................. . .100 

42.8 ..................... " .............. , .... . 
From 14-16 Years Old. .................................... " .. " .. - " " .. It .... It .... " .... " .... It .. 41.6 

Over 16 Years Old ..•. .................. " •••••• , ••••• ,".110 •••••••• 24.2 

Residential Location 

Urban .............. " ................. ,. ........... "" ......... . 33.3 

Rural . ..... " .............................. ~ ...... , ... ' ....... . . 41.7 

Race 

.fI •••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ll •• tt-,' ................................ . 37.4 White. 

Black ..• .. " ............................... " ................ " .. It " ........ " .... It II It .. ,. .. (( ...... .... 41.5 

Under $ 

Over 

Income 

5,000 .... 

8,001-12,000. 

12,001-15,000 . 

15,000 •....•. 

•••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••• f/ •••• ' •••••• 47.1 

................. It ...... " .............. ft. + .... " .................. " .. It .. .. 43.4 

" .... " .... It " ...... 1r ........ It ...... III ............ III III •• " If .......... III 28.5 

•••••• ' .................................... /1 ••• 26.2 

............. Co ••••••• ··." .... •• •• ··.,·· •• ••• 42.9 

TOT AL. ~ " . II " " ... " ... , ...... " " " ................. '" .. " .... III It __ ~ .......... " .' • ... 38.2 

Female % 

o 
57.2 

5804 

75.8 

66.7 

58.3 

62.6 

58.S 

52.9 

56.6 

71.5 

73.8 

57.1 

61.8 

LV ·81> 



• 
Status Offender 

Adult Volunt1eer (54.8% of Survey) • 
Demographic Charact~rfstfcs Male % Female % 

, I 
Age • Under 11 Years Old •• •••••••••• tI •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• ,. . ••. 52.0 48.0 

FrDm 11 .. 13 Years Old •••• .~f •• '* ••••••• \~ ......... IIt ............ . .• 50.2 49.8 
n 

from f·4-16 Years Old •• ................ ,. ..... " ............... . • .40.8 59.2 

Ov(!r 16 Years Old. 
CJ 

........................ " ................ . .. 21.6 78.4 

Residential L.ocatlon • Urban •••• ." ... ' ... t.f·~··· .. ···~· ... ······.,· ...... " ... I1 ••• 
.35.1 64.9 

Rur~I ••••• .. , ............ ,." .............................. . .43.0 57.0 

.' Race 

Whfte •••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• ¢" ••• , ...................... . .39.0 61.0 

Black ....... ::.~-~ ___ ,~>:;<i';~·. 11 , , ••• '" ....... ., " ....... II " It ....... " ......... II .. II • • 41.5 58.5 
9· 

Incomo 

Under $ 5,000 ••••. .... "., ............................... , ... . ..44.3 55.7 • 5.001 .. 8,000 ••• ••• _ ........ i ••••• ~ •• ~ ............... .. .. 44.1 55.9 

,., ................................... . .... 33.9 66.1 

1,2,001,,15.000 ••• .t.\ •• " .......................... ~ •• ..25.0 75.0 .' 1 S ,000. ,. ,. .. ; . , . " .. J- " \" " '" • .., • " .. !J " .. " .... " ........ III ..... III .... to •• 32.2 67.& 

-~'TOT AL" II; ... ,. .. ., • -. .. , .. " • " " ...... " ... '- ............ " ,. •• " ... " " ..... 39.6 60.4 

• 
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• 
Status Offender 

• Recreation (51.4% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

• Age 

Under 1" Years Old . ... ".-. .. , ............ ,. .................. . .47.8 

From 11-13 Years Old. ••••• iIt •••••• It ••• ~ ••••••• " ••••••••••• _ ••• .50.0 

From 14-16 Years Old. " .. " " " '" .... " .. " " " .. " " " " .. " .... " .. " " ........... " " .... ;. .. .. •• 44.4 

OVer 16 Years Old .... ............ ; ............. , ........ , .... . ..23.0 

• Residential Location 

Urban ........................ "." •••••• jII ••••••••••••••••••• ~'. 39.7 

Rural. •• 46.7 

!. 
Race 

White. " ...... " " " " ........ " " ... " " " .... " ............. " " " ............ " ...... " " " , " " " " .. " " .• 43.9 

• Black . •••••••••••••••••••••• I11 ........ O •••••••••• _.· •••• ~ •••• .. 42.8 

Income 

• Under $ 5,000. • .......................... ,~ ••• it ••••••• .46,1 

5,001· 8,000. " " ...... " " " .. " .... " .. " " .. " " .. " .. " " .... " " ...• " " " .... " " .43.4 

8,001.12,000 . .. " .. " " .... " .. " " " .... " " " .. .40.3 

• 12,001-15,000 . ...................... ~., .......... ,. .45.7 

Over 15,000. .. . . . ." 10 • .. ,. • " It' • • • " • " " " " " " " " " ., " " " " ~ " • " " " " " " " • • .. " • 63.1 -
TOT AL .. " " " " " " " + " .. " " .. " " " " " " " " • " " • " " ~ " " ..... " •• " •• " " 43.6 

• 

female % 

52.2 

50.0 

55.6 

77.0 

60.3 

53.3 

56.1 

57.2 

53.9 

56.6 

59.7 

54~3 

36.9 

56.4 

o 
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• 
Status Offender 

Parenting Skills Education (49.3% of Survey) • 
Demographic Char(lcterfstfcs Male % Female % 

Age • 
" llndtr 11 Years Old •• ' •••••••• ~ •••••••••••••..••.••.•.•.•......• 52.0 48.0 

From 11.·13 Years Old .. 'It .. .t., ... 4' •• 11 'It' • II •• " Y fI: ....... 11 ............. " If ~ • ,. .. .. 42.7 57.3 

rtotn 14·16 'lear$; Old l •••••• , •••• * ~,' ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 36.5 63.5 

*' .over 16 Y~ars Old·. ,. ,f ............ " ..... ~ i, ....... t " lao ~ 11' ". .. 11 .. IJ .. " .... 1p .............. '" .. 29.S 70.5 

Residential LoQtion .' Urban ."';~~ ..... #- .... j Ii f f- ..... i' II .......... 't .. , It I •• , (I: " ... " ., ....... ~ •• ,., • ., .. 3~2.5 67.S 
Iiq~ 

kiiral. '" . « ••• ~ f f ••••••••• I( • It t • ~ •• " • ,. •• II •• I ••• (I: ... (I: ....... _ ••••• : 40.2 59.8 

• 
Wf,1te. l' t ...... 'I t t to .• Ii" • , " ... , ....... -. ., ., tr " ••• 11 ...... to (I: " ...... 'It (I: •••• '" ••• • 36.7 63.3 

Slack -' • E * ••• Y II .. i , ...... -. iii .. " t '" " " " •• flo • , • "\II .. '" ...... '" .. ~ " ........ , • " ....... 37.5 62.5 

Incon\e ~\ 

Under $ 5,"000 •• 'Ii tI: .. ,. , ....... ., '\ ..... '* -. • ,. It ... " ... " .. II! .... " • " II 't ., • ~ ............ \l .. 44.9 55.1 • 
62.4 

8,001 .... 12.000 .. , .. *., II 'Jt' 4" 't t II -It ... t!''' ~,,~ .... "" .... ,. ..... ~ ....... '4 •• 0- ....... 34.4 65.6 

Over 57.6 

63.2 

tV -84 

" 

/} 



• 

• 

• 

• 

Ie 
! 

I 

I 

• 

• 

• 

• 

,'\ 
, i 

Status Offender 

Counseling (43.3% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % f'emat,e % 

Age 

Under 11 yearsOld ......................................... ., .. 47.8 52.2 

From 11·13 Years Old ....•..•••..•........•.•••..•..•..••...••. 50.5 49.S 

F (0 m 14-16 Years Old. . . . . . ., " \I .. .. • .. .. Ii • • • • .. " .. " • " fI , tt ... _ "- " .. It "- .............. /10 34,5' 65.5 

Over 16 Years Old ...... ~ .. /10 ............. " III ........... /10 ... " ........... /10 •••• ., •• " 17.3 82.7 

Residential Location 

Urban ........ " .............. " ................. /I ..... " ............................ " .............. 33.6 

Rural ......... /10 .......................................... " .... , ... 10 ...... " " " .......... " •• " ......... oil 34.6 

Race 

66.4 

65.4 

White .......................................................... " f''''''' .. ". ......... !) ........... of' ........ 32.6 67.4 

Black ............ ., ........... ,; ............. " ........ /II ................ ., ....... " .... tI .............. " • 39.3 

Income 

Under $ 5,000, .............. ~I • ,. • ')' ...... _ , •• ,. •••• _ •••••••• , .... Ii • ,42.9 

5..,001. 8,OOO •• jo.·.-. •••• -.~ ......... I# ........... ........... 38.7 

60.7 

. ~~57.1 

~1.3 

8,001·12,000 .. ># .... , , •••• " " ..... ~ , ........... ..; ................ , 24,,~ 75.7 

12,OOl .. 15,OOQ!.~."" ..... ""' .•• 'II., ... ', ........ ........ "."" ........ -.17.0 
.. /.1 

.83.0 

Over 15,000. , . _ ... , . , .. , . " . ,. ..... " ., .................... " , ........ 'If .. " .... .. 58.3 41.7 
. -Ii 

TOT AL ........ 11'1 ............. 111 ... 11 1J ..... " ' ....... 11'1 , .. It .. of> It '~ .. " ..... ., ... pt .... " • " ,3-4.2 



• 
Status Offender 

Vocational Education (42.7% of Survey) 

Demographic CharacterIstics Male % Female % 

Age 

" Under 11 Years Old J j ....... , •••• Ii • , " ... , ••••• " •••• ., • II' .... , • " ... " " .100 o • 
From 11·13 Years Old ........ t , , " ••••• It " ......... "" &- .... " " ... " "" .. " "" "" 55.1 44.9 

Fro.m 14·16 Years Old,. 1i, ••••••••••• " I!."" .. '" ..... "" ...... r:'"." II! •• "" 45.9 54.1 

Over 16 Years Old" •. f. f ~ ,: .............. " .... It"" ..... " •• " •• ". ' •• "." •••• " 26.7 73.3 • 
Residential Locat!on 

Urbafl t; t t .. , • " ......... " r!f •• , ••• If " ..... '1' .. ~i •• ' " " , , " " • " •• \I • " • • • .. • •• 36.0 64.0 • 
Rural ••••••••. 

.. it .. " " ..... il ~ " , ... l , " , • " (',' , " " ..... " • • • • .. • • • • • • • •• 50.8 49.2 

Race e· 

Willtct: • :I .. it ... It ... • • , ... , • '" , •• " • \I ............ , .... , ...... " ••••••••••• •• 44.1 55,9 

Black. j 'f 1: • t ••• " I .... , ..... " ••••• III • " .... If " ., ................ 4 • 11 " •• " " •• 41.8 58.2 

• 
Income 

U'nder $ 5,000 .......... ,. ...... \ -. .. , , .. " " It .......... ~ " ........ '" " ..... " " ... . 45.1 54.9 

51001., 8,000. til" t ........... It II " '" .. '" .. " " , " " ....... " ..... " " " .... to • 11 .. 48.8 51.2 

8,00 1·12,000" , i ,. __ • " ... , " 11 ..... " .. , ..... 11 ......... 11 .... 11 11 ...... ,. •• 11 38.3 61.7 

12#OOl~15,OOO • ., .. -t" .. 1' ..... " .. " ...... 10 II" ... " .... " -1- "' .............. " ... 11 <: (", 25.0 75.0 

(/ Over 15 JooO ........ \ .. , , .. ., • , ~ " ••• " III -, , " 11 .. • " .. • • " .. " • • ... 11 .. " • .. 'II • II! •• 40.7 59.3 e· 

TOTAL" i • " fi. ... ., " " ... , '" , ...... " .... " _ ......... " ..... " ....... 11 .... . 43.5 56.5 

IV"SS 
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Status Offender 

Alternative School (40.9% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old .......•...........••............•.•...•...• 100 0 

From 11·13 Years Old ..........•.•....•.....••....•..•..••••..• 46.0 \ 54.0 

From 14·16 Years Old. : ......•.... , ....... , ......••............ 49.2 50.8 

Over 16 Years Old ...................•.••....• ~' . . . . . • . • . . • . • . .. 35.8 64.2 

Residential Location 

Urban ........................................ ' ....•....... ,. 37.7 62.3 

Rural ........ 0 •• 0 ••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 55.6 44.4 

Race 

White ...... , .............. 0 ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 4'1.9 52.1 

Black ••.......•.. :' .... , .•............•..............•...••••. 43.6 
~. 

Income 

Under $ 5,000 ........ 0 • 0 0 0 ••••••••• 0 ••••• 0 •• 0 •••••• 0 •• ,,, ••••• 48.1 
\ \ 
'.. \., :, 

00 ' \ \ 569 5,001. 8, 0 ..............•.•...........•....... ;',)... . 

8,001.12,000 ......................... 0 •••• 0 •• 0 ••••• " 31.3 

12,001.15,000 ............................ ~' ..........•. 63.1 

Over 15,000 ....... 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• e ••••••••• ~ 

TOTAL ......... ' .......... ".'\! ••••• ;-' •••••••••••••••• 46.9., 

I; 

56.4 

51.9 

43.1 

68.7 

36.S 

38.9 
-----...11 

S3.1 
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• 
Status Offender 

Drug/Alcohol Education (37.1% of Survey) 

• 
Demt)graphic Charactetlstles Male % Female % 

Age • Under 11-CYear5 Old .... of .... j II • l /I " , ....... ~ • , ,. tr" ...... /I ,. " ••••• ,. • fl. .... 0 100 

From 11 .. 1l ·Years·Ofd •••••••••••••••• " ••••••••••••••• , •••••••• 48.2 51.8 

Prom 14 .. , G Years Old • •••••• ; ••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••.••••• 40.7 59.3 

• OVer 16 Years' Old ..• " .. 41 ... ,,. II .. ., •• " • '" ...... " • II ,. ,. ....... '#. ,.,. ............ • 20.4 79.6 

Residential Location -U rb;ttl if. • ... f • • • .. .' • • • " .. • • " • .. .. • .. II .. .. .. II .. ,., .. , .. III II, .. " .. .. ., .. • .. • • • .. • .. • • .. • 32.6 67.4 

Rura:'i .. i • -. til • • t " .. '0. jJ ; ••• ill .... II. ,. •• ~ ...... ¥ , .. " " .. " 'Ii '" ............. " ........ , " 42.9 57.1 
. il 

" 

• Race 

White. f 50 • l ,f 9: .... " t ~ • t t_ , If t ..... l " " It _ ~ /I ~ .... " • " • ,. .... III .... 11 ................... " 41 , 38.9 61.1 

alack. '* • t t •• t " .... , .. t •• , .... " " 11 • fI 41 ... ,. •• ,. .... /I " 41 " • It ............... , ..... I: ' .... .. 34.3 65.7 

• 
Income 

5,001.w. 8.,000 •• t .............. ; ... , .. ~ .. '" ...... 41 •• til .. ., .. " ........ ., ., II " .. 39.9 

I 

S:2.8 I ((-I 
60.1 t!-

8,001.12»000 •. , . ,.., ~ '- ...... l ..... it ....... It III •• It .... tp • " ... 41 ••• 41 41 .. 34,7 65.3 
I 

12,001*15,000 ... 4. .. If .. " ...... " 4" Ii ..... _, .., .. " II ." "'I 'd" .. tp .. " • " " " "" • • 20.4 79.6 

• 69.3 

Tor AL" .. 't ... , • " 'fI t ., II' It + .. \;.., ~ .... " .. ., ,. ... " ....... " ............. " .... • 38.1 61.9 

-
" 

o • 
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• 
Status Offender 

• Group Home (28.8% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

• Age 

Under '11 Years Old ..... " ..... .; ............ " .............. " ..... ~ .. " ... " ..... " 78.5 21.S 

From 11·13 Years Old ........ " ... ~ ... " .... "" ......... " 11· ..................... " •• 57.4 42.6 ~ 
,~ 

• From 14-16 Years Old ................................... " ............ " ............ II .. 35.1(' 64.9 

Over 16 Years Old ........................... ,., ....................... " ............. ,..". 6.1 93.9 
"Y) 

'" 

• Residential Location 

Urban ........... 1/ .................... II' ........ " \I ...... " \I ... " .......... ill! •• • ' • .. 38.8 61.2 

RuraJ ....... ., . , ..................... 1:1 ........ " • ~ .... " ........ " ................ ill! •• • 33.2 66.8 

• 
Race 

White ..................... 1/ ........... " ••• " .................. t • " 111 ............ " • 4S.1 54.9 

• Black ............................ " ............................... " i"", ......................... ,.39.6 6004 

Income 

• Under $ 5,000 .............. " .............. " ..................................... 1/ ... It ..... - 35.9 64.1 

5,00-1- 8,000ot ............. . -........ ,., ................................ I!i ... • 38.8 61.2 

8,,001·12,000 ...... " ...................................... " .......... ............ 30.4' 69.6 
(" 

12,001-15,000" ............... "" .......... , ....... " ............ ... ~ ........ " ...... 5~.7 o 94.3 

Over 15,000.. .. .. .. .. .. " .. .. " ....... " ........ " ......... It ........ 'II- ............. " ...... 'II- ,. ........ " ....... 22.7 . 77.3 --
TOT AL ....... " ...... III 0 " " .... " .............. " ....... " .......... •. 33.1 66.9 

• 
(i 

IV·89 
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Status Offender 

Specialized Foster Care (26.6% of Survey) 

Dem()graphfc Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Year,S OJd." ; .. , . ~r • •• " .,. ti ..... 'I ............ ,It ............... ' ';:J ••• !' 72.7" 

From 11·13 Years Old, •... * , • , Ii t' •• ,. ...... oil ..... ~ •••• ~ ........... !l • 60;3 

frolYl14 .. 16 Years Old ••••••• 1- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 35.4 
Ii 

Over 16 Years Old ..... r .. f .. II ..... " , • _ I) • ., .. , • " ........ _ .. III •• II .... ~ , .. .. • • .. •• 5.7 

Residential location 

Urban ..• t ••• l " • t ....... " .... II • 11 •• '" • t ......... II ........... ill ............ .. 35.0 

Rural .... « .. f f .. fr • If ~ •• , If: ... II • , ~ • 4: • « .... " ... ~ ........................ " ............ • 34.2 

R.ace 

Willtc .. , _ ....... " -. ......... " .. It , .. " ..... II .. II •• " II It .... It " ............. ., ..... ,. ..... 32.1 

Black t .... ': • ., " __ .. ., .. f- • -I , tI .. " •• " ..... " .... II" ..... ,.. ... III " " ...... to .... '" ••• II .... ., ... .. 44.3 

Income 

Under $ S .,000 .. ,. ~ .' ... ., iI .' -., • ~ 'I 't '- .. 'II ... W • It • , .... 11 ..... ., .. -\ .............. ., .... .. 41.3 

5,001. 8 ;000 .. \ t • t ' •• 11 " .. , , ., " ...... " ........ It ...................... It .. .. 40.6 

12,001 .. 15,.000 .......... "''''' '. ~ ..... It""" Ill .. "" ......... "' ............... ,. ........... 8.7 

OY~r 1 SlO{)'O. t.t *' .... " 'II ... " ...... , .. " ..... ~ ....... '" ...... " .... 'II ~ .......... ,. ........... ~ 

• 

• 
. 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 
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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 Charactedstics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old. ..................... " " ...... ,. ". .. " .... " .............. " " ........ " .. .. .87.7 

From 11·13 Years Old. II ............................ " ............ " " ............ It ................ .. .74.9 

From 14·16 Years Old. ,. ........................... 'III ...... " ................. " ..... " .... .. ..64,1 

Over 16 Years Old .... ................ ', ...................... , .. . .• 62.S 

Residential location 
Ii 

Urban • ... /11 .............................................. " .. fit .............. " ...... -. .. .. .70.7 

Rural. · .......................................................................... .. .73.5 

Race 

White. · ....................... .,. ........ , .......... " ................................... .. 72.5 

Blacl<.. •• •••••••• II ••••••••••••••• ~,. ........................... ,. 72.1 

Income 

Under $ 5,000 ...•... ••••••••••••• , .......... ~ •••••••••• * ••• .. 71.2 

Over 

5,001- 8,000. 

8,001·12,000. 

12,001-15,000. 

15,6bo ....... 

• •• iii ...................................... " .............. , .. " • 

• ............ /I ............ " .. " .... " ..... ., ............. . 

· ................ '" ..................... " .................. . 
· . " .................... " ...... ., .............................. " 

.. 73.S 

.. 71.0 

.. 71.G 

..81.5 

TOTAL It '" '" '" ...... '" lit. .. lit. • It. 'II _ " .. It 'l ot of: '" _ .... 'l '" .. It It 'l ........... lit 4- .... " .... " 72 .. 5 

"Ii 

Female % 

12.3 

2.5.1 

35.9 

37.S 

29.3 

26.5 

27.5 

27.9 

28.8 

26.2 

29.0 

28.4 

18.5 

27.5 

IV·93 
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Youth at Risk 

Pt'obJem Behavior Due to Home Situatfon (78.7% of Survey) 

Oemographlc CharacterIstics Male % 

Age 

U.I1de'i' 11 Y ¢ftrs Old •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 85.4 

From n .. 13 Years Old •• f.I .................................... . •. 74.4 

From 14 .. 16 Years Old •• 'fllJ f ...... Iii.- •• '.4'.'.~ ••• I:!I ......... •••••• .. 55.1 

Over 16 Years Old ••••• •• ,.,." ••• lIt .......... _ ............... . •. 62.5 

RC$ldentlal Location 

Urban , • 4Q f t " •• t f- •••• " ...... " ....... ., •• '" ............................. " •• .. 70.8 

Rur;tl. 
•• f ............ ' •• "t4 •• '''' ............ ~ •••••••• ., ••••••• • • 72.5 

Race 

White ••• 
·,_,,· .. ·, ... .,.·.,.' ...... 111 ••• ' ....................... . .... 72.1 

Black t I • it ..... i l' , • f *" Iii • t •• '. ,. • 11 • it It ... 11 __ .. , • , II ,. ....... ., ............ It 0 ........... .. 71.2 

Under $ 

Over 

lY-94 

Income 

5 JOOO. ; ••• I.\ ... '.lI"'_ ...... lJ ............................... . •. 71.6 

5,001- 8,000' .. " _ ........ _ ..... It ..... ~ ............. It -. ... l1li It It ............. 72.9 

••••••• ....... , .... tlt" •••••• lii ....... . 
8.0()1.12 1000 .. •• 

121001-15 ~OOOt 

.... 70S 

.• 73.8 ............. _ ..... ':"'., .. , ..... " ............. . 
1S,OOO. It t .. t " t to, .. " t t .... '" .. \ " .• " .. 1ft ....... ~ l1li" .... III II, ........ ,., ............ .. 74.6 

TOTAL \\ " · .. * " ., .. j It ... ,. ,. .... _ ., " .. ' ... ~ , ....................................... • 71.9 

Fema'le % 

14.6 

25.6 

4.4.9 

37.5 

29.2 

27.5 

27.9 

28.8 

28.4 

27.1 

29.5 

26.2 

25.4 

28.1 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

it - • 

• 

• 

• 

• 



• 
Youth at Risk 

• Unacceptable Aggressive Behavior (65.3% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

• Age 

Under 11 Ye;lrs Old. '" II' • ,"'. II ....... "." ... It" .. " fill ............. fII .. "". ,"'. """.88.4 11.6 

From 11 ... 13 tVears Old. . .......... II .......... "" .......... "" .. " 'tll. .................. 75.2 24.8 

• From 14-16 Years Old •• .. ~ ..... " " " II " .... It " •• " 'Ii •• " ... , •• . •• 68.7 
( 

Over 16 Years Old .... ' . ... " ........... " .. II ......... ., • " " • '" " " .. " " .... '" • " 71.4 28.6 

• Residential Location o 

Urban ..................... 'Ii .......... " " •••• 'l' •••••• " • " .... " II ••• 74.6 25.4 

Rural ....................... " ........ " ... " ............. II .. " .... " • " ....... 76.4 23.6 

• Race 

J! 
White ............ .; 9 ................. " " '" " .... II' .... " ..... !Ii ......... . . .. 78.2 21.8 

Black .......... , ...................................... . ~ .... 72.1 27.9 

Income 

• Under $ 5~OOO ..... ..... .,. .... "".,..--.,.".-.." ...... "' ....... ". ... . •• 73.0 27.0 

5,001- 8,000. ,75;0 • • " .... " " .. " ••• " •. !.r/(~ 

!/ \, 
• _ ...................................... ,I!. 

· ......... " ...... . II' .... ,. .... 

.• 77.0 8,001-12,000 . 

25.0 

23.0 

• 12,001-15,000. •• 79.6 • .... " ••• '" • " ........ lit ........... " ..... " • " ..... .. 20.4 

Over 15,000 .•....• • __ ........................ 41 ........................... . .... 90.9 9.1 

TOTAL ••.•. ........ " ................ _ .......... 75.7 24.3 

• II 

IV·95 

• 



/ 

I} 

o 



.I 
,,,I 



• 
Youth at Risk 

Inadequate Parenting.5kills (63.3% of Survey) 

• 
,Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age • Under 11 Years Old •....• , ..............•..••....•.•....••..•.. 84.0 16.0 

~ 

From 11.13 Years Old ............•.••..••..•.....•.••...••..... 75.3 24.7 

From 14·16 Years Old ..........•...•......••••...•..•••.•••..•. 61.1 38.9 • Over 16 Years Old ..••...•...••.•.......••.....•.••••...•....•. 66.7 33.3 

Residential Location 

Urban ......... ~ ....... ' ........... " " ... " .... " " .......... " ..... . 68.1 31.9 • 
Rural .................................. ,. . '" ... " " .................. 72.5 27.5 

• Race 

White. -................. " 10 II ............ '" ........ ,. .. '" <OJ " ... lit ............... '" ••••• • 71.7 28.3 

Black ...•.•.... 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 69.2 30.8 

• 
Income 

Under$ 5,000 ......................•........................ 70.1 29~9 

• 5,001. 8,000 .............•......•...............•.... 72.5 27.5 

8,001.12,000 ...........•........•.•••.•.............. 69.5 30.5 

12,001.15,000 ............. 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• •• 62.S 37.5 

Over 15,000 ....... :" ..... • ' ................••............... ..11.:!. 22.9 -I 

TOT AL ... " .............. " .... ~ ........ 11 ...... '" ••••• " ....... " .... • 70.8 29.2 

• 

·"I'---~ ___ . 
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• 
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Youth at Risk 

Lack of Positive Self-lmage~(63.3% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

Under 11 yearsOld ................................ " ............ 87.7 12.3 

From 11"13 Years Old ........•..•...••••.•....•.••••.•..••••.•• 74.2 25.8-

From 14-16 Years Old ..................... </I ...... " " " "" 110" ... " .......... fI .. \~ ..... '1"" ... " .. .... 63.6 36.4 

Over 16 Years Old ..............•••.......•..••.•••.•..••••.••. 62.5 37.5 

Residential Location 

Urban .... ,. ............ III ...... ~ ........... ,. ... " ,. ......... " ......... " " .......... ., " " ' .... .. 68.2 31.8 

Rural ............................ , ............ ,. " ....... " ...... ,. .... " .... 'o •• ,. ................ • ' .. • 74.3 25.7 

Race 

White .................. f ..... ' .................... " " .... " ...... ~ ... " " .. " II ........ " ............ • 73.0 27.0 

Black ............................... ,. .................................... . ' .. " ............... , ....... < .. .. 70.3 29.7 

Income 

Under $ 5 ,000.. .. II .. .. ,. .. .. .. • 'II .. .. .. .... " " '" .............. " ..... ,. .. " .. .... .. .. ....... ,. " .. .. .. .. .. 70.6 29.4 

5,001- 8,000 .................•..••..••••••..••••••••• 71.1 28"9 

Over 

8,001-12,,000 ............................................. , ............ 74.6 

12,001-15,000 ............•........•• ' •••.••.•••••..•... 67.9 

15,000 ... , ............................................ , ........... ,.,,,.79.6 -

25.4 

32.1 

20.4 

TOT AL ...........•...•...••••.•••.••••....... ' •... 72.0 28.0 

IV· 97,:/' 
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Youth at Risk 

Lack of Positive Social Interaction with Peers (61.8% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old .............................................. 88.6 11.4 

From 11.13 Years Old .........•...•••.••...••••......•.....•... 77.0 23.0 

From 1.4·16 Years Old .................••.•..•••..••......•....• 65.8 34.2 

OVer 16 Years Old ..........•....•••.....••..••.•.•..•..•...... 50.0 

Residential Location 

Urban ....................................................... 71.0 

Rural ................... " ............... It .................. '" ...... 76.8 

Race 

White ............................................................. 15.3 

Black;;'''! ..... \/I • ! .................................................... • 73.4 

Income 

50.0 

29.0 

23.2 

24.7 

26.6 

Under $ 5,000 ................•....•...••..•••......••.•.•... 70.5 29.5 

5,001· 8,000 .........••..•...••....••................ 75.6 24.4 

8,001·12,000 ............••.•••••.••.••.•....•........ 77.6 22.4 

12,001.15,000 ...........•.•...•..•.••.......•......... 73.2 26.8 

Over 15,000 .................••.••....•..•••••....•..•....• 84.6 15.4 

TOT AL .............•............•.....•..••...•.. 74.6 25.4 

IV ·98 
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Youth at Risk 

Parental Abuse and Neglect (61.4% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old ..••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 83.2 16.8 

From 11·13 Years Old •...........••.•.••••••••••.•••••.••.••••• 73.7 26.3 

From 14·16 Years Old ..•.•....•....•..•••••••.•••••••••••.••.•• 64.8 

Over 16 Years Old .....•....•.....•...•..•••••.•••••••••...••.. 62.5 

Residential Location 

35.2 

37.5 

Urban .........•............••.••...•••.••••••.•.•.••••••.•• 69.6 30.4 
Ii 

Rural ..... it ••• , • , • " ;I •••••••• ~ • , , .. , , •• , , , .. '" \,1 , .. , 'II • , , .... , , .. , • to • • 72.9 
\\ 

27.1 

d 

Race 

White ...........................•••.•..•.•.••••••.•.••..••.• 72.4 27.6 

Black ...................................... , ...... , ...................... , ..... <I .... , .... , ....... '~ 'II .... OIl. " .... .. 70.1 29.9 

Income 

Under $ 5,000." ......... "" .. "",, .. 1# , , .... , , , , , .. , .. " , .. " .. 'II .. , , .. , , , , , • 70 .. 1 29.9 

5,001· 8,000 ............•••......•...•............... 71.9 28.1 

8,001-12,000 ........•......•.•.••.•.•.•............•. 72.5 27.5 

• 12,OOl·15,OOO ...... , .•....... i) ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 72.3 27.7 

Over 15,000 .....................•....•...•...•......•..... 82.3 17.7 --
TOTAL ••.••..•••...••..•••.••.•••••••..•.•••....• 71.6 28.4 

• 
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• 
Youth at Risk 

Parental Unwillingness to Cooperate with Treatment (55.2% of Survey) • 
Dernograph ic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age .1 
Under 11 Years Old .............••.•.••••..•.•.••...•...••.••.. 84.9 15.1 

From 11-13 Years Old ........... , ...••.............•....••.••.. 76.3 23.7 

From 14-16 Years Old ..................••••••.•••.•.••.•.....•• 63.8 36.2 .1 
Over 16 Years Old ......... Il " .. " ...... " .............................................. " " .............. 100 0 

Residential Location • 
Urban ............................ ........................ " " " ........ " " ............ " .. " ...... " .. " III " .. 70.6 29.4 

Rural ..... til -. , ...... " " ......... " .. " .. " .... " .... " ...... " .. " " " " .. " " • " " .... " '" ,., .... " ... " " ... 73.5 26.5 

• 
Race 

White ................... " .... II .. " " ...... " .................. " " " .... " .... " " .. " .. " .. ' ............. " .. .. 73.5 26.5 

Black" ................ " , .. " ........................ F .......... " .. " .. " ............ " .... " .. II " " " " .. " " 70.1 29.9 • 
Income 

Under $ 5,000 ...............................•......•..•....• 71.2 28.8 • 5,001- 8,000 ...•......•.•••••..••.•..••••... , .......• 74.2 25.8 

8,001-12,000 ................. .... "," .. " ............ "" "" to" ........ " .... " .. " ...... .. 71.1 28.9 

12,001-1 ~ ,000 ............•.•••.•.•..•.•.•••....•...... 62.5. 37.5 • 
OVer 15,000 .....•.....•.•••••....•••••.••.•..•....•.....•. 87.1 12.9 

TOTAL ............................... III .... .... " .. " .... " .. " ...... If ........ " ........ 72.4 27.6 

• 
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Youth at Risk 

Incapable of Accepting Externally Imposed Discipline (52.0% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old. " " , " " " " " " " " " " " " " " .... " ...... " " .... " " .. " .... " " It" " " " " " .. 88.2 11.8 

From 11·13 Years Old ................•....•.•••••..•.••••••.•.• 71.6 28.4 

From 14·16 Years Old ....................••.•••...•••••••••••.• 67.5 32.5 

Over 16 Years Old . ., ...... " .... " .... " .. " .... " " 0" " " " " " " " " .... " .. " .. " " .. " ...... " " ... 100 o 

Residential Location 

Urban .... " .................... II. .. " " .. " " .. " .... " .. " " .. " " " " .. " .. " .... " .. " " .... " " .. It " .. " .. " 70.3 29.7 

Rural ..... " .. " " " ...... " " " .... " " " .. " " " " .. " " " " " .. " .... " .. " .. " " " .... " .. " " .. " .. " ...... " 75.0, 25.0 

Race 

White ... " " " " " " " ........ " " .. " ...... " " " " .. " " .. " " .. " " .. " " .. " .... " " .. " " " .. " " " ., .. " "" 74.3 25.7 

Black. ,. " .. " " " " " .... " .. " ... " " " " " " .. " " .. " " .. " " .. flO" " " " ..... " " .... " " " .. '!' " " " " .... 70.9 29.1 

Income 

Under $ 5,000."""" .. "" ............ "" .. """,, ...... ., .. ,," .tII .. " .. " .. " " .... " " 0 " " " " .. " 72.6 27 .. 4 

Over 

5,001. 8,000 ...............•.••..••...•.•..•.••.••. ,. 71.5 28.5 

8,001 ~12,OOO. " .. " " " . " " " " " .... " " ......................... ~ ...... " .... " .. "" 73.8 26.2-< 

12,001 ·15 ,000. : . . . . . . • . . . . • . . . • • • . . •.•••••••• ; • • . • • • •• 71.1 

15 JOOO. " " " " " " " .' " " " " " .. " .. " " " .... " " " " ............... ~". III " ... " .. " " .. " " 10 " ~ 

:28.9 .. 

16.7 

TOTAL" " .. " " " " .. " " ..... " " " ........ " " .' .................. ~ .. " " " " " " " _" 73.0 27.0 

IV·101 

Ii;;, 

o 



Youth at Risk 

Slow Learning (51.0% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 
/; 

Under 11 Years Old ..... " .. " .......... """"" .... "" .......................... " ...... " .. ,, it""" 83.5 16.5 

From 11-13 Years Old. " .... " " " .... " " " .. " "" " " .. " .. ~ '\ .. "" " " " ... " " .. " " " " " " "" 73.3 26.7 

From 14 .. 16 Years Old" " " " " ...... " .. " .... " " " .. " .... " ...... " .. " .. " " " .. " , ...... " " " "" 66.1 33.9 

Over 16 Years Old" " , " " " " " " " " .. , ." .. " " " " " .. " " .... " .. " .. " ........ " .......... " " " .100 

Residential Location 

Urban .... , .. , " " " .. " " " .......... " " II .. " " ............... " " ...... " " .. " .. " .. " " " .......... " .... 65.0 

Rural ................ o •••••••••••••••• o ••••••••••••••••••••• 75.3 

Race 

\Vhite~ , " .......... " " .. " ... " ...... " " .... " u ........ " ...... " .......................... " .......... " .... 73.7 

B,lack. " , '" .... " .. " .............. " .......... " , .... " .......................... " ...................... " .. " 68.3 

Income 

o 

35.0 

24.7 

26.3 

31.7 

. Under $ 5 ,000 ...................•..•••••.••••••••........••. 69.7 30.3 

5,001- 8,000 .. ,. ... " ............ ,. ~ ' ... " ... ". " ...... "'> >10 ••••• •• 11,S 
," 28.5 

8,001.12,000 ........................................... 75.2 24.8 

12/001-15,000 ..............•....••.••..•.•...•...•.••.. 62.5 37.5 

OVer 15,000 ..............•...••..••••.••.•.........•... '. .. 72.7 27.3 

TOTAL. • . . . . . . • . . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . . . . . . .. 71.5 28.5 
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APPENDIX 7 

Top Twelve Program Recommendations for Youth at Risk 
by 

Agel Residential Location, Race, and Income Level 
(Controlling for Gender) 
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Youth at R.isk 

Recreation (74.3% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristic§ Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old. ····t········1:1·······,····--· .... · .. ·······1 .89.0 

From 11·13 Years Old. .................. III ....................................... ! .................. .. 77.2 

from 14·16 Years Old. .......... , .......... , ......... , ......... . 65.4 

Over 16 Years Old ............. " .................. , , -. flo ,. " " " ....... -. " ... ... .. .. .. .. .. .. ... .. .. .. .. .... 50 .. 0 

Residential Location 

Urban •••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -4I ••••• ,.~ ••••• .,.~ 72.1 

Rural. •••••••••••••••• 0 •••• ' •• " •••••• ., •••• ·" ••••••••••••• • •• 76.0 

White .• 

Black .• 

Under $ 

Over 

Race 

•••• fI ........................... ,.~ ........ ""'_ ........... . 74.6 

.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • • .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 'III " " ........................ " r .. 74.Z 

Income 

5,000 .... .. ........ , ........ " ............................................. " ...... .. 75.0 

5,001. 8,000. .. • .. It ~ ....... , " .. " ........................ .. .. .... ~ ........ . •• 74.8 

8,001·12,000. ....................... ~_._ .......... 1II" ... ,. ... "" 74.8 

12,001·15,000 . •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• "., ••••••••••• ,.(t ••• 71.1 

15,000 •...••. ......... III ............... 110 • til ...... " • if ............ . 78.0 

TOTAL ...... 11 •• , ••••.• ... .. 11 .... '! ............. " ... -. ... ~ • " .. ..... 74 .. 5 
;/ 

j; 

Female % 

11.0 (\ 

22.8 

34.6 

50.0 

27.9 

24.0 

25.4 

25.S 

25.0 

25.2 

25.2 

28.9 

22.0 

25.5 
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Youth at Risk 

Adult V~lunteers (729% of Survey) • 
Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age • 
Under 11 Years Old • ... ~ .......... r"""·········Q······ 88.9 11.1 

From 11 .. 13 Years Old." *""" I' ... " to"" .. " .... " .... " ~" .. "" .. "",, 'ill""" .. "." .. ,,"" 75.2 24.8 

F'tom 14·16 Years Old. 62.1 
.... " .. " .... " " " " " -a " " " " " " " " " " ...... ., " " " .. " .. " .. " .. " " .... 

37.9 • 
Over 16 Years Old."" " .. """" "II"" """"" .. " .. ".,,,,,,,,,, .. ,,,,,, .. ,,",,,, .. ,, .. ,, "" ,," 80.0 20.0 

Residential Location • 
Urban. .,. ...... , ........................................... . 70.4 29.6 

Rural. " " " " , , " .. " , " " , " " " " " " " " " .... " " " " ~ • ~ " " " " .. " . " " " .. " " , " " " " " " " " " 74.0 26.0 

• 
Race 

White. 
" " oJ " " • " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " .. " " " " .. " II " " " " " " .. " " .. 

72.6 27.4 

72.4 27.6 • Black. .......... 0 ••••• 1, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " 

Income 

Under $ " " " " " , " .. " " " " " " " " " .. " " .. " " " " . " " " " " " .... " ...... " " " " " " " .. 73.5 5,000. 26.5 • 
5,001· 8,000. .. " " " " " " " . " .. " .... " " ....... " .... " ............ " " " " .. " 71.0 29.0 

8,001.12,000'; ..... " " " " " " ...... " " " .. " .. " " ............ " .. " .. " .. " ... . 73.0 27.0 

12,001·15,000. " \ " . " ... " ... " " . " " " .. " " " " " " " ... " .. " .. " " " .... " ..... 73.6 26.4 • Ii 
15,000 •.....• '. •• " ...... " " " • " • " .. " " " " ...... " ............. " " ... " " to to " " 

73.6 Over 26.4 

TOT AL" " " " " .. " " " " . " " " .. " .. " .... " .. " .. " .... " .. " " " .. " " " .. " " " " ." 72.5 27.5 
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'( outl1 at Risk 

Counseling (70.2% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old. ......... 'II • " ...... " " " " " " ., " , " " " " • " " • " " " .' " ... ' .; " ",86.8 

From 11·13 Years Old. """"""".",,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, #I" ",. III' ..... """.,,""""" ... ·t 75.7-

From 1.'-16 Years Old ..... ~" .... " '1\" " .... " " .. "" ".,. "oil .. " • " " " • _ .. ., lI: " " " " ,,-* ~ " 1t 61'.0' 

Over 16 Years Old" " " " ) " .. " " , " 'III " e· " ••. " ., " " , " " 'II It •. " " • " II] " iii " " ,. " " 0' It, ., • " " 80.0\ 

Residential L.ocation 

Urban " " " " " " " " " .. " .. " .. " ,. " " " " • " " " " " .. " ~ " " " , " " 'II " " " ,. ., " ,. _ lit ... " ..... " ... " 67 .. 2 

Rural • ••••••••••••••• " •••••• ., ••••• ,.,. ••• ,,; ••• ,, ......... i!t"~, ••• ...... 13.5 

Race 

White. " " " " " " " " " " . " " .. " " " .. " " " " " " .. " " " , .. " III: .. " , " • " .. " , t' .. , , " ~ " " " III " " " 70.6 

Black . ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,·,.fI' .... · ••• ,~ ...... fII' •••• ' •• .•.•. '. 71.4 

Under $ 

Over 

Income 

5,000 ...... . 
.. " " • " " " " " fII " " " " II " " " , II " " , " ,. .. " " " " " .' , " " \II 

5,001. 8,000. 

8,001.12,000. { """"".,. ...... "" •.•• , .•.• ...... ,.,'.·tt· •.. ..• 

12,001-15,000 . .................. , .... " ........... ' ....... .. 

... ~ 70S 

• ., •• 69,.8 

•••• ' 72.S 

15,000" " " " " " " " " " .' " " " " II! .... , " ~ • ~ ", •• ' " " " " ,. .. 't " " .' "'" gil" " " ..... '.' 73",4' -......... 

TOTAL" " .... " " " It' " " y " .. " ,. .. • ' ~ " " ~ .. " " II' " ,. ... ' " " It, ... ~' .' " .. " It, .. " 70.6 

() 

I) 

female % 

Z4.3 

39.0 

20.0 

32.8 

29.4 

29.S' 

30.2 

27'.9 

275 
I) 

26.6 
~-

29.4 
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• 
Youth at Risk 

Parenting Ski!ls Education (65.8% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old. ................ II .... ,. •• II II ••••••••• .• 84.7 15.3 • 
From 11·13 Years Old •. " ... ........... 41' ••••••• .• 73.6 26.4 

From 14·16 Years Old. .. 64.5 35.5 

OVer 16 Years Old., ... . . . . .. . .. .. . . .. . . ..... ,. .. ., ....................... .. .. 57.1 42.9 • 
Residential Location 

Urban ".\O"~"""'If"""'·"·"""'··'.···"···"'''.·''·"' .70.2 29.8 • 
Rural. ....... " ............. " ......... II " ... " .. II ............... II .. . .73.2 26.8 

Race • 
White. .............................................................. " ......................... .. .73.8 26.2 

Black • .. .. .. • • .. • .. .. • • • .. .. .. .. .. .. • • " •• " to .... " ......... It • lit ...... III ..... it ........... .. . 68.8 31.2 

• 
Income 

Under $ 5,000 .... .", .......... , ....... ~ ...... ~, ........ . .69.3 30.7 

5,001· 8,000 .. It .......... " ........................... " III .. It !I .................... .. 71.9 28.1 

................................................. It ......... .. •• 74.8 25.2 

12,001·15,000. ................................................ .72.2 27.8 

Over 15,000 ...•... ...................... 'I .. .72.5 27,5 • 
TOTAL •..... ........ , ..... . . ~ ............................ . 72.3 27.7 
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Youth at Risk 

Structured Dally Environment (63.3% of Survey) 

Demo graph ic Characteristics Male % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old .. " " .. " " .... " ...... " " .... '" .. " ................ " ....... " , .. " ~ ...... .. •• 86.7 

From 11·13 Years Old •. •• 77.3 

From 14·16 Years Old . ... · .. ·· ........... _._11 ................. " .. .. •••• 65.3 

Over 16 Years Old .... " " " " " " .. " " " " " .. " " \ " " '" " " " " .... " " .... " .. " .. " .. •.•• 62.5 

Residential Location 

Urban ........... , .............. " ......................... .. .72.2 

kural. " " " " " " , " _ " " . " " " " " " " " " " " " ... " .. " .. " " ,. .. " " " " ~ ... " " \II> , " " " " .......... " 74.8 

Ractl 
l 

White ...• 
" " " " " " " " It " .. " " " " .. " " .. " ...... " ...... " .... 'III " " .. ~ " " III " " " " " 

.• 74.8 

Black ........ . 
" " " " " /I " " " " " " " " " " ...... " .. " .... " ..... " .. " " .. " " ... " " " t> " .. " 71.9 

Income 

Under $ 5,000" .... " ................ " ... "" ..... II " " .. " .. " " .... " ...... " " ...... " " ...... " .. " " " " 72'.4· 

5,001. 8,000. 

....... \1.. •••••••••••••• " ....... o" •••• _. •••• 74.5 

12,001·15,000. ................ 11 ..... 11 •••••• • ••••••• 11· .... .76.4 

Over 15,000. III ••••••• " • " " ••• " ... " " •• ft .. ~ ............ , •••• ~ •• I'! ••• .. 84,0 -- ...... 

TOTAL" " . ' ..... <!' ............... <II ......... , .......... "" • , ....... 73.7" 

Female % 

13.3 

22.7 

34.7 

37.5 

27.8 

25.2 

25.2 

28.1 

27.6 

26.9 

25.5 

2'3 '6' -~ .' \). (( 
t6.0 

:"''""'"'~ 

26.3 
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Youth at Risk 

Drug and Alcohol Education (56.0%, ~f S{!rey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age 
,', 

Under 11 Y ea~,s Old. : .. " ... ,f .. , •• " .... " .. " " .. " .. " " " ........ , .. " ....... " , " .. e "" 86.5 

From 11·13 Years Old ... ~ .............•.•••••••••......•. , ••.... 76.3 

From 14·16 Years Old. " .. ,,"""""""" .0 ..... """" .. """ .... " .. " ....... """ ......... " 63.1 

Over 16 Years Old ......•....•.....•...•.•• 
\', 

Residential location 

" .. " ........ " .. " " " .... " " " .. " 

Urban 
" " • " " " " .. " " , • " •• " • " ~ •• " •• " " • " • " .. " • " " " II " " " .. , • " " " .... " ... " • " 

Rural" .. , . " ... , " . , .. " ... t< .. , •• " • " .. " ...... \0" " " .. " " " ~ .... " ..... " .. " ....... " .. 

Race 

White. " " " " i1. '" " " " '" " .... "~I ... , • " " " • '" .. " " " " " " " .... " " " .. " • " " " ........ " ••• , • , 

Black .. , . " .. , " . " . , " " " " . " .. " ...... " . . "." "" ... "" .. " ,,~ " ..... ,." " " " " " " . " 

Income 

85.7 

68.4 

71.9 

70.7 

69.9 

Under $ 5 ,000 .. " " , .. " ... " " . t. " ... " " " .. " " .. " .. ~ • \~ ........ " .... " .... " " ..... • " 73.1 
\\ 

''''Over 
\,\ 

.' 

~5,OOl· 8,000 ... "",. .... " .......... " .'. It ... It .... b ............... ~ ..... 67.9 

8,001.12,000;:,> ....... _ ........................... ' .. " .............. It •• , • • • ... 71.6 

12,00 1-15,000 ....... _ ...................... . ' ............... " ........... '. " .... 60.4 

15,000 ............... .. '" ... Q ...................... " ............. " " .... 0 ...... " .... 71.1 

TOTAL ....................... '" ~ .. ~ .............. " .................... " .... 70.4 
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Female % 

• 13.5 

23.7 

36.9 I 

• 14.3 i 

I 

31.6 • 
28.1 

.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/Psyc~~9Iogical Care (55.3% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Maie% 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old ............... " .. " . " ... '" ........ \I •• ., .......... "" '" .. 85.3 

From 11-13 Years Old .... /I ........ '" It .............. '" ....... " " .. ., 'II .. ...... " ...... " 74.5 

Female % 

14.7 

25.5 

From 14·16 Years Old .... ' •.........•.......••••.••••••••••.•••• 62.2 37.8 

Over 16 Years Old ....................... " .. " " • " . " '" " .. " " ..... '" ... " " " .... " . 62.5 37.S 

Residential Location 

Urban .... " ... " " ~ " . " ....... " ..... It\ .. '" " .... II ....... '" ......... " .. " .. " ........ " ..... • 70.1 29.9 

Rural ........................................... " ... " " " ... " . " ... ~'","' ......... .. 72.9 21.1 

Race 

White ............................................... III " ••••• III ........ " •••• 0 • " " •• 71.9 28.1 

Black ......... ,. ................................. " ................. " ....... ., . " .. If '" ..... • 71.5 28.5 

Income 

Under $ 5,000 ....... " ........ jIt • '" " ..... ., ........ '" ..... '" '" /II ...... " .... ., " .. " .. " _ .'. 70.3 

'" 

,-. 5,001 .. 8,000 .... '" <1 •••• \I ........... " .. " ..... /I ~ • " .. " ..... " " .... " .... III " .. 71.1 

29.7 )1 

28.9
1 

.,::~ ,;.. 
',\ 

8,OO'ii.'1·12"OOO . ........ ,. ........... \I .... "" ... It ... '" .. " ........ "., ." • ..,,,.73.0 2j~.O 

12,001-15,000 ............ " . " " ............... " " " " ...... " . " ....... -' .. " 73.4 ,'26.6 

• OVer 15,000 .............. " ... " . " ...... "'.'" " ... " III •• " .... " ... " • " ... " • '" ••• • 78.4 21.6 - -
fc~ 

TOTAL ................. " " " . " " .. e " .;/", " d ....... II • " .. ~ ............. .. 71.8 28.2 

• 
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Youth at Risk 

Remedial Education (49.7% of Survey) 

• 
Demographic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

" ••••••• .; ......... " ............ ~ ............................ e .. .. .84.2 Under 11 Years Old ... 15.8 • 
From 11-13 Years Old. ................ " •• l1li .................................. .. . • 81.1 18.9 

From 14-16 Years Old. .. • • • .. • • 11/1 " " • " • " ..... " It " • " " •• .. 70.1 29.9 

Over 16 Years Old ......• '1; ••• ~ .................... " .•.•...... 100 o • 
Residential Location 

Urban " • " " Ii •• " •••• " " " " " " • " " " " " • " ....... " " ... 'II ............. " .... " • " •• 
•. 72.3 27.7 • 

Rural. .. " . '" ...... . •. 78.3 21.7 

Race • 
" " • " • " " •• " " , " " " " " " " • " " " " " • " " • " •• " " ....... I, ............. " ... . 

77.7 22.3 

Black. ................... " .... " .... " " " .. " • " ... " " I ........ " • " ........... " ... It •• " •• " " 74.2 25.8 

• 
Income 

Under $ 5 ,000. /~.;' .. ~' .. " " " " " " " " .. " ........ " •.... 76,4 23.6 

,),_.:. " • " " • " • " ........ 11 .......................... " • .. 77.5 22.5 • 
8,001-12,000. " " .... " • " " " ... " •••• It " ............. " " ......... . .. 74.3 25.7 

... ''' .. ''' ...................... ~ ...... " .. .. 76,6 23.4 

Over 15,000 •...... .................................................. 
;; 

.80.6 19.4 • 
TOTAL ..... '; . III .......................................... .. 76.2 23.8 

• 
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Youth at Risk 

Job Placement (49.4% of Survey) 

• 
Demographic Characteristics Male % female % " 

() 

Age 

• Under 11 Years Old . ......................... ; ...................................... 86.8 13.2 

From 11·13 Years Old ......................... " ................................................ ... .... 71.6 28~4 

From 14-16 Years Old .................................................................................. 64.5 ,35.5 

• Over 16 Years Old .............. It .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 66.6 33.4 

Residential Location 

• U,rban ............ II .................................... It ....................................................... 65.2 34.8 

Rural ............................................... ,e .............. 0" ~ .............................. /I .': .... 69.8 30.2 

• Race 

White ........................ II .. II, ................... _ ............. , til. .. til <II. .......... '" .......... " .. .. .... 70.9 

Black ......... \I ............................................ " .................. _.".".63.5 36.5 , 

• 
Income 

Under $ 5,000 .......... " " " " " ... " .................................. ' ........ , .. .. 68.2 31.8 

• o 

5,001. 8,000 ... " .. " ... "." .. "" ............... .. ,.~ ............... It ......... 71.0 29.0 '\ 

8)OOl .. 12)OOQ~ ~ ............ -. III III" III"" .................... "'.,)- ................... 64.0 36.0 \ 
\ 

1 2,001.15,000 ..••.•.••.••••••.•••••••....••.••••.•.•.• 57.5 

• Over 15,000 ... : .' ..............••...••.....•.... ; ....• ',~ . ' .. 80.5 

42.5 \ 
\ I 

19.5 
'\ 

\ 

~ 

Ii 

TOT Al .......... e ......... it ......... "II .. "II .................... ~ ~ 10 .. "" ....... .;.,1 ...... ,. 67.9 32',':1 

• 
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Youth at Risk 

Vocational Education (48.1% of Survey) 

Demographic Characteristics Male % 

Age 
II 
i)-\ 
) 

Under 11 Years Old. ... " ...... " ................ " . " .. " ....... " " ........ " . " .. 89.2 

from 11·13 Years Old .. .. jJ ••• " • " ••••• " 78.6 

from 14-16 Years Old .• 
(\ 

72.0 · ............. . 
" OVer 16 Years Old ..... · ................ " .. " " " . " .... ., ... " .... " • .100 

R II'd . I L • esl entia ocatlon 

Urban ....... , ....... " ........ " " " " " " . " .. " " . " ... ,. .. " " .. " .. " . " .. • 73.6 

Rural. ........ • •• II ................ " " " " .. " " " • " " •• " ••• " " " • .. • •• 79.2 

Race 

White. ...... .; ....... " .......... " ............ " " " . " . ..... 80.1 

Black .. :~ I " ••••• " •••••• , ...... II ........ " •• " .... " .... " ••• " • " •• " •• •• 73.4 

Income 
" 

Under $ 5,000 .•.. ............... " . ~ .... " . " " " ...... " .. " " " .. " " " .. 75.2 

5,001- 8,000. 
• " ••••••••••• It " " •• " " .. " " • " If • " " " •• " • " • " " • " 81.5 

8,OOl .. 12,OOD ............ "."""""" .. "" .. ,, ...... ~ ... ". It •••••••• Ill .. 74.0 

12,001-15,000. ..... " ...................... "" .......... " .... ,"" ..... . 70.5 

Over 15,000. /I " .... " ••••• " ............. " ................................. " ....... ".. 88.8 

..... " ... ' ......... " .......... " .......................... .. " 77*1 
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female % 

10.8 

21.4 

28.0 

o 

26.4 

20.8 

19.9 

26.6 

24.8 

18.5 

26.0 

29.5 

11.2 

22.9 

i 

e: 
I 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Youth at Risk 

Specialized Foster Care (14.0% of Survey) 

Demograph ic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age .'" 

• Under 11 Years Old ..• • 85.9 14.1 

From 11·13 Years Old . • • • • • 111 ..................................................... . · 69.4 30.6 

From 14·16 Years Old. ............. '" .. " ............................................... .. · 58.3 41.7 

• OVer 16 Years Old .... ° 0 ~. 

Residential Location 

• Urban ...... .- .............. . .. ................................... '" . •. 66.6 33.4 

Rural ....................... . .. 67.7 32.3 

• Race 

White . • • • • • • • • • • • -.:II .......................................... '" • III ••••• •. 69.7 30.3 

Black . . . . . ,. ........................ " ................ . •• 64.5 35.5 

• 
Income 

Under $ 5,000 .•.. 70.8 29.2 

• 5,001· 8/000 . • • • " III •••••••• " .......... " ............. " ••••••• 73.6 26.4 

8,001·12,000. .. 67.6 32.4 

12,001.15,000. .. 71.4 2~:6 

• OVer 15,000 •••••.. , ...... Il, ••••••• .., ••••• "IIII ••• 411:f' •••• lI! ••••• .• 55.5 - 44.5 -..-
o 

1,1) 

TOTAL ... III ............................................... It ........ it • III ••• 67.9 32.1 fJ 

• 
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Youth at Risk 

Group Homes (10.4% of Survey) 

Demograph ic Characteristics Male % Female % 

Age 

Under 11 Years Old .... ; .................. , ......•.....•........ 87.2 12.8 

From 11~13 Years Old ......................•................... 67.6 32.4 

From,14·16 Years Old .....................•...•................ 71.5 28.5 

Over' 1 () Years Old ....................•...••.... ' . . . . . . • . . . . . . .. 0 o 

Residential Location 

Urban . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . .. 72.4 27.6 

R'Ural ....................................................... 73.6 26.4 

Race 

White. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. • .• 75.9 24.1 

Black .................... , ................••................ 69.5 30.5 

Income 

Under $ 5,000............................................... 7'1.6 28.4 

5,001· 8,000 .................•.............. ' ......... 75.9 24.1 

8,001·12,000., ............ , ................... , ........ 72.5 27'.5 

12,001-15,000 .... , ......... , .. , ....................... 100 0 

Over 15,000 .............. '; .........•.. " .. , ••............ : 75.0 25.0 
--"--

TOTAL ......... ~!' •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ',', •• 73.2 26.8 
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