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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20531 

September 29, 1978 

To the Administrator, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 

I have the honor of transmitting to you the Fiscal Year 1978 Annual Report 
of the National Institute for Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, 
prepared pursuant to Section 246, of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention Act of 1974, as amended. 

The Act created the Institute as the focal point at the Federal level for 
research and information on juvenile delinquency and youth crime. It out­
lines four major areas of responsibility for the Institute: Research and 
Information, Evaluation, Standards, and Training. This report describes 
the progress of the Institute during Fiscal Year 1978 toward fulfilling these 
responsibilities. 

Although much more work remains to be done, the programs and projects 
undertaken this past year represent considerable progress toward meeting 
the need for increased knowledge necessary for dealing with this urgent 
social problem. 

"}:::c )~w~ 
James c. How~l1, Ph.D. 

~ 
:~t~~~~ Institute for Juvenile Justice 
nd Delinquency Prevention 
fice of Juvenile Justice 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.
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ANNUAL REPORT 

FISCAL YEAR 1978 
October 1,1977 -- September 30, 1978 ACQU\$\i\ONS 

INTRODUCTION 

This report is organized as follows. In the main body of the report, activities 
of NIJJDP are briefly described in each of the program areas: 1) Basic Re­
search arid Research and Development, 2) Program Development, 3) Evalua­
tion, 4) Training and Dissemination, and 5) Standards. Within each program 
an~a certain activities are highlighted (mainly within significant topic areas) 
through orief discussions of the results of activities funded prior to Fiscal 
Y~ar (FY) 1978, activities undertaken over the past year, and some discussion 
of major new activities planned for FY 1979. This section also includes an 
assessment of the application of the results of work fl..nded to date to new 
juvenile delinquency programs. Then, recommendations are made for future 
acti vities in each of the above program areas. 

Appendix 1 contains a list of projects funded through NIJJOP since July, 
1975. Projects funded since October 1, 1977 are asteriked. Purchase Orders 
are excluded. 

Appendix 2 contains Grant Project Summary Sheets for projects funded 
through NIJJDP during Fiscal Year 1978 (Oct. 1, 1977 -- Sept. 30,1978). 

I. BASIC RESEARCH AND RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 

Over the past year, several of NIJJDP's basic research projects have 
produced noteworthy results that have made significant contributions to 
our understanding of juvenile delinquency and related factors. 

Causes and Correlates of Delinquency. The landmark study of delin­
quency in Illinoi s was completed in the past year, at the Institute for Juvenile 
Research in Chicago. This three-year study has involved analyzing data collected 
during 1972 through a statewide Illinois survey of a random sample of over 3,000 
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youth aged 14-18, and a field study of Illinois communitie:; and social institutions. 
Delinquency involvement was measured through self-reports from the youths 
themselves and correlated with such factors as family, peer group, community, 
and school influences. The results have shed new light on the nature of delin­
quency. Among the major findings were the following: 1) contrary to popular 
conceptions based on arrest data, kids reporting delinquent behavior (other than 
armed robbery) are nearly as likely to be white as black, just about as likely 
to be a girl as a boy, as likely to live anywhere in Illinois as in highly urbanized 
Chicago, and just as likely to come from an intact as a broken home; 2) peer 
group pressure is the single most important factor in determining the presence 
or absence of delinquent behavior; 3) the community context serves as an im­
portant mediatIng influence in delinquency--particularly in the case of violent 
conduct; and 4) much of delinquency arises out of youths' response to contradic­
tions or tensions displayed by authority figures in the family, school, and juvenile 
justice system contexts. 

These findings suggest that future delinquency prevention programming 
ought to have a major focus on peer group dynamics and the interactions between 
authority figures and youth. In the latter area, this research supports the need 
to change the way society views youth. The application of a double standard 
of behavior for adults and youth causes tension which appears to increase the 
llkelihood of delinquency. 

Learning Disabilities. The Learning Disabilities and Juvenile gelinquency 
Research and Development Program was designed to examine the relationship 
between learning disabilities and juvenile delinquency. The two major components 
of this study are 1) a comparison of the incidence of LD in groups of adjudicated 
delinquents and officially non-delinquent populations, and 2) an evaluation of 
a remediation program for adjudicated delinquents. This study is being conducted 
in three states: Indiana, Maryland and Arizona. The preliminary results of the 
incidence study show that sixteen percent of the officially non-delinquent school 
popUlation are LD compared to thirty-two percent of the delinquent population. 
However, based on self-report measures of delinquency, it appears that LD and 
non-LD youth engage in similar amounts of delinquent activity. Thus the relation­
ship between LD. and delinquent behavior remains unclear at this time. 

The implication of these preliminary findings is that youth with LD are 
disproportionately referred to the juvenile justice system. Should these preliminary 
findings be substantiated in the course of completion of this research, .:'uture 
programming in the school area Should include further development of LD reme­
diation programs therein, rather than referring youth with LD to the justice 
apparatus. Likewise, diversion pr,ogramming should include procedures for the 
identification~referral and treatment of LD.. 

Delinquency and Drug Use. This study will provide extensive information 
on the incidence, distribution, and patterns and styles of drug use and delinquent 
behavior among a national sample of approximately 2,000 youth aged 11-17. It 
will also include an examination of the relationship between drug use, including 
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alcohol, and other kinds of delinquent behavior and the variables associated with 
changes in patterns of drug use and delinquency over time. Particular attention 
will be paid to the variables pr conditions associated with the commencement 
of drug use, the connection between drug use and delinquency, and development 
sequences of drug use over time. 

Serious Juvenile Crime. We have undertaken a number of studies focused 
on serious juvenile crime with particular emphasis on the development and main­
tenance of delinquent care~rs. 

Two studies have made significant contributions to our understanding of 
delinquent career patterns as they relate to adult careers in criminality. The 
first of these is a follow-up study to the landmark Philadelphia research conducted 
in the ('!arly 1960's of almost all males born in that city in 1945. 

The follow-up study involved gathering data up to age 30 on the offender 
careers of a ten percent sample of the original group. Significant findings from 
this effort include the following: about 15 percent of youths in the 10 percent 
sample were responsible for 80-85 percent of serious crime; and chronic offenders 
(5 or more police contacts), who made up only 6 percent of the larger group from 
which the 10 percent sample was drawn, accounted for 51 percent of all offenses 
among the tot;:u sample--induding over 60 percent of the personal injury and 
serious property offenses. 

The second of the two major offender career studies is a project currently 
underway at the University of Iowa, which is assessing the relationship of adult 
criminal careers to juvenile criminal careers. This project consists of a follow­
up study of 1352 juveniles born in 1942, and 2099 juveniles born in 1949, in Racine, 
Wisconsin. The study is designed to 1) provide information on the nature of urban 
delinquent careers (including age, race, sex, and other offender characteristics 
such as seriousness of offense) and their relationship to later adult careers; 
2) determine the extent to which various alternative decisions by juvenile justice 
system authorities or by the juvenile have contributed to continuing careers; 
and 3) evaluate the effectiveness of the juvenile justice system and other communi­
ty factors in deterring or supporting continuing delinquent and criminal behavior. 

The major preliminary findings to date follow: 1) about 5 percent of the 
white males in the 1942 and 1949 groups accounted for over 70 percent of the 
felony offenses (police contacts); 2) about 12 percent of the white males in these 
two groups accounted for all police contacts of white males for felonies; and 
3) minorities (blacks and Chicanos) were disproportionately represented, in com­
parison with whites, among those referred to court and placed in correctional 
institutions. 

These data make it clear that, at le~t in Philadelphia and Racine, Wisconsin 
a very small proportion of juvenile offenders account for an extremely large 
volume of serious and violent crime. However, the difficulty in taking the next 
step--that of responding appropriately to reduce crime through focusing on chronic 
offenders--is in predicting who will in the future be a chronic offender. A major 
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conclusion of the Philadelphia and Iowa research is that juveniles do not specialize 
in particular types of offenses nor du they necessarily progress from less serious 
to more seriou~ offenses. Ptediction of delinquency remains an elusive goal. 

Another study recently concluded under Institute funding constitutes a 
seven-year evaluation of the Massachusetts experience in its statewide community­
based movement. In 1969-72 Massachusetts replaced its training schools for 
juveniles with community-based alternatives to traditional incarceration. This 
is the only State that has de institutionalized statewide by closing its large training 
schools, in either the juvenile or adult areas. Only about 10 percent of the total 
number of youths presently committed to the Department of Youth Services 
are determined to require secure care. 

The results of the evaluation indicated that youths did better in those 
regions where the new programs were firmly in place as compared to the old 
training schools. However, youths in the more open residential and non-residential 
programs did better than those in the more secure units. Youths in programs 
providing diversity of treatment options and extensive community linkages did 
much better than those in the programs which lacked these features. In 
addition, the community-based programs provide a much more humane and fair 
way of treating youth than did the large institutions previously used. A major 
condusion of the study was that the important factors affecting success or 
failure with individual youth lay not so much in the qualities of specific individual 
programs to which the youth were exposed, but in the characteristics of the 
total social network for each youth in the community. 

The results of this research and the success of the Massachusetts experience 
led to two other projects that we are now underway in that State. The first 
of these is a research effort focused on the problem of secure care in a community­
based correctional system. This research involves examining how the State 
(particularly police, court, and correctional agencies) is making decisions about 
those youths who require secure treatment. (The research also involves 
an examination of how a few other States are addressing the secure care problem.) 
In Massachusetts these youths constitute about 10 percent of the total number 
of youths presently committed to the Massachusetts Department of Youth Services. 
The significance of this research is that the key to long-run success in persuading 
States to adopt policies of deinstitutionalization and establishment of community­
based programs depends in large measure of devising means to alleviate public 
fears about protection in the community. The second of the two new Massachusetts 
projects is a rather large-scale training program. It is described below in Section 
IV (Training). 

A high priority of the Office during FY 1979 will be to carefully review 
all available materials on violent juvenile crime and its prevention. Once assessed 
we intend to distribute it widely, not in the form of lengthy esoteric volumes 
that collect dust, but information tailored to the actual needs of all interested 
persons. 
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The results of the above studies in the serious juvenile crime area must be 
combined with information regarding the offense histories of incarcerated 
youth, if we are to make substantial progress toward the identification of the 
85 percent (approximately) of youth presently incarcerated, who, following 
Congressional intent, should not be locked up. 

We do not presently have reliable nationwide data on the types of offenses 
for which youth in juvenile correctional facilities Were placed there. Our 
best estimate is that approximately one-thirclof youth presently in training 
schools are statL!" offenders. One source for this estimate is the 1973-74 
survey of juvenile corrections programs by the National Assessment of Juvenile 
Corrections (NAJC) project. That study included a survey of a sample of over 
1,500 youth in correctional facilities in 16 states. Among these youth, 35 
percent were committed for status offenses; 3 percent for probation or parole 
violation; 4 percent for misdemeanors, 9 percent for drug offenses; 34 percent 
for property crimes; and 15 percent for personal crimes (aggravated assault, 
rape, robbery, kidnapping, manslaughter, and murded. Thus, only about 15 
percent of the youth in correctional facilities at the time of the NAJC 
survey were incarcerated for what typically would.be considered serious/ 
'li0!P.!'1t r::rimes. 

The NAJC study also produced some other very interesting findings. For 
example, incredible variations in patterns of institutionalization were observed 
among the states. ~ome states committed about 20 t.imes more youths to 
institutions than others (after controlling for different..'es in state populations). 
During Fiscal Year 1974, 43 reporting states spent slightly less than $30 
million to operate their community-based programs for juveniles. This sum 
is about one-tenth that spent on institutions, camps, and ranches, and clearly 
shows that community-based programs are not receiving their fair share of 
state juvenile corrections budgets. 

That they should receive a much larger share of these funds is supported 
by several cost analyses which have been conducted. For example, the NAJC 
study found the 1974 average costs per offender-year for state institutions, 
camps, and ranches to be $11,657. By contrast, the 1974 average costs per 
offender-year for state-related community-based residential programs were 
$5,501 -- or less than one-half the cost of incarceration. NAJC project staff 
estimated that collectively 41 states could have realized a potential total 
savings of over $50 million during 1974 through the achievement of a 50 per­
cent level of deinstitutionalization. 
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A cost analysis of the Massachusetts community-based programs in comparison 
with the old training schools was conducted by Peat, Marwick, Mitchell and 
Company. It revealed the costs of the two types of programs to be about the 
same. However, in interpreting this finding, one must take into account the 
start-up costs associated with provision of community-based service delivery. 
Massachusetts had very little in the way of community-based services prior to 
the closing of its training schools. 

A recent comparative cost analysis of OJJDP programs designed to 
deinstitutionalize status offenders revealed that community-based services 
can be provided for status offenders at about 20 percent les~ than the cost of 
juvenile justice system processirg. This finding was based on a study by Peat, 
Marwick, Mitchell, and Company, using the methods developed in the Massachusetts 
cost analysis of 3 of 11 OJJDP status offender deinstitutionalization projects. 
These three projects were located in Delaware, Arizona, and the State of Wash­
ington. 

Victimization. We recently awarded a grant to the Criminal Justice 
Research Center in Albany, the major purpose of which is to develop a comprehen­
sive descriptive analysis of the involvement of juveniles in illegal behaviors in 
which victims come face-to-face with offenders (rape, personal and commercial 
robbery assault and personal larceny) by analyzing the National Crime Survey 
victimization data. Some of the more significant questions to be addressed are: 

1. changes in the rate of criminal victimization by juvenile offenders; 

2. changes in the nature of seriousness of crimes by juvenile offenders; 

3. changes in race, sex and age of juvenile offenders; and 

4. comparisons of the results from analyzing the victimization data with 
findings from studies using self-reported delinquency and official 
record studies. 

The latter comparison will make possible examination of the relationship 
of victimization data to self-report and arrest data, thereby increasing our under­
standing of the relationship of these indicators of delinquency to each other, 
and in general, better estimates of the volume of delinquency in the United States. 

II. PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT 

In 1975 the Office implemented a "program development process" for identifi­
cation of action program areas that need addressing, and the design and implemen­
tation of them. The Institute plays an important role, that has been recognized 
by the Congress and others, in this program development process. Through the 
Institute, a comprehensive information and data gathering and assessment pro­
gram has been undertaken which we are in the process of expanding. Assessments 
are undertaken in specific topic areas to be addressed by major action programs. 
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This work results in a background (state-of-the-art) paper that includes information 
on promising approaches. It is used in the overall design of the action program 
initiati ve and in the development of the individual projects funded thereunder. 
The Institute also supports the evaluation of selected sub-set of the funded pro­
jects. 

We are in the process of strengthening the Office's program development 
process in the following ways: 1) placing more emphasis on the use of assessments 
in development of action progr.ams, 2) evaluating fewer projects among the total 
funded, 3) placing more emphasis on examination of procedures involved in the 
implementation of projects--problems and obstacles encountered and solutions 
to them--and the use of this information in subsequent program development 
in other areas, 4) restructuring the reporting requirements placed on overall 
program evaluation projects in order to generate and make available current 
information regarding program implementation problems and progress, and 
5) development of an extensive information dissemination capability so as to 
make useful information available to selected groups who need it in their efforts 
related to accomplishment of the mandates of the JD Act and the objectives 

. of OJJDP. 

Youth Advocacy. We recently funded a group to assume responsibility 
.to! asslsting tne Office in its program development work in relation to the FY 1979 
Youth Advocacy Program. In addition to the background (state-of-the-art) work, 
this group will assist individual projects funded under the program in developing 
their approaches, by making available to them current information on effective 
youth advocacy techniques tried elsewhere, and also through monitoring and 
reporting their progress back to them, to OJJDP, and to others undertaking or 
planning to undertake youth advocacy efforts. 

Restitution. The first phase of the national evaluation (Institute for Policy. 
Analysis, Eugene, Oregon) of OJJDP's Juvenile Restitution Special Emphasis 
Initiative was mainly devoted to developing information on operational programs 
to inform the d.evelopment of OJJDP Restitution Program Guidelines. A mail 
survey of a national representative sample of juvenile courts was undertaken 
to provide an overview of current restitution practices in juvenile courts. Based 
on the survey sample, fifteen jurisdictions were selected for site visits to develop 
more detailed information on what appear to be the most promising restitution 
program models for the juvenile justice system. This information has been summarized 
in a "plain english" document that we are sharing with the restitution grantees 
to assist them in their development of individual projects. 

The Institute for Policy Analysis has also undertaken of a sample of the 
recipients of the Restitution Program Announcement in order to learn why some 
organizations did not apply and other reactions to the guideline. This information 
will assist us in preparing guidelines for future OJJDP programs of this magnitude. 
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Assessment Centers. The four Centers under the Assessment Centers 
Program are responsible for the collection, assessment and synthesis of research 
data and program experience, and the preparation of reports, on topics of interest 
to OJJDP. Topics completed and under preparation include: 

Center on Alternatives to Juvenile Justice S stem Processin : 1) An Assess­
ment of Achievement Place: An Alternative to Incarceration; 2 An Assessment 
of Self-Reported Delinquency: Implications for Alternative Programs; 3) Young 
Women in the Juvenile Justice Process: Promising Program Alternatives; 4) Diver­
sion Programs: Legal Issues; 5) An Assessment of Alternatives to Detention; 
6) Youth Services Bureaus: An Alternative to Detention; 7) Police Diversion: An 
Alternative to Detention; 8) Court Diversion Programs: Alternatives to Detention; 
and 9) An Assessment of the Use of Detention for Juveniles. 

Center on the Juvenile Justice S stem: 1) An Assessment of Serious Juvenile 
Crime 8 volumes, 996 pages; 2 The Status Offender and the Juvenile Justice Sys­
tem (245 pages); 3) A Preliminary Assessment of Child Abuse &. Neglect &. the Ju­
venile Justice System (154 pages); and 4) An Assessment of Case disposition and 
Classification in the Juvenile Justice System (3 volumes, 774 pages). 

Center on Delin uent Behavior and Its Prevention: 1) A Comparison of 
Status Offenses and Delinquent Behavior; 2 Delinquency Prevention Experiments; 
3) Child Abuse: A Contributing Factor to Delinquency; 4) Genetic Aspects of 
Psychiatric Syndromes Relating to Anti-social ProJ)lems·in Youth; 5) Descriptions 
of the Current Youth Population; 6) An Assessment and Evaluation of Drug Preven­
tion Programs; 7) Delinquency Prevention: A Taxonomy of Strategies and Programs; 
8) Peer Relations and Delinquency; 9) Learning Problems and Juvenile Delinquency; 
10) Media Violence; 11) Projected Changes in the Youth Population and Their Impact 
on Juvenile Crime Rates; 12) An Assessment of Evaluations of School Prevention 
Programs; 13) Prevention Program Implementation: An Analysis and Assessment 
of the Process; 14) Prevention Program Implementation Guidelines; 15) Alternative 
Education and Youth Crime; 16) Washington State's New Juvenile Code: Its Delin­
quency Prevention Aspects; and 17) Delinquency Prevention: Some Innovative Pro­
grams. 

Coordinatin Assessment Center: 1) Juvenile Delinquency in America: A 
Comprehensive View and 2 Draft Design: OJJDP/NIJJDP Clearinghouse. This 
Center is also responsible for providing coordination and management support to 
the entire program and for preparation of a periodic summary volume on juvenile 
delinquency in America. The first of these volumes is now in final edited form. 

We are currently refocusing the Assessment Centers Program consistent 
with the mandates contained in the amended JD Act and current objectives of 
OJJDP. At the same time, Phase II of this program has been revised in order to 
accomplish its integration with the Clearinghouse. 
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Assessment Centers. The four Centers under the Assessment Centers 
Program are responsible for the collection, assessment and synthesis of research 
data and program experience, and the preparation of reports, on topics of interest 
to OJJDP. Topics completed and under preparation include: 

Center on Alternative to Juvenile Justice System Processing: 

Achievement Place: A Behavioral Treatment Approach in a Group 
Home Setting 

Alternative Programs for Young Women 

Implications of Self-Report Studies for the Creation and Use of 
Alternati ve Programs 

Youth Service Bureau Program 

Juvenile Diversion Programs (Police and Courts) 

Legal Issues in Pre-adjudicatory Diversion of Juveniles 

Upddte on Alternatives to Secure Detention of Juveniles 

Center on the Juvenile Justice SY~n.em: 

Major, comprehensive reports on: 

The Serious Juvenile Offender 

The Status Offender in the Juvenile Justice System 

Classification Factors in the Juvenile Justice System 

Center on Delinquent Behavior and Its Prevention 

A series of reports including what is known about status offenders 
from self-report studies; peer relations and delinquency, school violence, 
media violence, delinquency prevention experiments, and others. 

Coordinating Assessment Center: 

This Center is responsible for providing coordination and management 
support to the entire program and for preparation of a periodic summary 
volume on juvenile delinquency in America. The first of these volumes 
is now in final edited form. 

We are currently refocusing the Assessment Centers Program consistent 
with the mandates contained in the amended JD Act and current objectives of 
OJJDP. At the same time, Phase II of this program has been revised in order 
to accomplish its integration with the Clearinghouse. 
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Clearinghouse. In response to a specific legislative mandate, the design 
work is hear completion for an OJJDP Clearinghouse. It will be funded during 
FY 1979. 

Useful information for a variety of audiences is generated under basic 
research; program development, evaluation and standards programs. It is the 
purpose of the clearinghouse to actively link state and local audiences, and indi­
viduals with sources of information and assistance in order to advance OJJDP's 
program goals. 

Residential Care Study. We anticipate awarding a grant early in FY 1979 
for a replication of the landmark 1966 Census of Children Residential Institutions 
in the United States and territories, to be directed by Donnel M. Pappenfort. This 
survey will differ from the original census in that it will involve much more comprehensive 

coverage of residential programs (including facilities and programs for depen-
dent, neglected, emotionally disturbed, physically disabled, retarded, status offen-
ders, and delinqUents). It will provide a valuable data base for assessing contem-
porary institutional care for juveniles, noting past trends and preparing for measure-
ment of changes in residential care practices in the future. 

This grant will also initiate a nationwide survey of programs for youth 
that serve as alternatives to juvenile justice system and traditional social services 
processing. The range of program alternatives will encompass those programs 
and services for the categories of youth listed above. 

The results of these two surveys will not only provide guidance to OJJDP 
and other Federal agencies' action programs, but will also serve as a basis for 
standards development and implementation, and guidelines development in conjunc­
tion with the OJJDP formula grant program. 

Information System Development. Our current work in this area consists 
of three major efforts. The first is maintenance and expansion of the nationwide 
Juvenile Court Statistics Reporting System, through which information on juvenile 
court handling of youth is generated. We recently awarded a new grant to the 
National Center for Juvenile Justice for this purpose. 

The second effort in this area is the development and implementation of 
automated information systems for juvenile courts. Under previous grants, a 
national assessment of such systems was conducted and the requirements of 
a model system were developed. We recently awarded a new grant to the National 
Council of Juvenile Family Court Judges for the purpose of implementing the 
model system statewide in Rhode Island. 

The third effort in this area is an FY 1978 grant for implementation of 
an automated information system in the D.C. Superior Court, which combines 
a court and prosecutor information system. 

Due Process. A major grant was awarded during FY 1978 to the National 
Center for State Courts for a nationwide survey of juvenile courts. The major 
purpose of the survey (which will include intensive studies of 10-15 juvenile courts) 
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is to examine the extent to which due process procedures are followed in juvenile 
courts, as required by the Supreme Court's Gault decision. 

Interstate Placement, Waiver, Subsidies and Non-"udicial Duties of Juvenile 
Courts. A major grant was awarded during FY 1978 to the Aca emy for Contemporary 
Problems (ACP) in Columbus, Ohio for the purpose of nationwide studies in each 
of the above four areas. Each study will also include intensive case studies within 
6-10 states. . 

The interstate placement study is based on a pilot study of this area, com­
pleted by the ACP in FY 1978. It is aimed at examining the extent of, and prac­
tices associated with interstate placement of children. 

The second study will involve an examination of the extent, practices, 
and implications of waiver of youth from juvenile to adult court. 

The third study is aimed at providing detailed information on the 
availability and purposes of juvenile jt.5tice subsidies at state and local levels. 
This information will assist states in accomplishing the purposes of the JD Act. 

The fourth study will consist of an assessment of the desirability of 
juvenile court administration of such non-judicial responsibilities as detention, 
probation, and other court services. 

III. EV ALU A TION 

Consistent with the Office's "program development" approach, the evaluation 
activity is focused almost entirely on programs funded by OJJDP. However, 
we are beginning to broaden the range of evaluation activity to include other 
programs of LEAA funded with maintenance of effort monies (e.g., family violence) 
and assessments of implementation of unique state legislation (California and 
Washington). 

The seven evaluations funded to date are briefly described below, together 
with preliminary findings. 

Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders. This evaluation will be completed 
ahout December of this year. It consists of an overall evaluation of the program 
and independent local evaluations of eight of the 10 individual projects (Alameda, 
Wash. State, Arizona, Arkansas, Illinois, South Carolina, Delaware, and Connec­
ticut). 

The central objectives of this evaluation are to determine: 

1) The extent to which status offenders already in detention and in 
correctional institutions, as w~ll as those newly defined as status 
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offenders during the life of the program, have been transferred or 
referred to community-based facilities and programs; 

2) The progress achieved in the development and utilization of 
community-based services; and 

3) The impact of these services on (a) the social adjustment and 
recidivism of program clients, (b) the acceptance and support of 
the program by community opinion leaders and personnel of collaborating 
private and public social service organizations and by the juvenile 
justice agencies, and (c) the fiscal, organizational and personnel aspects 
of the juvenile justice system. 

In addition to these areas the evaluation will address such specific topics 
as the following: sex-based differences in status offense behavior and program 
effectiveness, age and maturation effects on status offense behavior, relabeling, 
the existence of the "widening-of-the-net" phenomenon, and a. comparative cost 
analysis of intervention programs. The latter analysis has been completed and 
is discussed in the first section of this report. 

One of the most significant preliminary findings to date pertains to the 
reluctance of foster and group homes to accept youth who have been apprehended 
by the police. Such programs tend to find status offenders "disruptive" to their 
programming. This finding points directly to the need for efforts to increase 
the flexibility of foster and group home programs including effective use of 24-
hour intake, if significant gains are to be made in reducing the incarceration 
of status offendet's. 

Prevention. The national evaluation of the OJJDP Prevention Program 
Initiative is being conducted by the National Council on Crime and Delinquency. 
It has been designed to develop information that will increase our understanding 
of the concept of delinquency prevention and contribute to practic:=al improvements 
in prevention programming. Intensive evaluations are being conducted on a sample 
of 6 regional and 5 national affiliates. Management information (service delivery) 
data are being collected on almost all of the 4-3 individual projects funded under 
the program. Data collected on the planning and implementation phases of the 
prevention projects indicate that identification of the project target population 
and coordination with other youth-serving agencies are two of the most difficult 
tasks. Also, few projects seem to perform the exercise of specifying theories 
of delinquency causation and developing interventions which directly address 
the presumed causes. The result is excessive reliance on traditional services, 
particulari y counseling. 

, 
Diversion. The national evaluation of the OJJDP Diversion Program is 

being conducted by the Behavioral Research Institute(Boulder, Colo.). This study 
has been structured to answer the following major questions: 1) What difference 
does diversion make for youth (as opposed to juvenile jClstice system referral) and the 
juvenile justice system? 2) What difference does service delivery make (as opposed 
to diversion without services)? The evaluation is also addressing such issues 
as the impact of diversion programs on juvenile justice system processes and 
procedures, and the extent to which diversion programs actually reduce the level 
of delinquent adjudications. 
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While the evaluation covers alill of the diversion action program sites, 
only 4 of these are being intensively evaluated as part of the national evaluation 
(Orange Co., Fla; Kansas City; John Jay College, N.Y.; and Memphis). The pre­
liminary evidence suggests that ";he intensive sites are generally diverting youth 
who otherwise would have been referred to court. 

Restitution. The national evaluation of the Juvenile Restitution Special 
Emphasis Initiative is designed to determine what types of restitution are most 
effective for what types of offenders, and under what conditions. The evaluator 
participated in the tentative selection of projects to be included in the national 
evaluation to ensure that these projects represented a variety of basic program 
models. The models were identified by the national evaluator through the sur­
vey and site visits to existing restitution programs to gather program information 
that would assist the applicants in developing their programs. About 9 of the 
approximately 50 restitution projects that the Office is funding in FY 78-79 
will be selected for intensive evaluation. However, a management information 
system will be implemented at all restitution project sites in order to gather 
current data on their activities which will be reported to OJJDP at least quarter­
ly. This information will be used in the Office's program development work (i.e., 
in the identification of areas in which TA is needed, determining the progress nf 
implementation, etc.) and also reported back to the respective projects in order 
to assist them in further programming. 

School Crime. OJJDP is in the second year of a large-scale evaluation 
(Social Action Research Center) of its Schools Initiative. The initiative is com­
prised of interagency agreements with the U.S. Office of Education, Teacher 
Corps and Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education Program, Division of Drug Education. 

The Teacher Corps Program involves nine Teacher Corps Youth Advocacy 
Projects in demonstrations of student planned, implemented-and evaluated 
efforts to reduce school crime. In the second joint program, teams of represen­
tatives of the school community (teachers, students, administrators, community 
members, etc.), recei ve intensive training and follow-on technical assistance 
to facilitate the design of programs which are geared to the unique needs of 
local schools or school districts. 

The evaluation will answer four questions: 1) Are there measurable 
changes in the level of crime and, fear of crime in the schools participating in 
the Initiative? 2) Were the programs carried out as intended? 3) What approaches 
with what underlying rationales, appear to work best under different conditions? 
and 4) What is invol ved in bringing about specific changes in the school? 

Preliminary data are available on the results of classifying programs 
in both the Teacher Corps and School Teams Approach. An analysis of the results 
of student responses to a questionnaire on the extent of the crime problem and 
fear of victimization has also been prepared. 
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Family Violence Evaluation. A grant was awarded during FY 1978 for 
the national evaluation of the LEAA Family Violence Program, to be funded 
by the Office of Criminal Justice Programs. Five to seven projects will receive 
At) intpqc;ive evaluation, and management information data will be collected 
'-HI dll projects funded under the overdll program to al10w us to foHow the pr u· 
gress of their operations. The major objective of the evaluation is to develop 
information on the effectiveness Cif various community organizational strategies 
for providing services to families in which violence occurs. Data will be collected 
on the program planning and implementation process; and on the impact of the 
program on community service agencies, the criminal justice system, community 
residents, and program clients. 

Assessment of New California Le islation. The Assessment of the Impact 
of the new California juvenile justice legislation AB 3121) on the deinstitutiona­
lization of status offenders and on the processing of serious juvenile offenders 
invol ves examining both the intended as well as unintended effects of the legisla­
tion. The assessment is focused on changes in juvenile justice system plrocedures 
at various points in the system, and changes in general processing patterns across 
the State, with more detailed information from selected counties. Other compo­
nents are focused on juveniles' experience and attitudes. Preliminary findings 
indicate a statewide reduction of about 50 percent in the number of juveniles 
arrested for status offenses since implementation of the new legislation -- which 
prohibits secure confinement for such offenses. 

IV. TRAINING 

During the past year the Office has made significant progress in developing 
its training program, which previously had been given low priority. Three major 
areas of new activity are described briefly below: delinquency prevention, law­
related education, and deinstitutionalization. 

Delinguen:y Prevention. Three projects have been undertaken through 
which about 1,00') juvenile justice and youth worker personnel in both the public 
and private sectors are provided training in such areas as evaluation and decision­
making, youth participation, and community leadership skills development. 

Law-Related Education. The Office is also developing a comprehensive 
law-related education program for fu\~ding early FY 1979. This program will 
test various methods and approaches to improving youth's tlnderstanding: of the 
juvenile, civil and criminal justice systems, their rights and responsibilities as 
citizens, and the lawful means of securing and enforcing those rights. This 
program will include grants to the following organizations: American Ba\ Associa­
tion Special Co mmittee on Youth Education for Citizenship, the Constitutional 
Rights Foundation, Law in a FreeSociety, the National Street Law Institute, 
the Phi Alpha Delta Law Fraternity International and the Children's Legal Rights 
Foundation and Training Program. 

Deinstitutionalization. Through a FY !978 grant, we have established 
in Massachusetts a rather large-scale training program, focused on deinstitutionali­
zation of all youth presently incarcerated except approximately 10-15 percent 
(serious violent offenders). Through this project, with other OJJDP training, 
technical assistance, and action programs, we hope to persuade other States 
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to deinstitutionalize statewide their large juvenile correctional institutions. 
The content of the training program will draw mainly upon the results of the 
seven-year Massachusetts study, the new secure care study, and the resu.lts of 
other OJJDP research, evaluatio~7 and action program activities in the delnstutio­
nalization area. 

The primary trainees in this training program are State Juvenile Justice 
Advisory Groups, private non-profit agency youth workers, juvenile justice 
planners, legislators, judges, correctional workers, and other engaged in dein­
stitutionalization efforts. 

V. STANDARDS 

Since being relieved of the responsibility of staff work for the National 
Advisory Committee's subcommittee in Standards, OJJDP's standards program 
has devoted increasing attention to reviewing other related national standards 
developed by Federal and State agencies and national organizations as well as 
new State legislation for their consistency with the principles and mandates 
of the JJDP Act. In addition to providing continued support to the IJA/ ABA 
Juv€miie Justice Standards Project for the review and comment on the IJA/ ABA 
draft standards, the Office is sponsoring a symposium to analyze and compare 
the positions taken by the three National Standards groups on the critical issues 
facing the juvenile justice system. The proceedings of the symposium will be 
available for nationwide dissemination. 

An assessment of the implementation of California's revised State statute, 
which incorporates some of the standards recommendations was continued in 
FY 1978. Two other such assessments are planned for FY 79 (Washington and 
Maine). General areas being investigated include: provisions regarding using 
the least restrictive alternative to incarceration, accountability for decision­
making, limiting judicial discretion through determinate sentencing, increasing 
the role of the prosecutor, limiting the jurisdiction of the juvenile/family court, 
and providing due process safeguards for the juvenile. 

We have awarded a grant to Boston University for a project on the testing 
and implementation of standards. Two communities are participating in the 
development of police guidelines for the handling of juveniles. The program en­
courages community and police line staff involvement in the development and 
implementatbn process. The guidelines will be based qn the standards developed 
to date which encourage diversion,due process, and accountability for police 
decision-making at the arrest stage. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Training 

1) That NIJJDP develop during FY 1979, for implementation in FY 1980, 
a training program "designed to train enrollees with respect to methods 
and techniques for the prevention and treatment of juvenile delinquency," 
as mandated in Sees. 244, 248-50 of the JJDP Act, as amended. 

2) That the OJJDP Clearinghouse, to be implemented in FY 1979, be 
a jointly funded and coordinated effort among the various OJJDP 
units. This approach will not only make the required level of 
funding possible, but also ensure that the Clearinghouse provides 
maximum support for the full range of OJJDP activities. 

Program Development 

1) That NIJJDP institute a series of "program development seminars" 
for OJJDP staff. The primary aim of these is to familiarize Office 
staff with research and evaluation results, in order to strengthen 
OJJDP's program development activities. The seminars would in­
volve presentations of findings, information on promising program­
matic approaches together with program development recommenda­
tions, by OJJDP/NIJJDP contractors, grantees, and others. The 
seminars would be followed by OJJDP staff work necessary to review, 
refine, and implement the recommendations determined to be appro­
~/riate for further action. 

Standards 

Presentations would also be made by OJJDP staff and outside con­
sultants/ gr antees/ contractors invol ved in program development ac­
tivities in conjunction with the Office. Priority would be given to 
evaluations of OJJDP Special Emphasis Initiatives. 

1) That OJJDP provide adequate financial support to the National 
Advisory Committee for completion of the work involved in thie 
development and refinement of stc.ndards as required by Section 
247(d) of the JJDP Act, as amended. 

2) That NIJJDP develop during FY 1979, a standards implementation 
strategy for OJJDP and the States. Since the States are no longer 
required by OJJDP Formula Grant Guidelines to develop and imple­
ment standards, an alternative strategy must be developed which 
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encourages the development and implementation of statewide 
standards consistent with the principles and mandates of the JJDP 
Act. Priority would be given to identification and implementation 
of standards which promote deinstitutionalization, due process pro­
tection for juveniles and accountability for decision-making, and 
which can be implemented without major expenditures of funds. 
This approach would include the development of rules) policies and 
procedures at the state and/or agency level which are designed to 
improve the administration of juvenile justice. 

Research and Evaluation 

1) That NIJJDP develop during FY 1979 a series of special studies, for 
funding in FY 1980. Each series would focus on a particular program 
area (e.g., females, family violence, prevention). Priority would 

Staffing 

be given to topics emphasized in the JJDP Act. Each special studies 
series might consist of basic research, evaluation, and/or research 
and development projects designed to focus on a set of research 
questions in one program area. Taken together, these projects would 
contribute to developing a comprehensive understanding of that area. 

1) That, in order to effectively meet NIJJDP's legislative mandates, 
the level of staffing within NIJJDP be increased commensurate 
with the level NIJJDP recommended in February, 1978. 

.I 
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PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION GRANT NUMBER AMOUNT AHI~RDED 

1. University of ~lichigan 
(National Assessment of Juvenile 
Corrections) 

7S-NI-99-0010 $ 791,057. 

2. Institute for Juvenile Research 
(Delinquency in American Society) . 

7S-NI-99-0013 358,342 

3. Bowling Green State Univ.ersity 7S-NI -99-0031 146,710 
(Impact of the Legal Process and 76-NI-99-0050 
Formal Legal Sanctions on Juvenile 
Delinquents) 

4. Boston University 
(NEP-Assessment of Y.outh Services 

7S-NI-99-0041 245,535 

Bureau - Phase I) 

5. National Council of Juvenile Court 
Judges 
(Juvenile Information Systems 
Requirements Analysis - Phase I) 

7S-NI-99-0072 124,291 

6. University of Minnesota 75-NI-99-0081 . 306,178 
(Phase I Assessment: Topic Areas of 
Diversion and Alternatives to 
Incarceration) 

7. Ohio State University 75-NI~99-0089 143,387 
(Prevention of Juvenile Delinquency, I 

Phase I - NEP) 

8. University of Southern California 75-NI-99-0092 57,455 
. .. (Development of an Evaluation Plan 

for the Status Offender Project) 

9. Institute of Judicial Administration 75-NI-99-0101 347,664 
(Juvenile Justice Standards) 

10. Hudson Institute 75-NI-9~-0107 100,000 
(Long-Range Planning and Law t' 

Enforcement Project) 

1l. University of Chicago 
(NEP-Assessment of Detention of 

75-NI-99-0112 .157,385 

Juveniles and of Alternatives to 
.. Its Use) ii~ 

• . ~ 
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" PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION GRANT NUMBER AMOUNT AI'/ARD 

12. Portland State University 76-NI-99-0020 $ 109,168 
(Development of an Evaluation 
Plan for Diversion) 

. 
13. University of Chicago(S'plit funding) 

(Evaluation of Illinois Status 
76-NI-99-0048 51,617 

Offender Program) 

14. The University of Delavvare 
(Split funding) 76-NI-99-0049 68,783 

(Evaluation of the Delaware Status 
Offender Project) 

15. Bowling Green State University 76-NI-99-0050 84,825 
(Impact of the Legal Process and 
Formal Legal Sanctions on Juvenile 
Delinquents) 

16. . Counei 1 for Educational !1:ve 1 opment and 
Research, Inc. 76-NI-99-0051 5,000 
(School Violence - Building an 

R&D Agenda - Conference) 
. . 

17. president & Fellows of Harvard 
(Youth Gang Violence) 

College 76 .. NI-99-0057 72,100 

18. Stanford Research Institute 
(Evaluation of Alameda County 

76-fU-99-0072 225,000 

Status Offender Project) 

19. Robert Rubel) Visiting Fellow 76-NI-99-0077 42,065 
(Historical Trends of School Crime 
and Violence) 

20. Council of State Governments 
(Development of Compliance Criteria 

76-NI-99-0080 49,584 

for Juvenile Facilities) 

21. Oregon Research Institute 76-NI-9.9-0082 80,000 
(Juvenile Status Offender Proposal) 

22. University of Arizona 
(Evaluation of Status Offender Project, 
Pima County, Arizona) 

76-NI-99-0086 265,000 

. 

..... 
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23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

NI 76 continued 

University of Pennsylvania . 76-NI-99-0089 78,875 
(Offender Careers and Restraint: 

. Probabilities and Policy Implica-
tions) 

National Council of Juvenile Court 76-NI-99-0106 128,721 
Judges 
(Juvenile Information System 
Requirements Analysis - Phase II) 

President and Fellows, Harvard 76-NI-99-0l3l 305,109 
College 
(Cohort Analysis) 

Creighton University 76-NI-99-0l33 298,110 
(Split funding) 
(The Link Between Learning 
Disabilities and Juvenile Delin-
quency: An Incidence Study and 
Evaluation of a Remediation Program) 

Rutgers University 
(The Limits of Heterogeneity) 

76-NI-99-0l34 193,753 

University of Pennsylvania 76-NI-99-0132 119,369 Q 

( S P 1 it fu n din g ) 
(Evaluation of Youth Services 
Center) 

ABT Associates, Inc. Contract No. 23,163 
(Assessment Report and Evalua- J-LEAA-029-76 
tion feasibility Study of 
Pennsylvania Reintegrating 
Offenders Project for Youth) 
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41. American Correction Association 
(Project READ} 

76-JN-99-0017 

42. Institute of Judicial Administration 76-JN-99-00l8 

$ 210,.303 

(Juvenile Justice Standards Project) 76-JN-99-0018(S-1) 
92,964 
82,969 

43. Boy Scouts of America 76-JN-99-00l9 
(Exploring Law Enforcement and 
Allied Careers) 

44. Associ at; on for Chil dren with learn- 76-JN-,99-002l 
iog Disabilities 
(Research and Demonstration Program: 
Investigating the link Between 
Learninq Disabilities and Juvenile 
Delinquency) , 

45. Pennsylvania Governor's Justice 
Commission '76-JN-99-0023 
(Youth Services Center) 

(13.) University of Chicago (Split funding) 76-JN-99-0011 
(Evaluation of Illinois Status 
Offender Program) 

(14.) The University of Delaware 
{Split funding} 
(Evaluation of Delaware Status 
Offender Project) 

76-JN-99-0012 

(28.) University of Pennsylvania 76-JN-99-0005 
(Spl it funding) 
{Evaluation of Youth Services Center} 

(26.) Creighton University (Split funning) 76-JN-99-002~ 
(The Link Between Learning Disabilities 
and Juvenile Delinquency: An Incidence 
Study and Evaluation of A Remediation 
Program) 

46. Institute fey' Juvenil e Researc.h ,\, 
(Delinquency in American Society) 

47. Hahnemann Medical College and 
Hospital, 
(High Risk Early Behavior for 
Oelinquency) 

, 48. President and Fellows of Harvard 
College 
(Cohort Analysis) 

76-JN-99-0004 

76-JN-99-0024 

76-JN-99-0003 

31,000 

769,024 

351,14Si .',' 

174,380 

103,427 

135,576 

510,000 

305,885 

204,117 

244,478 
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PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION §.RANT NU~1BER AMOUNT AI-lARD 

49. Social Action Research Center 77-NI-99-0012 $ 525,320 
(Umbrella Evaluation for the Schools 
Initiative) 

50. University of Pennsylvania 
(Split funding) 77-NI-99-0006 110,000 

(De 1 i nquency ina ~i rth. ,Cohort - II) 

51. Behaviot'al Research Institute 
(Split funding) 77-NI-99-0011 200,000 

(National Evaluation of Diversion 
, Projects) 

52. The.Police Foundation 77-NI-99-0002 160,907 
(Assessing Police Juvenile Units) 

53. Institute of Policy Analysis 77-NI-99-0005 472,697 
(Juvenile Restitution Evaluation) 

54. Allen F. Breed, Visiting Fellow 77-NI-99-0007 67,851 
(Participant Observor for 
Coordinating Council) 

55. National Council on Crime and 
Delinquency (Split funding) 77-NI-:99-0008 200!OOO 
(National Evaluation of Delinqyency 
Prevention Projects) . 

56. American Justice Institute 77-NI-99-0009 97.472 
(Split funding) 

(Center for the Assessment of the 
,Juvenil~ Justice System) 

' .. 57. Ruth Horowitz. Visiting Fellow 
(Delinquency and the Gang) 

77-NI-:99-0066 7,251 
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IN 77 

PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION GRANT NUMBER 

58. University of Chicago 77-J.N-99-0002 
(Center for Assessment of 
Alternatives to Juvenile Justice 
System Processing) 

59. National Council on Crime and 
Delinquency 
{Coordinating Assessment Center} 

77-,JN-99-.0004 

(50) University of Pennsylvania 
(Split funding) 77-JN-99-0006 

(Delinquency in a Birth Cohort - II) . 

(51) Behavioral Research Institute 
(Split funding) 77-JN-99-0009 

(National Evaluation of Diversion 
. Projects) 

(55) National Council on Crime and 
Delinquency (Split funding) 77-JN-99-0007 
(National Evaluation of Delinquency 
Prevention Projects) 

(56) American Justice Institute 
(Split funding) 77-JN-99-0008 

(Center for the Assessment of the 
Juvenile Justice System) 

60. Institute for Juvenile Research 77-JN-99-0005 
(De 1 i nquencyi n Il1 i no; s Soci ety) 

61. Uni versity of Wash; ngton 77-JN-99-00l7 
(Center for Assessment of Delinquent 
Behavior and Its Prevention) 

62. National Council of Juvenile Court 
Judges 
(Juvenile Court Judges Training 
Program) 

63. American Correctional Association 
(Project READ -II) 

77-JN-99-0010 

77-~JN-99-00l1 

AMOUNT AVIARD 

$ 331,085 

376J 148 

290,986 

274,327 

493,777 

502,389 

268.629 

499,017 

248,624 

21B,632 
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IN 77 continued 

64. University of Southern Califorryia 77-JN-99-00l5 
(Utilization of Historical Juvenile 
Probation Records) 

65. Institute of Policy Analysis 
(Juvenile Status Offender 
Proposal) 

77-JN-99-00l3 

66. Boston College Law School 77-JN-99-0014 
(Children's Hearings in Scotland) 

" 

60,636 

69,162 

67. University of Southern California 77-JN-99-00l8 460,000 
(National Evaluation of Deinstitu-
tionalization of Status Off~nder Program) 

68. President and Fellows of Harvard 77-JN-99-0016 33,697 
College 
(Youth Gang Violence) 

69. University of Iowa 77-JN-99-0019 128,442 
(Assessing the Relationship of 
Adult Criminal Careers to Juvenile 
Careers) 

70. Council of State Governments 77-JN-99-0021 152,516 
(The Interstate Placement of 
Children) 

7J. American Institutes for Research 77-JN-99-0022 85,979 
(Evaluation of the Arkansas 
Project for the Deinstitutionaliza­
tion of Status Offenders) 
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*72. Social Action Researeh Center 78~JN-AX~0013 
(Training for Youth ~articipa-
tion in Program Development) 

*73. Associates for Youth Development 78,...JN ... A,X ... 0010 
(Training for Delinquency 
Prevention) 

*74. Center for Human Services 78 .... JN .... AX-0012 
(Manager-Oriented Evaluation 
Training 

*75. Project READ 
(Project READ II - Prevention) 78-JN-AX-0006 

*76. Constitutional Rights Foundation 78··JN'rAX,...0015 
(National Juvenile Delinquency 
Prevention Training Project) 

*77 . Stanford Research Institute 78-JN'-AX-0001 
(Design of a Study to Assess 
thE~ Impact of Income Maintenance 
on Delinquency) 

*78. Behavioral Research Institute 78-JN-AX-0003 
(The Dynamics af Delinquency and 
Drug Use) 

*79. University of Chicago 78-JN-AX-0004 
(Illinois Status Offender 
Services Evaluation: Alterna-
tives to Detention Program) 

*80. University of Pennsylvania 78-JN-AX--0005 
(Evaluation of Youth Services 
Center) 

*81. American University 78-JN-AX-0007 
(Proposal for a Study of Policy 
Implementation Re: Deinstitu-
tiona1ization of Services for 
Delinquent Youth) 

*82. The Pennsylvania Child Advocate, '78-JN-AX-0009 
Inc. 
(Systemic and Personalized 
Accountability to Indigent and 
Disenfranchised Children: A 
Pragmatic Litigation Vehicle for 
Legal Service Attorneys) 

$ 192,033 

88,274 

178,542 

467,760 

175~ 776 

155,985 

425,204 

120,549 

89,557 

155,760 

16,437 
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~83. American Institutes for Research 78-JN~AX~0014 

CA Longitudinal Study; Deinsti~ 
tutionalizing the Chronic 
Juvenile Offender) 

110,372 

*84. Trustees of Boston University 78-JN-AX-0008 301,848 
(Policy-Making Relating to 
Police Handling of'Juvenile) 

*85. Social Action Resea:r;ch. Center 78,..,JN,..,AXM0016 1~372~ 756 
(Umbrella Evaluation fer 
School Crime Program: Phase II) 

*86. University of Delaware 78-JN-AX-001l 52,759 
(Evaluation of Delaware 
Status Offender Project) 

*87. American Justice Institute 77~JN~99M0008(S~1) 150,238 
(Center for the Assessment of 
the Juvenile Justice System) 

*88. National Council on Crime and 77-JN~99-0004(S-1) 81,810 
Delinquency 
(The Coordinating Assessment 
Center) 

*89. Institute of Judical Administra- 78-JN-AX-0002 
tion 
(Juvenile Justice Standards 
Project) 

*90. Institute of Policy Analysis 77-JN-99-00l3(S-1) 
(Evaluation of Washington 
Deinstitutionalization of Status 
Offender Projects) 

*91. National Council of Juvenile & 78-JN-AX-0017 
Family Court Judges 
(Juvenile Information System 
Requirements) 

*92. Blackstone Institute 78-JN-AX-0018 
(Community Agencies Response 
to Delinquent Youths) 

*93. Harvard University 
(Problem of Secure Care in a 
Community Based Correctional 
System) 

78-JN-AX-0019 

125,870 

28,383 

171,602 

192,682 

343,898 
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*94. University of Arizona 
(Evaluation of Status 
Offender Project Pima Co.) 

*95. Marquette University 78~JN~AX-0021 

(Residential Alternatives to 
Detention of Juvenile Socio-
Environmental Research, Limited) 

*96. Association for Children With 78-JN-AX-0022 
Learning Disabilities 
(A Research & Demonstration 
Project to Investigate the Link 
Between Learning Disabilities & 
Juvenile Delinquency) 

*97. Harvard U. Center for Criminal 
Justice 
(Training Program: Implications 
of Deinstitutiona1ization) 

78-JN-AX-0023 

*98. National Council of Juvenile & 78-JN-AX-0024 
FaIll.ily Court Judges 
(Juvenile Court Judges Training 
Program) 

*99. Institute for Criminological 78-JN-AX-0025 
Research 
(Limits of Heterogeneity) 

*100. National District Attorneys 78-JN-AX-0026 
Association 
(Juvenile Justice Standards 
Symposium) 

*101. National Center for Juvenile 78-JN-AX-0027 
Justice 
(National Uniform Juvenile 
Justice Reporting System) . 

*102. National Center for State Courts 78-JN-AX-0028 
(Link Between Learning Disabili-
ties and Juvenile Delinquency; An 
Incidence Study and Evaluation of 
a Remediation Program) 

*103. Criminal Justice Research Center 78-JN-AX-0029 
(The Use of Victimization Survey 
Data to Assess the Nature t Extent 
and Correlates of Serious Delin-
quent Behavior) 

$ 49,488 

99,883 

492,060 

361,452 

242,912 

399,749 

79,919 

443,300 

1,098,332 

279,013 
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FY 1978 continued 

~'tl04. D.C. Superior Court 78...,JN,",AX-0030 

*105. 

*106. 

*107. 

*108. 

*109. 

*110. 

*111. 

*112. 

*113. 

(Juvenile Justice Information 
& Management System) 

University of Chicago 
(Illinois Status Offender 
Services Evaluation: Alterna­
tives to Detention Program) 

The URSA Institute 
(Evaluation of LEAA Family 
Violence Program) 

National Council on Crime & 
Delinquency 
(National Evaluation of Delin­
quency Prevention Projects) 

University of Southern 
California 
(National Evaluation of DSO 
Program) 

University of Notre Dame 
(Youth Advocacy Development 
Program) 

Hahneman Medical College 
(High Risk Behavior for 
Delinquency) 

Academy for Contemporary 
Problems 
(Major Issues in Juvenile 
Justice Information & Training 
Project) 

Behavioral Research tnstitute 
(National Evaluation of 
Diversion Proj I'~cts) 

National Center for State 
Courts 

78-MU-AX-0049 (JNl 
i8-MU-AX-0049 (NI) 

78-JN-AX-0032 

77-JN-99-00l8(S-1) 

78-JN-AX-0033 

78-JN-.iL,{-()038 

78-JN-AX-0037 

78-JN-AX-0036 

(Study of Structural Charac­
teristics, Policies & Operational 
Procedur,es in Metropolitan Juvenile 
Courts-Gault Revisited 

*114. University of So ..... hern California 78-JN-AX-0034 
(Implementation of New Juvenil'e 
Justice Legislation) 

$ 202,237 

68,845 

897,461 
100,000 

999,618 

100,304 

295,974 

247,143 

2,493,241 

561,336 

727,998 

481,739 
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FY 1978 continued 

*115. University of Chicago 
(Center for the Assessment 
of Alternatives to Juvenile 
Justice System Processing) 

*116. Creighton University 
(Link Between Learning 
Disabilities & Juvenile 
Delinquency) 

TOTAL FUNDS ALLOCATED IN FY 1978 

77~JN-99~0002(S~1) $ 68~450 
J 

76-JN-99-0022 (S-l) 198,605 

$15,987,154 
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FY 1978 PROJECT SUMMARIES 



Ti tle: Trai ni ng for Youth Parti cipati on in Program Deve loprnent 

Project Director: Dr. J. Douglas Grant 
Social Action Research Center 
18 Professional Center Parkway 
San Rafael, California 94903 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0013 

Grantee: Social Action Research Center 
18 Professional Center Parkway 
San Rafael, California 94903 

Amount: $192~033.00 

Project Period: 1/18/78 thru 1/17/79 

Project Summary: This project will provide training in the development 
of youth participation programs in education, employment, and 
delinquency prevention. The trainees will be interested policy level 
persons in education, employment, and juvenile justice agencies 
drawn from 15 locations. It is proposed that these persons will 
come together and systemati cally pl an the steps needed to implement 
and evaluate youth participation programs in their own state or 
local jurisdictions after the training in the development of such 
programs. 



. 
'. 

Title: Training for Delinquency Prevention 

Project Director: William A. Lofquist 
Associ ates for Youth Development, Inc. 
2125 South Torrey Pines Circle 
Tucson, Arizona 85710 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0010 

Grantee: Associates for YQuth Development, Inc. 
2125 South Torrey Pines Circle 
Tucson, Arizona 85710 

Amount: $88,274 

Project Period: 1/5/78 thru 1/4/79 

Project Summary: Tlli s project will provi de delinquency pre venti on 
training to approximately 250 community leaders throughout the nation. 
Through vorkshops the participants will systematically learn and plan 
the steps needed to implement and evaluate Community Development 
~iorkshops in their own jurisdictions after the training in the 
development of such workshops. Each would then return to their 
own community and organize community development workshops . 



• '. 

Title: Manager-Oriented Evaluation Training 

Project Director: Dr. Geoffrey Wood 
Center for Human Services 
5530 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. 
Sui te 1600 
Washington, D.C. 20015 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0012 

Grantee: Center for Human Services 
5530 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 1600 
Washington, D.C. 20015 

Amount: $178,542.00' 

Project Period: 1/5/78-1/4/79 

Project Summary: This project will provide training in manager-oriented 
evaluation which is specifically tailored to delinquency prevention 
programs. The training will provide BOO participants with a thorough 
understanding of the evaluation process;how it can dovetail with 
the decision-making process;and how it contributes to increased 
program effecti veness and effi ci ency. Parti ci pan ts wi 11 leave 
training with actual skills in initiating sustaining manager-oriented 
evaluation. and in determining which youth services are most effective 
and shoul d therefore lead to the development of better programs for 
youth. Pat'ticipants wll undertake a specific evaluation study and 
develop and evaluation design for that topic . 
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Title: Project READ-II-Prevention 

Project Di rector: Dr. Janet Carsetti 
Project READ 
8605 Cameron Street, Sui te 216 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 

Grantee: READ, Inc. 
Project READ 
8605 Cameron Street, Suite 216 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 

Amount: $467,760 

Project Period: December 15, 1977-December 14, 1979 

Project Summary: This project will provide training in literacy 
techniques to staff of 100 alternative schools, and other non 
institutional, community-based programs for youth. The training 
specifically focuses on working with youth who are functionally 
illiterate. The project will also (1) provide paper back books 
to participating schools, (2) develop a saries of documents designed 
to improve literacy among young persons, and (3) work in the' 
improvement of reading education in 3 to 5 selected schools of 
higher education . 



Title: National Juvenile Delinquency Prevention Training Project 

Project Director: Vivian Monroe 
Constitutional Rights Foundation 
6310 San Vicente Blvd., Suite 402 
Los Angeles, California 90048 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0015 

Grantee: Constituti ona 1 Ri ghts Foundation 
6310 San Vicente, Suite 402 
Los Angeles, California 90048 

Amount: $175,776 

Project Period: 2/17/78 - 2/16/79 

Project Summary: This program involves proVls1on of law-related 
education for program coordinators and juvenile justice agency 
representatives from ten (10) urban school districts from each of 
five (5) states. The training experience would serve to provide 
these participants with a formal and systematic way of conducting 
qualitative and economically feasible law~related education programs 
which will be implemented in a minimum of one school in each of the 
school districts trained. 
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Title: Design of a Study to Assess the Impact of Income Maintenance 
on Delinquency 

Project Director: Dr. Lyle Groeneveld 
Center for the Study of We 1 fare Pol icy 
Stanford Research Institute 
333 Ravenswood 
Menlo Park, California 94807 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0001 

Grantee: Stanford Research Institute 
333 Ravenswood 
Menlo Park, California 94807 

Amount: $155,985 

Project Period: November 7, 1977-June 6, 1978 

The Proposed seven month study will develop an evaluation plan which 
would be implemented in a subsequent phase to assess the impact of 
the income maintenance experiments funded by the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare over the last six years in Seattle (SIME) and 
Denver (DIME). The tasks to be conducted during the planning phase 
i ncl ude: 1) development of theoreti cal models; 2) eval uati on of 
the existing SINE/DIME data base; 3) review of official police and 
court records; and 4) determination of additional data collection 
needs . 
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Title: The Dynami cs of Delinquency and Drug Use 

Project Director: Dr. Delbert Elliott 
Behavioral Research Institute 
2305 Canyon Boulevard 
Boulder, Colorado 80302 

Grant Number: 7R-·JN·~l\X-0003 

Grantee: Behavioral Research Institute 
2305 Canyon Boulevard 
Boulder, Colorado 80302 

Amount: $425,204 

Project Peri od: November 7, 1977 through November 6, 1979 

Project Summary: This project represents the fi rs t phase of a 
proposed three year study which as two major purposes: 1) to 
provide descriptive statistical information on the incidence, 
geographical distribution, patterns and styles of drug use and 
delinquent behavior in a normal youth population across time, 
and 2) to conduct an empirical examination of the relationship 
between drug use and other kinds of delinquent behavior, and of 
the relationship of those variables which account for and are 
associated with, changes in the levels and patterns of drug use and 
delinquent b"ehaviordver time. Parti cular attenti on wi 11 be devoted 
to the examination of those variables associated with the onset 
of drug use, the connection between drug use and delinquency, and to 
the examination of developmental sequences of patterns of use over time . 
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Title: Illinois Status Offender Services Evaluation: Alternatives to 
Detention Program 

Project Di rector: Dr. I rvi ng Sperge 1 
School of Social Service Administration 
969 East 60th Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

Grant Number: 7R-JN-'X-0004 

Grantee: Uni versi ty of Chi cago 
5801 S. Ellis Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

Amount: $120,549 

Project Period: 12/13/77 thru 7/12/78 

Project Summary: This project will bring to completion thl:! evaluation 
of the Illinois Alternatives to Detention Program, funded by the OJJDP 
in 1976 as part of the National Evaluation of the Deinstitutionalization 
of Status Offender Program (DSO). The major purposes of this evaluation 
are to determine the impact of the Illinois DSO project on: l)removing 
status offenders from detention and diverting them to community-based 
programs; 2) reducing law violations and improving social adjustment 
among status offenders; and 3) the operations of the juvenile justice 
system and on the private and public youth serving agencies . 



Title: \ Evaluation of Youth Services Center 

Project Director: Mr. Thomas Gilmore 
Management Behavioral Science Center 
3733 Spruce Street 
University of Pennsylvanii'l 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19174 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0005 

Gra;'ltee: University of Pennsylvania 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19174 

Amount: $89,557 

Project Period: 12/26/77-12/25/78 

Project Summary: This award provides third year funding in order 
to complete the evaluation of the Youth Services Center project 
(YSC), located in South Philadelphia. The YSC provides direct and 
referral services to youth. It aims to prevent delinquency for 
those youths who have entered the juveni le justi ce system and to 
reduce delinquency among those youths referred to the project from 
the juvenile justice system: 

The evaluation of this project consists of three parts: 1) impact 
assessment; 2) process eval uati on and 3) i nterorgani zati onal ana lysi s. 

A Series of interim teports have been produced including an analysis 
of the advocacy mission and client perceptions of the program. The 
final impact assessment wi 11 be completed by December, 1978. 



Title: Proposal for a Study of Policy Implementation Re: 
Deinstitutionalization of Services for Delinquent Youth 

Project Director: Dr. Jerome G. Miller 
Ameri can Uni versi ty 
Massach usetts and Nebraska Avenues, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20016 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0007 

Gran tee: Ameri can Un i versi ty 
Massachusetts and Nebraska Avenues, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20016 

Amount: $155,760 

Project Period: 1/5/78 to 1/4/79 

Project Summary: The purpose of this study is to describe and analyze 
the experiences of four states in deinstitutionalizing services for 
j uvenil e offenders--Ohi 0, Flori. da, Massachusetts and Pennsyl vani a. 
Its major aim is to examine theoretical approaches to deinstitutionalization. 
This will be accomplished through case studies of each state. 



(" 

" 

". 

Title: Systemic and Personalized Accountability to Indigent and 
Disenfranchised Children: A Pragmatic Litigation Vehicle 
for Legal Servi ce Attorneys 

Project Director: Richard Stephen Levine Esq. 
The Pennsylvania Child Advocate, Inc. 
Suite 517 Frick Building 
Pittsburg, Pennsy~vania 15219 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0009 

Grantee: The Pennsylvania Child Advocate, Inc. 
Suite 517 Frick Building 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania 15219 

Amount: $16,437 

Project Peri od: 1/12/78-7/11 /78 

Project Summary: This study invol ves a review of "ri ght to treatment" 
litigation and an exploration of new techniques for assuring 
personalized accountability to children from juvenile justice and 
social service personnel. It describes new litigation strategies 
and techniques, and develops flexible litigation techniques for 
i nsuri ng accountabi 1 ity to youth that enable non-expert 1 egal servi ces 
practi ti oners and paraprofessi ana 1s to parti ci pate in 1 aw reform efforts 
chat have been reserved for elitest reform specialists. 



Title: A Longitudinal Study: Deinstitutionallzing the Chronic Juvenile 
Offender 

Project Director: Dr. Charles Murray 
1055 Thomas Jefferson St. , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Grant Number: 7S-JN .. AX-0014 

Grantee; Ameri can Ins tit utes for Research 
1055 Thomas Jefferson Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Amo un t: $110 ,372 

Project Period: 2/6/78-12/5/78 

Project Summary: The purpose of this project ;s to expand the local 
evaluation of the Unified Delinquency Interventions Services Program 
(UOIS) in Chicago, Illinois, in order to test the proposition 
that serious juvenile offenders can be handled effectively by means 
other than incarceration. UDIS is a deinstitutionalization program 
for chronic inner-city juvenile offenders who would otherwise be 
committed to the Department of Correctioils. The basic evaluation 
design consists of a longitudinal quasi-experimental approach involving 
comparisons among three groups: juveniles who were committed to the 
Department of Correct; ons, juven; les who entered UDIS between 1974 
and 1976 and a sample of juveniles selected from the general population 
who did flot necessarily become committable. 
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Title: Policy-Making Relating to Police Handling of Juveniles 

Project Director: Sheldon Krantz, Director 
Center for Criminal Justi ce 
Boston University 
209 Bay State Road 
Boston, MA 02215 

Grant Number: 78-JN-Ax-oona 

Grantee: Trustees of Boston University 
Center for Criminal Justice 
881 Commonwea lth Aven ue 
Boston, MA 02215 

Amount: $301,848 

Project Peri od: 4/1/78-9/30/79 

Project Summary: The purpose of this project is to develop, implement 
and evaluate guidelines for the use of discretion by police nfficers 
in matters involving juveniles. These guidelines will cover such 
questions as the decision whether to intervene in the life of a child, 
whether to refer a chi 1 d to the juveni le court, and whether to take 
a child into custody, as well as the rights and procedures which should 
apply following these decisions. Among the primary sources to be 
used in developing these guidelines are the standards which have been 
recommended by the National Advisory Committee for Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention, the Institute of Judicial Administration/ 
American Bar Association Joint Commission on Juvenile Justice Standards, 
and the Task Force to Develop Standards and Goals for Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Prevention. 

During the first eighteen-l)1onth phase of the project, project staff 
will work with the police departments in two jurisdictions to analyze 
the relevant standards, analyze 1 oca 1 needs,> .. problems and pri oriti es , 
and develop the guidelines. An intradepartmental task force and a 
community task force will be established in each jurisdiction to assist 
in this process. During a separate second phase of the project, the 
guidelines would be implemented and their impact assessed. The Phase I 
products wi 11 in c1 ude two sets of gui de 1 i nes' whi ch co ul d serve as 
models for other police departments, an analysis of the policy-making 
process, an implementation plan and an evaluation plan. 
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Title: Umbrella Evaluation for the Schools Initiative: Phase 2 

Project Di rector: Dr. Joan Grant 
Social Action Research Center 
18 Professional Center Parkway 
San Rafael, California 9.4903 

Srant Number: 78-JN-AX-0016 

Grantee: Soci a 1 Acti on Research Center 
San Rafael, California 94903 

Amount: $1,372,756 

Project Period: April 18,1978 thru April 19, 1980 

Project Summary: The two-year project represents the continuation of 
a large scale evaluation of the Office of Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) Schools Initiative. The Inittative 
has three components: two demonstration programs, both developed 
through Interagency Agreements wi th the U.S. Offi ce of Educati on 
(OE), and the development of a national resource and training 
center. 

The objectives of the evaluation are to answer four questions: 
1. Outcome: Are there measurable changes in the level of crime and 
fear of crime in the schools participating in the Schools Initiative 
Program? 
2. Quality Control: Were the programs funded by OJJDP through the 
Office of Education carried out as intended? . 
3. Model Development: What approaches, with what underlying rationales, 
appear to work best under different conditions or in different school 
settings? 
4. Developmental Process: What is involved in bringing about specific 
changes in the schools (obstacles encountered, resources used, interventions 
which can be implemented most readily, etc.)? 



. . 

-Oil . 

. 
~. 

Title: Evaluation of Delaware Deinstitutionalization of Status Offender 
Project 

Project Di rector: Dr. Frank Scarpi tti 
Department of Sociology 
Smi th Hall 
Uni versity of Delaware 
Newark, Delaware 19711 

Grant No. 78-JN-AX-OOll 

Grantee: University of Delaware 
Newark, Delaware 19711 

Amount: $52,759 

Project Period: 1/17/78-7/16/78 

Project Summary: This six month continuation grant is designed to 
bring to completion the Evaluation of the Delaware Status Offender 
Project w~ich was initially funded in 1976 under OJJDP grants 
76-JN-99-0012 and 76-NI-0049. The major objectives of this 
study include: 1) to co'nduct a local evaluation of the Delaware 
Status Offender Project, funded under the OJJDP Deinstitutionalizatilion 
of Status Offender Program (DSO) and 2) to participate in the 
national evaluation of the entire DSO program, which includes the 
Delaware project. 



TITLE: Center for tile Assessment of the Juvenile Justice System 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dr. Charles Smith 
American Justice Institute 
l007-7th St. 
Sacramento, California 95814 

G~ANT NO: 77-JN-99-0008(S-1) 

GRANTEE: American Justice Institute 
l007~7th St. 
Sacramento, California 95814 

AMOUNT: $150,238 

PROJECT PERIOD: 11/1/76 thru 7/31/78 

PROJECT SUMMARY: The purpose of this supplemented award is to provide support 
for Phase r activities of the Center for the Assessment of 
the Juvenile Justice System during a three-month period in 
which Phase II of the overall Assessment Centers Program of 
the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention will 
be reviewed and refocused. 

The grantee will complete a report on the status offender in 
the juvenile justice system and continue a major assessment of 
the serious juvenile offender. 



TITLE: The Coordinating Assessment Center 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dr. Robert Emrich 
NCeD 
411 Hackensack Ave. 
Hackensack, New Jersey 07601 

GRANT NO: 'n-JN-99-0004(S-1) 

GRANTEE: National Council on Crime and Delinquency 
411 Hackensack Ave. 
Hackensack, l~ew Jersey 07601 

AMOUNT: $81,810 

PROJECT PERIOD: 11/1/76 thru 7/31/78 

PROJECT SUMMARY: The purpose of this supplemental award is to provide support 
for the Coordinating Assessment Center during a three month 
period in which Phase II of the overa11 Assessment Centers 
Program of the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention will be reviewed and refocused. The Coordinating 
Assessment Center is one of four centers in the OJJDP Assess­
ment Centers Program. 

The Coordinating Assessment Center will complete final editing 
of Fact Book One (the first annual volume on juvenile crime 
and delinquency in America) complete plans for Fact Book Two~ 
provide coordination assistance and prepare several assessment 
center products for publication during the supplemental period. 
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TITLE: Juvenile Justice Standards Project 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: David Gilman 
1 Washington Square Village 
New York, New York 10012 

GR/J,NT. NO: 78-JN-AX-0002 

GRANTEE: Institute of Judicial Administration 
1 Washington Square Village 
New York, New York 10012 

AMOUNT: $125,870 

PROJECT PERIOD: 8/1/77 thru 1/31/79 

PROJECT SUMMARY: The purpose of the Juvenile Justice Standards Project ;s to 
develop legal and administr.ative standards to improve the 
effectiveness, effi ciency, and fairness of the juvenile 
justice system. The standards will be guidelines for action 
which will be relevant for judges, administrators, legisla­
tors, planners and other persons responsible for juvenile 
justice at the Federal, State and local levels. Some stand­
ards may be readily converted into legislation and court 
rules; others will present criteria which should be considered 
in determining policy alternatives. 

This award provides support for the project during review of 
the IJA/ABA Standards by the American Bar Association House 
of Delegates. During the award period, the comment of the 
various ABA Sections reviewing the IJA/ABA Standards will be 
compiled by project staff, comments will be obtained from other 
organizations representinlg persons actively' worKing in and con­
cerned with the juveni'e justice system, planning for possible 
training programs and seminars will be undertaken, and the 
project staff will serve as a center for information regarding 
the IJA/ABA Standards. The Executive Committee of the IJA/ABA 
Joint Commission will meet during the award period to review 
the comments and make any necessary modifications in the IJA/ABA 
Standards. 
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TITLE: Evaluation of Washington Oeinstitutionalization of Status Offender 
(OSO) Projects 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dr. Anne L. Schneider 
Insti~ute of Policy Analysis 
777 High St., Suite 222 
Eugene, Oregon 97401 

GRANT NO: 77-JN-99-0013(S-1) 

GRANTEE: Institute of Policy Analysis 
777 High St., Suite 222 
Eugene, Oregon 97401 

AMOUNT: $28,383 

PROJECT PERIOD: 4/1/78 thru(;6/30/78 

PROJECT SUm1ARY: This is a supplemental award to Grant No. 76-NI-99-0082. The 
principal purposes of the original award were: 1) to conduct 
local evaluations of the Washington (Clark County and Spokane 
County) Oeinstitutionalization of Status Offenders (OSO) pro­
jects, funded under OJJOP's OSO program; and 2) to par-ticipate 
in the national evaluation of the OSO program, conducted by the 
University of Sbuthern California. This award makes possible 
completion of the evaluations of the two Washington State 
projects. 
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Title: Juvenile Information System Requirements Analysis (JISRA) 
- Phase I II 

Project Oi rector: Larry Boxerman 
NCJFCJ 
P.O. Box 9878 
Reno, Nevada 89507 

Grant No. 78-JN-AX-0017 

Grantee: National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges, Inc. 
P.O. Box 8978 
Reno, Nevada 89507 

Amount: $171,602 

Project Period: 6/7/78-6/6/79 

Project Summary: This program is aimed at the development of automated 
juvenile justice information systems which will produce data on the 
handling of youths by the nation's juvenile justice systems. 

The purpose of this project (JISRA -- III) is to install and 
document the operations of a model juvenile court information 
system (developed during Phase II of JISRA) in a single juris-
diction, in order to substantiate the applicability of the 
model system and promote its transferability. 
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TITLE: Cornnunity Agencies Response to Del inquent Youth 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Richardson White, Jr. 
Blackstone Institute 
2.309 Calvert Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20008 

GRANT NO: 78-JN-AX-001B 

GRANTEE: Blackstone Institute 
2309 Calvert Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20008 

At~OUNT: $192,682 

PROJECT PERIOD: G/8/78 thru 6/7/79 

PROJECT Sur·iMARY: This research is designed to inform the current widely promoted 
strategy of diverting youths from the juveni'le justi ce system 
and returning them to the community for services. Two major 
questions will be addressed: 

1) What types of servi ces are provi ded to what tYPt~S of 
youth? 

2) How are characteristics of youth and agencies related 
to the quality of services provided to youth? 

The study will be conducted in two Boston communities which 
correspond to two community-types (Spergel, 1976): East Boston, 
a "Communal" community characterized by strong ethnic and 
primary group ties, and Allston-Brighton, a "Pluralistic" 
community with a mixture of racial/ethnic and socia-economic 
groups. 
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TITLE: The Problem of Secure Care in a Community Based Co~'rectional System 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dr. Lloyd Ohlin 
Center for Criminal Justice 
Harvard University 
Cambridge, Hassachusetts 02138 

GRANT NO: 78-JN-AX-0019 

GRANTEE: President and Fellows of Harvard College 
458 Holyoke Genter 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138 

AMOUNT: $343,898 

PROJECT PERIOD: 6/7/78 - 5/6/79 

PROJECT SUMMARY: This project addresses a central issue regarding the juvenile 
deinstitutionalization movement: how to alleviate public 
fears about protection in the community while providing 
treatment for the juvenile correctional offender population 
in a community based (CB) fashion. 

The major aim of this study is to examine how Massachusetts 
(which has deinstitutionalized its juvenile offenders by 
c~osing its training schools) is dealing with juveniles in 
a CB manner. In addition, the experience of 6-10 other States 
will be examined in less detail. The main focus of the re­
search will be on interagency (court, correctional, welfare, 
mental health, etc) relationships in the context of decision­
making regarding the handling of juveniles requiring secure 
care. 
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TITLE: Evaluation of Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders (OSO) Project: 
Pima Co., Arizona 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dr. Maynard Eri ckson 
Department of Sociology 
University of Arizona 
Tucson, Arizona 85721 

GRANT NQ~ 78-JN-AX-0020 

GRANTEE: University of Arizona 
Tucson, Arizona 85721 

At~OUNT: $49,488 

PROJECT PERIOD: 6/8/78 thru 12/7/78 

PROJECT SUMMARY: This is a continuation award to grant #76-NI-99-0086. The 
principal purposes of the original award were: 1) to conduct 
a local evaluation of the Pima Co. DSO project funded under 
OJJDp·s DSO program; 2) to pa~ticipate in the national evalua­
tion of the DSO program being conducted by the University of 
Southern California. This award makes possible completion of 
the Pima Co. evaluation . 
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TITLE: Residential Alternatives to Detention of Juveniles 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dr. Richard D. Knudten 
Dr. Mary S. Knudten 
Socia-Environmental Research Center, Ltd. 
735 W. Wisconsin Avenue, Rm. 1011 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53233 

GRANT NO: 78-JN-AX-0021 

GRANTEE: Socio-Environmental Research Center, Ltd. 
735 W. Wisconsin Avenue, Rm. 1011 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53233 

AMOUNT: $99,883 

PROJECT PERIOD: 6/19/78 thru 6/18/79 

PROJECT SUMMARY: The purpose of this grant is to devalop a Program Models document 
dealing with residential alternatives to detention of juvenile 
offenders. The report will provide a detailed definition and 
description of the various types of residential alternatives 
which have proven successful and those which appear to hold pro­
mise. The focus of this effort will be on program management 
(rather than on treatment modalities) and will address a variety 
of management issues such as client selection and placement, 
operational policies and their de¥elopment, record keeping require­
ments, provision of services by formal or informal agreements, 
community involvement issues, and evaluation outcomes, including 
their implications for management decisions. 

The grantee will synthesize the operational experience of a select 
sample of alternative programs and the relevant case law in order 
to develop program models whtbh will provide juvenile justice 
administrators with options for detention alternatives which meet 
the legal and social constraints of their jurisdiction. 



TITLE: A Research and Demonstration Program: Investigating the Link 
Between Learning Disabilities and duvenile Delinquency 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dorothy Crawford 

-. 
" 

ACLD-R&D Project Headquarters 
2701 E. Camalback Road, Suite 450 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016 

GRANT NO: 78-JN-AX-0022 

GRANTEE: Association for Ch'i1dren with Learning Disabilities 
4156 Library Road 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15234 

AMOUNT: $492,060 

PROJECT PERIOD: 10/1/78 thru 9/30/78 

PROJECT SUMMARY: This project ;s designed to complete the Research and Development 
Program funded under grant No. 76-JN-99-0021. The major purpose 
of this project is to systematically investigate the possibility 
of a relationship between learning disabilities {LD) and juvenile 
delinquency. The three major components of the R&D project are: 

(1) The detennination of the incidence of LD in groups of ad­
judicated delinquents and officially non-delinquent popula­
tions. 

(2) A remediation (treatment) program for selected groups of 
adjudicated delinquents who are judged LD. 

(3) An evaluation of the effectiveness of the remediation. 

The study is being conducted in B'atlt''jmore, Md; Phoenix, Az.; and 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

This al.,rard is in support of the remediation component of the 
R&D project. 



TITLE: Training Project~ Implementation of Deinstitutiona1ization 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Dr. Lloyd Oh1in 
President & Fellows of Harvard College 

. , 

. Center for Criminal Justice 
Cambri dge, ~1ass. 02138 

GRANT NO: 78-JN-AX-0023 

GRANTEE: President & Fellows of Harvard College 
458 Holyoke Center 
Cambridge, Mass 02138 

AMOUNT: $361,452 

PROJECT PERIOD: 7/1/78 thru 1/31/80 

PROJECT SUMMARY: This project will make possible a'rather comprehensive program 
of training in the deinstitutionalization area, consistent with 
the mandates of the JJDP Act and the objectives of OJJDP. Its 
contents wi11 mainly be based on 1) the results of the applicant's 
seven year evaluation of the Massachusetts community-based (CB) 
experience (since this is the only State that has, on a state­
wide basis, closed its juvenile training schools in favor of 
CB programs); 2) a study by the applicant (Grant #7B-JN-AX-0019) 
of secure-care issues in Massachusetts, and 3) other deinstitu­
tionalization materials. 

The general aim of the project is to assist other States that are 
moving in the direction of CB juvenile corrections, through the 
provision of practical information regarding what approaches 
will and will not work in particular States . 
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TITLE: Juvenile Court Judges Training Project 

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Louis W. McHardy 
National Council of Juvenile & Fami1y Court Judges 
P.O. Box 8978 
Reno, Nevada 89507 

GRANT NO: 78~JN~AX-0024 

GRANTEE: National Council of Juvenile & Family Court Judges 
P.O. Box 8978 

, Reno, Nevada 89507 

AMOUNT: $242,912 

PROJECT PERIOD: 7/1/78 thru 6/30/79 

PROJECT SUMMARY: The purpose of this project is to provide training to juvenile 
court judges and othel" tourt-re1ated personne1 so that they 
can meet their individual responsibilities to children in an 
enlightened,effective,and knowledgeable fashion. The training 
sessions will be offered to judges and juvenile justice system 
personnel from a minimmum of 35 States. 
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Title: The Limits of Heterogeneity 

Project Director: Dr. Jackson Toby 
Institute of Criminological Research 
Department of Sociology 
Rutgers College 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0025 

Grantee: Institute for Criminological Research 
Department of Sociology 
Rutgers College 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Amount: $399,749 

Project Period: 7/1/78 - 6/30/80 

Project Summary: This project will complete a longitudinal study of 
nearly every juvenile who entered the New Jersey State correctional 
system between October 1, 1977 and July 31,1978 (begun under grant 
#76-NI-99-0134). It is designed to address issues pertaining to 
deinstitutionalization by developing information on the effects of 
mi xi ng gangerous, vi 01 ent offenders and 1 ess seri ous offenders in a 
variety of correctional programs (ranging from community-based to 
more traditional institutional programs). This study also involves 
an assessment of the effects of separating juvenile and adult offenders. 
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Title: Juveni'le Justice Standards Symposium 

Project Director: James P. Manak 
National District Attorneys Association 
211 E. Chicago Avenue, Suite 1515 
Chicago, l11inoi5 60611 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0026 

Grantee: National District Attorneys Association 
211 E. Chicago Avenue, Suite 1515 
Chi~ago, Illinois 60611 

" Amount: $ 79,919 

Project Period: 7/7/78 - 1/6/79 

Project Summary: 

The purpose of the IIJuvenile Justice Standards Symposium" is to engage 
representatives from the National District Attorneys Association (NDAA), 
the National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges (NCJFCJ), the 
Judicial Admini:stratfon Divisi:on of the American Bar Association (JAD) , 
and the National Legal Aid and Defenders Association (NLADA), in the 
identification, analysis and discussion of approximately 16 critical 
issues which are addressed by IJA/ABA Standards, the Task Force Standards 
and the Natfonal Advisory Committee Standards. The three-day Symposi.um 
would have a limited audience and the format of the conference would 
proceed as fo 11 ows : presentation of the 1 ead posi ti on ~paper on the 
topic, followed by rebuttals from other consultants, and then a brief 
discussion. The involvement of these four national organizations in a 
structured situation is intended to provide an articulate, reasoned 
analysis of these issues from different perspectives from within the 
juvenile justice system by professionals familiar with current juvenile 
court practices and procedures. The symposium proceedings, including 
the position papers, responses and the discussions at the symposium 
itself would be compiled and published for nationwide dissemination. 



Title: National Uniform Juvenile Justice Reporting System 

Project Oi rector: E. Hunter' Hurst 
National Center for Juvenile Justice 
3900 Forbes Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa.15260 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0027 

Grantee: National Center for Juvenile Justice 
3900 Forbes Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15260 

Amount: $443,300 

Project Period: 7/12/78-1/11/80 

Project Summary: The major aim of this project is the maintenance and 
improvement of the nationwide Juvenile Court Statistical Reporting 
System. This reporting system is the only nationwide source of 
systematic data on juvenile court handling of youth. The major goal 
of the project is the collection, analysis, and dissemination of 
information concerning this nation's young people as they find 
themselves involved in and dealt with by this nation's courts with 
juvenile jurisdiction. 
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Title: The Link Between Learning Disabilities and Juvenile Delinquency: 
An Incidence Study and Evaluation of a Remediation Program 

Project Director: Dr. Paul Broder 
National Center for State Courts 
300 Newport Avenue 
Williamsburg, Virginia 23185 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0028 

Grantee: National Center for State Courts 
300 Newport Avenue 
Williamsburg, Va. 23185 

Amount: $1,098,332 

Pl'oject Period: 9/1/78-8/31/80 

Project Summary: This project will involve a completion of the 
Research and Development Program funded under grant numbers 
76-JN-99-0022 and 76-NI-99-0l33. The major purpose of this project 
is to systematically investigate the possibility of a relationship 
between learning disabilities and juvenile delinquency. The 
NCSC will compare the_.incidence of learning disabilities among 
deli nquentand offi ci ally ron-de 1 inquent popul ati ons, and compare 
the level and type of delinquent behavior reported by learning 
disabled and non-learning disabled youth. Finally, they will 
evaluate the effects of a remediation program on delinquent learning 
disabled youth. 

This program is being conducted in Baltimore, Maryland; Phoenix, 
Arizona; and Indianapolis, Indiana. 
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Title: The Use of the NCS Victimization Survey Data to Assess the 
Nature, Extent and Correlates of Ser"j ous Deli nquent Behavi or 

Project Director: Dr. Michael Hindelang 
Criminal Justice Research Center, Inc. 
One Alton Road 
Albany, New York 12203 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0029 

Grantee: Criminal Justice Research Center, Inc. 
One Alton Road 
Albany, New York 12203 

Amount: $279,013 

Project Period: 8/14/781 - 8/13/80 

Project Summary: 

The major purpose of this research is to develop a comprehensive 
descriptive analysis of the involvement of juveniles in illegal 
behavi ors ;,n whi ch vi ctims come face-to-face with offenders (rape, 
personal and commerci al robbery, assault and personal larceny) by 
analyzing the National Crime Survey (NCS} Victimization data. ·Some 
of the more significant questions to be addressed are: 

1) Changes in the rate of criminal victimization by juvenile 
offenders. 

2) Changes in the nature of seriousness of crimes by juvenile 
offenders. 

3) Changes in race, sex and age of juvenile offenders. 
4) Comparisons of the results from analyzing the victimization 

data with findings from studies using self-reported delinquency 
and official record studies. 
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Title: Juvenile Justice Information and Management System 

Project Director: Mr. John Bischoff 
D.C. Superior Court 
4th and F Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Grant Number: 78-.JN-AX-0030 

Grantee: D. C. Superior Court 
4th and F Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Amount: $202,237 

Project Period: 8/16178 ~ 8/15/79 

Project Summary 

This project involves the development and implementation of an 
automated juvenile justice information system for the District 
of Columbia. The system will initially serve the District's 
Superior Court and the Corporation Counsel. 
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Title: Illinois Status Offender Services Evaluation 

Project Director: Dr. Irving Spergel 
University of Chicago 
School of Social Service Admin. 
969 E. 60th Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

Grant Number: 78-JN~AX-0004(S-l) 

Grantee: University of Chicago 
School of Social Services Administration 
969 E. 60th Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

" 

Amount: $68,845 

Project Period: 12/13/77 - 12/12/78 

Project Summary: 

This is a supplemental award which also extends the project period 
an additional five months. 

The general objectives of this project are: 1) to conduct a local 
evaluation of the Illinois Alternatives to Detention Program, funded 
under the OJJDP Deinstitationalization of Status Offender (DSO) Program; 
and 2) to participate in the national evaluation of the entire DSO pro­
gram, which ihcludes the Illinois project. 
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Title: I:valuation of LEAA Family Violence Program 

Project Di Y'ector: Mr. Jeffrey Fagan 
The URSA Institute 
Pier 1 1/2 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Grant Number: 78-MU-AX-0049 

Grantee: The URSA Institute 
Pier 1 1/2 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Amount: $997,461 

Project Period: 9/15/78 - 9/14/80 

Project Summary 

This project involves an evaluation of the LEAA Family Violence 
Program (eleven projects) and of six LEAA Victim-Witness Assistance 
projects focused on family violence. It is designed to provide 
information on the most effective strategies for preventing and 
treating family violence and sexual exploitation of juveniles. 
Information will also be developed regarding the. most efficient 
methods of organizing to provide services to families at the 
community level. Finally, this evaluattC9A.ml'.'p!rovide an oppor­
tunity to assess tlie relationshi'p of tlie nature of famfly charac.· 
teristics and interactions to violence and the impact of family 
violence on delinquency. 



Title: National Evaluation of Delinquency Prevention Projects 

Project Director: Dr. Barry Krisberg 
National Council on Crime and Delinquency 
760 Market Street, Suite 433 
San Fra~cisco, California 94102 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0032 

Grantee: National Council on Crime and Delinquency 
Research Genter 
411 Hackensack Avenue 
Hackensack, New Jersey 07601 

Amount $999,618 

Project Period: 11/1/78 ~ 10/31/80 

Project Summary 

This project, to be supported by Juvenile Justice (IN) funds, will 
involve completion of a national evaluation of the OJJDP Prevention 
through Youth-Serving Agencies rnitiative. This evaluation is designed 
to develop information concerning the most effective delinquency pre­
vention strategies. rt is also aimed at determining toe most efficient 
methods for deve 1 opi ng and expandi ng youth servi ce delfvery' 'systems. 

The evaluation consists of both a process and an impact component. The 
study of project implementation processes is organized around five 
elements of program ,development adopted from the conceptual framwork 
of the National Evaluation Plan Phase r (NEP) on Delinquency Prevention: 
Context, Identification (of the target population), Intervention, Goals, 
and Linkages (with other agencies and organizations). The process eval­
uation will involve an examination of how projects change along these 
five dimensions and a comparison across projects within each dimension. 
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Title: National Evaluation of the Deinstitutionalization of Status 
Offender Program (DSO) 

Project Director: Mr. Frank Hellum 
Uni ve~lsi ty of Southern Ca Hforni a 
950 W. Jefferson Blvd. 
Los Angeles, California 90007 

Grant Number: 77-JN-99-0018(S-1) 

Grantee: Uni vers tty of Southern Ca liforni a 
Social Science Research Institute 
950 W. Jefferson Blvd. 
los Angeles, California 90007 

I Amount: $100,304 

Project Period: 9/1(77 - 12/31/78 

Project Summary 

This supplemental award is required to bring to completion the National 
Evaluation of the Deinstitutionalizati'on of Status Offender Program 
(DSO) study which was initially funded by NrJJDP/OJJDP in 1976 under 
LEAA grants #76-JN-99-00l4 and 76-JN-99-1004, and continued in 1977 
under grant #77=JN-99-001B. 

The continuation of this grant is required because the collection of 
evaluation data will continue into the Summer of 1978, at many of the 
sites, requiri·f.lg continued data processing time and time for analysis 
at USC until the end of ~978. 
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T;tl~: Youth Advocacy Program Development 

Project Di rector: Dr. Thomas F. Broden 
Di rector 
Institute for Urban Studies 
Box 606 
Notre.Dame, Indiana 46556 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0035 

Grantee: University of Notre Dame du lac 
Box 606 
Notr~ Dame, Indiana 46556 

Amount: $295,974 

Project Period: 10/1/78 - 9/30/79 

Project ~ummRry: The purpose of this project is to assest OJJDP in 
the development and assessment of its Youth Advocacy Initiative 
(YAI). The major activities of this project include the following: 1) 
provision of assistance to OJJDP in the development of a major 
action program focused on youth advocacy; 2) the conduct of an 
assessment of program activities through on-going assessment/ 
monitoring of the action projects; and 3) feeding the assessment/ 
moni tori ng i nformati on about the program operati ons back to the 
action projects for the purpose of improving them. 
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Title: High Risk Early School Behavior for later Delinquency 

Project Director: Dr. George Spivack 
Hahnemann Medical College and Hospital 
230 N. Broad Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102 

Grant Number: 78-JN-A~-0033 

Grantee: Hahnemann Medical College and Hospital 
Department of Mental Health Sciences 
230 N. Broad Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102 

Amount: $247,143 

Project Period: 10/12/78 - 10/11/80 

Project Summary: 

Th'is project, to be supported by Juvenile Justice (IN) funds, consists 
of the third and fourth years of a five-year longitudinal study, 
funded under grant #76-JN-99-0024. The major prupose of this effort 
is to identify early behavioral problems that would indicate that a 
child is especially hign risK for suosequent delinquent oeliaviors in 
the general school environment, in the classroom specifically, and 
in the community. Information is being developed on patterns of 
behavior and schoo1 achievement 'which are predictive of academic 
fail ures, emotional disturbance and deli'nquency. 
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Title: Major Issues in Juvenile Justice Information and Tk"ainillg 
Project 

Project Director: Mr. Joseph L. White 
Academy for Contemporary Problems 
1501 Neil Avenue 
Columbus, Ohio 43201 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0038 

Grantee: Academy for Contemporary Problems 
1501 Neil Avenue 
Columbus, Ohio 43201 

Amount: $2,493,241 

Project Period: 11/1/78 - 10/31/80 

Project Summary: 

This award constitutes an umbrella grant to the Academy for Contemporary 
Problems for the conduct of four studies: 1) interstate placement of; 
juveniles, 2) juvenile justice subsidies; 3) waiver of juveniles to I 

adult court, and 4) non-judicial duties of juvenile courts. Each of 
these studies is nationwide and also includes intensive studies of 
6-10 states. 

The aim of the interstate placement study is to determine how many 
youth are place out-of-state in residential facilities, circumstance 
surrounding such placements, and methods used to regulate public and 
private facilities receiving out-of-state placements. 

The subsidies study will identify the types and sizes of state-funded 
subsidies and other grant-in-aid programs used to support local juvenile 
justice programs. The caS2 studies will include analyti.c assessments 
of the combined impact of both federal and state funding ou local 
governments within the prograrmnatjc areas described by the selected 
subsidies. 

The waiver study is aimed at determining nationwide trends, and the 
numbers and types of juvenile ~vho are tried as adults for alleged 
commission of serious crimes. It will include an analysis of social 
policy issues surrounding the use of waivers as an alternative to treat­
ment and also the relative advantages and injustices resulting from the 
use of waivers. 

The study of non-judicial duties vIill involve an examination of the 
powers of juvenile. courts to op'er~te such non-judicial programs as deten­
tion, probation, counseling, prevention, diversion, and "unofficial 
probation. The case studies will be focused on states employing parti­
cularly innovative alternatives to tradittcnal operation of such programs 
by juvenile courts . 
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Title: National Evaluation of Diversion Projects 

Project Director: Delbert S. Elliott 
Behavioral Research Institute 
Boulder, Colorado 80302 

Grant Number: 78-~N-AX-on37 

Grantee: Behavior Research Institute 
2305 Canyon Blvd., Suite 105 
Boulder, Colorado 80302 

Amount: $561,336 

Project Period: 10/1/78 - 5/31/80 

Project Summary: 

This project, to be supported by Juvenile Justice (IN) funds, involves 
completion of a national evaluation of OJJDP's di.scretionary program 
to divert youth from the juvenile justice system. The evaluati'on is 
designed to prodOce information on th.e effecti:veness·of. d;:Yersion 
programs for three audiences: services deliverers, juvenile' justice 
personnel, and the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. 

The evaluation consists of three major components: a process analys.is, 
an analysis of impact on tne juvenile justice system and an ana1ysis of 
impact on youth. The third component involves a recidivism analysis of 
all sites. Further, at four sites a more comprenensive, intensive and 
pll)tentially definitive assessment of impact on youth, ts::tmderway. An 
experimental research design involving random assignment to three 
possible dispositions (diversion with services, diversion without 
services, or traditional processing) is in process at these sites: 
Kansas City, Missouri; New York City, New York; Memphis, Tennessee; 
and Orange County, Florida. A local field coordinator is supported 
by project funds at each of the four intensive analysis sites . 
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Title: Study of Structural Characteristics, Polides and Operational 
Procedures in Metropolitan Juvenile Courts -- Gault Revisitpd 

Project Director: Judge arm Ketcham 
National Center for State Courts 
Programs Division 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX~a~36 

Grantee: National Center for State Courts 
Programs Division 
300 Newport Avenue 
Williamsburg, Virginia 23185 

Amount: $727,998 

Project Period: 10/1/78 - 9/30/80 

Project Summary: 

The major purpose of this project is to develop baseline data regarding 
the characteristics, policies and procedures of juveni1e courts. It 
wi 11 be focused on the re 1 ati onshi ps among court structural and opera-
tional characteristics, due process of law, dispositional decisions 
and administrative efficiency. The specific oDjectives' are: 

1. To measure the effects of the Gault decision on juvenile 
court operations. 

2. To analyze the relationship between adjudication and dis­
position outcomes, and juvenile court characteristics. 

3. To identify factors which are related to court processing 
del ays . 
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Title: Implications of New California Juvenile Justice Legislation 

Project Director: Dr. Kathleen Teilmann 
Social Science Research Institute 
University of Southern California 
950 W. Jefferson Blvd. 
Los Angeles, Californfa 90007 

Grant Number: 78-JN-AX-0034 

Gr'antee: University of Southern California 
Sociai Science Research Institute 
950 W. Jefferson Blvd. 
Los Ange lies, Ca 1 i forni a 90007 

Amount: $481,739 

Project Period: 10-1-78 to 3-31-80 

Project Summary: 

This project, to be supported by Juvenile Justice (IN) funds, completes 
a comprehensive assessment of the impact of California juvenile justice 
legislation which promotes statewide deinstitutionalization of status 
offenders and diversion to community based non-secure programs, and 
more stY'ingent handling of serious juvenile offenders. The study is 
comprised of eight (8) separate but interdependent components designed 
to identify and examine: the unintended consequences of the legislation, 
levels of compliance with major provisions of the legislation, impediments 
to impleme~tation and broader generalizations of the legislation. Infor­
mation will be gathered on changes in system processing rates statewide 
and trends in three southern California counties will be examined in 
detail. The study will also focus on the role of the prosecutor in the 
adjudication process and the role of parents and police in the intake 
process for status offenders • 
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Title: Center for the Assessment of Alternatives to Juvenile Justice 
System Processing 

Project Director: Thomas M. Young 
University of Chicago 
School of Social Service Administration 
5801 South Ellis Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

Grant Number: 77-JN-99-0002(S-1) 

Grantee: University of Chicago 
School of Social Service Administration 
5801 South Ellis Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

Amount: $68,450 

Project Period: 6-1-78 to 7-31-78 

Project Summary: 

The purpose of this supplemental grant application from the University 
of Chicago is to provide continued support for the Phase I activities 
of the Center for the AS'sessment of Alternatives to Juvenile Justice 
System Processing duri'ng a two month period in wfticfl Phase II of the 
overall Assessment Centers Program will be reviewed and refocused. 

Eight reports will be completed in the supplemental period. The reports 
are based on literature assembled from published sources, a seor,ch of 
specialized libraries, and a telephone survey of State Planning Agencies 
and other organizations in the 50 United States. 
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Title: The Link Between Learning Disabilities and Juvenile Delinquency: 
An Incidence Study and Evaluation of a Remediation Program 

Project Director: Dr. Joel Zimmerman 
Institute for Business, Law, and Social Research, 
Crei ghton Un i vers ity 
Omaha, Nebraska 68178 

Grant Number: 76-JN-99-0022(S-1) 

Grantee: Insti tute for Busi ness, Law and Soci al Research 
Crei ghton Uni versi ty 
Omaha, Nebraska 68178 

Amount: $198,605 

Project Period: 11-4-77 to 12-3-78 

Project Summary: This award provides supplemental funds for the OJJDP 
grant liThe Link Between Learning Di sabil iti es and Juveni le Deli nquency: 
An Inc; dence Study and Eval uati on of a Remedi ati on Program (76-NI-99-0l33 
and 76-JN-99-0022). The supplemental funds will enable the grantee 
to continue the original objectives of the project which included: 
1) determining the incidence of learning disabilities among public 
school males and adjudicated delinquent youth in Maryland, Indiana 
and Arizona and 2) evaluating the impact of remediation programs for 
the adjudicated youth in the three sites in terms of ameliorating 
learning disabilities and reducing delinquency . 






