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As researchaprogressed |+ became' apparen+ thaf sTaTus and p!acemenf

VIOlaTIONS had lndeed acrounTed for The maaorlfy of revocaf:ons wnfhln

. R
This +|me frame. FurThermore, even affer a pollcy change by Juvenlle
Placemenf and AfTercare |n January, ]979 To The effec* +ha+ placemen+

’ fallure dld nof consTl{u+e adequaTe grounds for revocaflon, The DeparTmenT
of YouTh Servnces confinued To shel+er chlldren wnTh placemen+ problems‘fd
__QLy pendlng fhelr finai@d P & A hearlng and/or placemenT resoluflon.m’i‘
Ain order To documenf WITh aeTall recenr |ns+ances of chlldren becng re+urned

@

case sfudnesﬂwas appended To +he sTaTIST:caI analys:s. A full dlSCUSSlonh

G o

of The mefhodology employed in The sfudy follows.
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To +he Agency because of lnadequaTe placemenf a secflon presehf!ng fouro.,lf/i

: [Ee ° L g
& - - 3 ey
fé . %
t INTRODUCTION: - , "
u . ‘ i . ' N i : ' ° . - i
o Thls sfudy resul+ed from a requesT by +he Agency's Director +ha+'fhe ey
i3 Research and Evaluaflon Unit |nvesf|ga+e cerTaln factors associated with
) -:revocafions +to the DeparTmen+ of You+h Services. AdmlnlseTaTive concern . i
i focused on The seemlngly large proporfion of revocaTxons derIV|ng from s+a+Us/
w} E / ) " o .
ot : :
c SR placemen+—+ype problems rafher fhan crlmlnal vlolaflons and Thelr effect 8
,f *ron The.size-of TheslnsjlfuflonalapopulaTlon._ I'n order to examine these
wf w igsueS'aASTUdy proposal was devefopedehich deSignafed’for analysis‘fhe :
j?? - perflnenf var;ables of reason for revocaTuon, compleTe h|s+ory of offenses/
g vnolaflons resulfing in commuTmenT and lengfh of revoca+|on sTay When
. the proposal was apprOVed |n March, 1979¢ xf was agreed that research would
commence tmmedlaTely and Tnaf fhe f|rs+ reporT would lncorporafe revocaT:ons
29’;;11 : whlch occurred durrng The one year perxod beglnnlng |n March 1978
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‘% o “ o r PR ,~¢;;M o ,"'b~ LN ST S A i‘ L T ln adlelon To the sTallsllcul analys:s, a case h:sTory approach was employed
o . e 5 ; : . METHODOLOGY o o SATEE TN : E %:? | To document, by means of SPeCIflC dales and correspondence, recen+ lnslances
; <wf : o A e 7 L - , L e o - . SSEEn of ch:ldren being conflned al DYS faClllTleS only because of placement failure.
§ ‘ " For purposes of Thls sfudy, +the +erm "revocaflon" was defined as any’ . | ' 'U ‘ R ‘ I ¢ -
! readm155lon to a: DYS resnden+|a| school mandated by J P & A because The SR EUEREE - Lo §~ ‘ QANALYZAT'ON »
‘% | cllenf in QUesflon had. v:olaTed the “terms of hls condl+|onal or Temporary . | ."'s é ‘d : ’;DlSTrlbUflon of RevocaTnons and Cllenfs Revoked bv County
~§ T condnTlonal rejease. The sfudy populallon consnsfed of 86 cllenrs who ace- L. | o " Table | presen+s 1he dFSTPIbUTlOn by counTy of revocations and clients
; S | ounfed fOr’lOO such revocations durlng +he one year perxod beglnnlng on S E o i ’ -revoked, including a breakdown on revocaTlons for status/placement reasons,
: - ,March 16’ 1978f bt proved necessary, for, cerTaln aSP?CTS OfGThe analyzarioﬁﬁs ’ | , ” . whnch accounTed for approxamafely Two thirds of the TOTaIH) With a relaTnvely
? “ ; | .10 divide thls population info subgroups of 53 inactive and 33 active clients, B small number of revoca+|ons dlsTrlbuTed over some 29 counTres it is dlfflcUIT
; a ~angd to omuf the laTTer, whose most recent revocaflons remain |ncomplefe,¢‘ i : Ol . o deTermln cases of over or under—represenTaflon. For the most Parl the
i , ‘ fro consideration of lenglh of sTay 'SpeC'T‘C~Var'ab'eso+h“5 affected are - - Q | o : larger. numbers of revocaflonsjblien}sﬂ{EVOked appear in counties with large
E no*edv'n’The lLs+‘be'Pw‘ L _ s 4§§% 1 : Juvenlle Popula+lons——GreenVllle, for examPle Sum+er”may be somewhat dis- =
i o Y . 1 . . ] ; . 2
: Sources of information on‘Thevsfudy’populaflon bncluded J P & A s _ j ; proporflonaTessglven-elghT revocallons as-compared to the larger counties
qfi_ "Revocation Receipt Form," used primarily'fo deTermine Thelreason for .revo- § ”i%?ﬂ of Richland (6) and Charleslon (7) Alken, Florence and Lexington, - “all
. { I L J ’ H
| | “ cation, Da¥ ra Process:ng prln+ou+s, which allowed verlflcarlon of age, race, - e 0 L very snm:lar +o Sumter wn+h regard o Juvenlle populaTnon size, together
{ - sex and Jdater of return, and cl:enfwfolders, Wh'Ch provided histories of DYS~ A ’\%§>;\ accounTed for only 8 revocaTnons.v Multi iple reVOcaflons on individual cllenfs
‘W,é : .‘jfi S conTacTs as well as condlmlonal release agreemenfs and other Types of documen— o »occurred ih Sumfer Counly as well as Alken, Berkeley, Charleslon, Chesfer,
:E fajlon SpeC|flc varlables exfracled for analY2a+|on were as.follOWS ‘ - aé» | e f’\ | DarlnngTon, Greenvnlle, Greenwood Lancasrer, Lex:ng+on and. Rlchland
R § D County. of. Orlgln (ramlly Courf/J P & A offlce handllng case) o NI ‘ :"~D|sTrlbu+|ons of Clients Revoked bv Age, Race and Sex
l ' B B 2)'kAge’ race and 5o dlSTFIbUT'On by Type of cond|+|onal release‘: AR BT R L R Table ll presenfs The dmslrlbu+|on of all cllen+s revoked by age,. race
! I~ : = P : . :
_ . B
2 Array Q7 condlf;onal release violations ; 4 and sex Whlfe cllenTs comprlsed the sligh+ maJorlfy, accounfnng for 54 7%
1 o Y vCampus ass«gnmen+ durlng most: recenT revoca+:on o T L ‘Qf The Tgial AlThough males were a clear maJorITy, females made up 36.0% of
1‘ o . ;. . ., 8 a ‘v .(/""\- &
ARt . : ; »
! o 5) Tracklng of lﬂleldUal cllenls by offﬁhse hls+ory and lengfh of sfay fhe s+udy pdpulallon, which was. more than dobble their proporluon it the overall
z;.6)' grfgiﬁg gio;caflon sfay by race, sex and Type of vnolaflon, lnac+|ve ' i J_; ' j“g, e lnsrlfullonal populaTnon.i» The average age‘of allkcllenTs revoked was 14.8‘years.
;f R ,.k D AVerage +o+al sfay by number of commlrmenfs, lnac+|ve cllen+s only FOT & e — R e : - e .
f’ PN ‘- . i | 1Females accounted for‘on | 1 o admi:
g ‘ - : y 7. Zm of all the admlssuons to DYS resndenrlal
. Jg) Off?nse h'STDry paTTerns by number of commlfmenfs RS o e L 5] schools accord;ng fo +he Agency S Annual Repor+ for flscal 1978.
; = 9) Typé of commMTmenl offense/VlolaTlon by commllmenl number o T ST B g . “»‘ SR e .
S %'lb)kaTlme span belween release andoreVOcaTlon by +ype of vlolaflonv = 1b' l p,lgf;;j};ba e T v v
& & : v ;: SRR &
= ) R & : i : ' o »
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L . ALL RevocATIONS
S T DURING PERIOD

4

| ;md |
STATUS/PLACEMENT
REVOCAT IONS
DURING PERIOD

Table |

&

DISTR!BUTION OF REVOCATIONS AND CL!ENTS
REVOKED BY COUNTY AND TYPE OF REVOCATiON

©ALL CLIENTS
REVOKED -
DURING PERIOD

0.

CLIENTS REVOKED
~FOR STATUS/PLACEMENT

REASONS DURING PERIOD ’

~ Aiken gt
Anderson
CE ‘Bamberg
4 Berkeley
' Charleston
5 Cherokee
8 Chester = .
i Chesterfield
5. . Darlington. -

; Fairfield

i Florence

s Greenville 1

£

s Greenwood

4
2
4
7
2
3
1
7
2
1
2
30 R 2 © )
e ampton SRR S
i {i?;rry _ IR
4 Kershaw 2
Lancaster: 3
Laurens 2
Lexington 3
. McCormick 1
Marion - 5
~ - Marlboro 1
~-Qrangeburg 1
Pickens 1
“Richland 6
Sumter 8
rSparfanburg 5
- Union . 4
York 5
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DISTRIBUTION OF ALL CLIENTS

= .

REVOKED BY AGE, RACE AND SEX

NOl'l‘"_" k
White
Male

White
Female

Non=~
White
Female
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54.7% Male: 55 or

45.3% . Female 31 of

14 8 years
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S s » ' ‘ S . . Table |11
A DT P YR ; o T ST ' N , ' ; E,i Yy . lﬁsuz |
& ﬁ:f=< ¢ - Table 11l provides the age, race and sex distribution of 27 clients - S 1 ,F %“f ‘ ' :
O “ | RN AR E e | o RN : DISTRIBUTION OF CLIENTS RFVOKED FQR NON-STATUS
if b : whose most recent revocation-involved a nhon-status conditional release viclation. ’ : : R VIOLATIONS BY AGE, RACE AND SEX
3 o ‘These youlh accounted for approkiﬁalely 3]%’o%vallfcllenls-reVOked‘durlng the " L ’ R ' r ' Non- o Non-
) R e T G SR | - | . White White White | Whites
v study perlod Wthes and non—whyles within Thls subgroup were represented . o ; g Af . Total g Male - . Male Female Female
& i R A ‘ 1 Age - N N =N N .
v almosl equally, and The vast maJorITy,Jmore Then 85%, were males “In contrast, : « H ‘ R ? ‘ o : 2 N 2
g N , : H -1 3.7 17 9.1 -
P Table IV, ‘which presents 5 those cluenls revoked for status or- placemen+ vio- ; 12 1 3.7 1 8.3 -
3 ) S - | « | 13 3 1.1 1 9.1 "2 16.7 -
i laTlons (69 of the +o+al) lndlcales Thal The sexes were much more evenly ' s 14 6 22.2 2 18.2 4¢ 33.%
i S ‘ 15 6 22.2 2 18.2 2 16.7 1 33.3 1100
3 distributed, while The racial composition- was approximately 56% whlle, 44% : ’ 16 _ 9 . 33.3 5  45.5 3 25.0 1 33.3
: - | : S . B R 17 1 3.7 : ; 1 33.3
‘. non-white. . , ‘ FE , » . ' : '
- SR | S : e 5 o TOTAL 27 100.0 11 40.7 12 444 3 1141 1 3.7
; ) Condilional‘Release Violations a 51&; ‘ : R | ; ‘ ‘ h i T , :
% - ; o @ ~ C ; o . ‘White: 14 ofy 51.9% - Male: 23 or 85.2% -
“ Table V indicates the complefe array of condlllonal release vuolaT;ons S \ o - N ~
: | N Non-White: 13 -or 48.1% Female: 4  or 14.8%
L for 27 cllenls revoked with aT least one non-status charge. - The. wosT frequenl R B o | ;
L ' o v , ; S T | : cal . Average Age: 14.7 years
i f?ﬁ = violations wnlhln lhlS subgroup were ldrceny and, breaking and entering, - : N A J@:% 3 : : ’ ;
o althoughsd ug/subslance abuse and sfaluc—lype prob lems such as leavxng home/ Lo ~ i - , , S
. | | \\ﬁ \ : il o0 ‘ E I o . Table |V
oY placement without permigsion and schooJenelaTed’charges were also»cogmon. R | : : .
¢ ' ’ : B . . N . : "\‘:J o 2 . » . S0 . : 2 ‘ ‘ : . . ’ ’ ‘ﬂr . ' ! - @ c
? 7 Almost three-fourths of these youth exhlbiVed multiple violations, as many - = - S DlSTRlBUTlONuOF‘CLlENTS REVOKED FOR STATUS OR
: | as four por client. e Y ) PLACEMENT VIOLATIONS BY AGE, RACE AND SEX -
i ’ i ' ' 5 _ S e , R : ST o s
. Table Vi Presenls The dlslrxbullon of condlllonal release v;olallons'- g o ‘ﬁ%/%y‘ o v L e Wh‘l L 'wz?; . ~ Whit “ 'vwgn;
it : \ O e S R o ‘ S tre ‘ e s WniTe o e
| for the 59 clients revoked on sTaTUS/Placemaﬁ\Charges onlY Almosl 60% = o ‘ DR R . Total : ~ Male Male e Female - - Female o
: | e g Age¥ - N % =N % N &N g N B
i - of the clrenls vnolaled lhelr condlluonal release by leavxng home”or placemenly : s “;,12 - g (3.4 ’ T > is i T v ' ~ v
' \ | B R g 5. 2T L :
: without. ermlsslon whlle | some 39% reTur ed. for\school relaled roblems mosg| ‘ : S 5.1 ! %S 2 15.4 T - ‘ :
per Q 3 ; o wly 14 8 136 ‘1 ° 53 2. 154 2 143 3 231
¢ nop-attendance. Fallur of plaremenl was speCIfked in the revocallons of ) 15 35 59.3 . 1t 579 7 53.8 gr 643 8 61.5 5
N rrentanes 3° ! SRR S 6 11 . 186 6 516 . 3. 21.4 - 2 15.4
; eighf clienTs- ln conlnasl To +he cllenls revoked w:+h non— falus vnolallons, el e T ST N S S e e
. fewer Than half of *he cllenfs revoked because of. slalus or: placemenl problems B ” e o : R ‘ a Ry : - _
had mulTIDle vlolallons, o i' ’ jgf,r j% ‘-ﬁif e” i ‘ '/‘>1€; , n ‘dﬁﬁ j;k“:t” OWhi+e:7”33 Ob '55;9%' S Malé”: 32 or -54;2% L A ;]‘ :f?b
: S SR R S PR B PRI ) T “Non-whiér‘e " 26 or 44.1 Female 27 or 45.8% eglni
E \,‘\:\A T : i ; . ; - . Do aud ,0 . é‘:r—ﬁ‘
. Average Age 14, 8 years . R
;;;;;:W ‘ Jr&f e t o e ' i S - 7 i ?r; : e o m o T b S b - : e e et
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Crable T . ? j Table VI . i
) ; . . i . '
& 2 =i = ;
DISTRIBUTION OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE VIOLATIONS ’ N v 4 . DISTRIBUTION OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE V{OLATIONS 2
ON CLIENTS REVOKED WITH NON-STATUS CHARGES - =¥ . o = ON CLIENTS REVOKED FOR STATUS/PLACEMENT REASONS ONLY
: b o g : ,w
Conditional a . Percent of . N Condiﬁo”n?l . Per"_cen‘t~ of i :
Release Violation* Clients- ) ‘Release Violation* . Clients :
, elease » iolation (n=27) 9 - L {n=59)
Assault NI 1.1 School Refafed (#1): 23 39.0
i Burning a Building ) 3.7 . . = N Non Aftendence 17 - // -~ ’
@ w0 Breaking & Entering Lo 7 25.9 - @ Suspension 4 ;
Auto Theft . ‘; ;gg . ) Expulsion 2 . " ‘
. i N : I
;ar ceny i 3.7 9 Y Failure to Report
reaking & Entering (Aufo) » o Repo
Malicious Damage to ) " . for Hearing (#2) 3 b 5.1
Private Property (over $50) : g; ’ g ’ Resid Cha (#3) 6" 10.2 -
Escape - - o z 5 esidence nge : . 67 .
- AWOL from temp. CR 2 7.4 ; Changed w/o perm.5 :
NON=STATUS - Drug/Substance Abuse © .5 18.5 - : g - Left SC w/o perm.1 .
Possession of knife ; 3-‘71 : : oot i /é, . o ;
Shoplifting e . o . Leaving Home/Pluacemen '
orger 7 i 3.7 . : w/o permission (#4) 35 59.3 - ;
Forgery / 1 37 _ 5 <
DUl i . ) : - ¢ , ~
Use auto w/o oymer s : B Faitlure to follow Coun- ’ j{
permission / 1 3.7 ’ selor’s Instrucfions = o f
Disorderly Ccfiduct =1 3. . (#5) 6 10.2 i o
Driving-w/o l/_lcense » teo -3.7 b L . , § ;
- Ret. from Temp CR 1 N 3.7 _ Fighting (#7) 4 6.8 _ 5
o o v School. Rela'l'ed (#I). 6 » 22,2 i s w} ~inking Alcoho! (#8) 1 1.7. § 7 i
R C 7 enrolIment 1 : ’ : : RN ;
nonattendance 2 = ~ Faillre to be% reason- : i
expulsion . .1 o able in conduc‘l' with 5
‘suspension 2 . g Parents (#9):; 5 8.5 i
' e ° ‘ . B ) ) . . e . ! . }T
Residenceé{#3):. . o1 3.7 - ° Fail ure’ of: E'aceme,[‘"' A#11). 8 13.8 o iR
Left+ SC w/o permission = : '| : i e , {
- N ® . “-Incorrigible’ 7 o 11.9 p
STATUS* * Left Home/Placement , 5 ~ - 18.5
. wu'rhouf permission (#4) ’ - .Other 4 6.8
~17 Fal lure to ol low Counselor's 1 3.7 \\\\ ’ co °
5 = o lns‘n uctions (#5) S TOTAL o 102 S s
' ‘ Faiwre to have reasonable 1 37 ‘ L o , | |
confiuct with parents (#9) l'}l o n s R s ‘ U . . ;
i~ | ks S ) _ Multiple Violations (27 Clients) < -
© SN Inctzrmmb!e ; 4 14 [ - = ot : . o RN B o ;;f}
5 T : 2 Yoo y 2 3 41 iy
I ) ‘ , . ‘ : [L : T Frequency . 7T 2 f
: ‘ E N - - v - . !; ‘:j‘t/ N ir
PR Mulhple Vlclaﬂons (20 Cllenfs) o , : ! : ) 8
E : 2 3w o Sl ‘ : L :
: g ‘ ‘ Frequengy.- - . ST 7 ; g : L K L o *Dls‘i’r!bu’rlons Includes ohly those vlola'hons resul'hnq tn. the mosf recen'i‘ ‘..w.
i . ‘ ISR LR B . . R ' g , o ‘revocation during stidy ‘period. S L L
° ¢ ' " ER - *¥Numbers. [n-parentheses refer 1o the spe"Fflc J Ff &%A wola-hons. Seq Appendix | .
] ’ : S B ; o . : (R i o . for a. copy of +he COndlﬂonal Relsaser Agreemen TR
T *D:sfrnbuhcn mcludes only ‘those vlola'hons resui‘hng in The%nos‘l' recen'l' ¢ - L - ‘ ‘ ) ‘ e PR
3 y - revocation during study per:od. R - “ W L R ot
5 . **Numbers .in. parentheses: refer fo ‘l‘he speclfic J P4 A vnola‘l‘jons See AEEendTX e K?”f*'} : e Lo - 3
: <for a: copy of’ the Gondl'flonal Release Agreemen't'. o = - % ‘ \sﬁ” | ( ‘/,j?,,> =
W . : o . : . : A . By S : e # : ok . O @ = B
. < B h BT : - i - - R . i o - . : . 2
o - e o S B K . v g 5 W 5 - a R
- . " . “j‘a \, H . . BN ‘ -' ‘ o : : e & i i
) A T < . ¥ E2 . . O) R S o . :
. . ok ) r, . . o 5 &) ’LZ .
i : e Q.= : . .
e
2 o EAE e 2
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| e e - L o  Table VIl
Z{ : ) : k - . o . © ' : 5 . ’ fi. . = ’ . ) N ; ’
i ‘ o -0 ET T ’ : ‘ T E : - | , : T SUMMARY OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE VIOLATIONS
| . g ‘ SRR o oo f: ~ BY TYPE OF VIOLATION: AND INDIVIDUAL
& - oo ’ - ‘ S - :
. o | o | ,, g _— | CLIENTS INVOLVED
. (:" o When the 1nforma+|on on Tables V and VI is combined, it becomes apparent e 1§ o ‘
# , , i 1 lacement without per- ' i - - _ - '
t ‘Thafr for the entire study POP”la+'°”’ leaving ;ome/p acement W/ 52_ | Type:of Conditional Release| Number of Violations | Percent of| Number of Indi-|* Percent of
: P o o P . s tichs. THi i . Violation this category ) Total vidual Clients all Clients
1 mission was The most frequenf y}olafxon dSSQC'aTthtf+h revoca |nns Tis I ) » . Involved . Revoked (n=86)
charge was specified for some 47% of all clients returned to DYS. School- o e ; : .
A o ' . , ‘ . . , i | Serious Crime against .
[ ~third of th B : :
. : ) relafed‘problems a}so proved common, incorporating about one-third of these IPerson or Property ¥ 24 } 14.9 : 17 _ ?19.8%
youfh : . N _ o ; : . _ , : ; L
"l : “ Table V1| summarizes conditional release violations for all clxenfs - |} Ofher Non-Status ‘ 17 " 106 . 14 16.35
; o L .
l revoked by,Type of violation and individual clients involved & Particu arly ” b Status B _ | 112 69.6 62 © 7214
AR " noteworthy is the fact that fewer than 20% of the clients returned to DYS ; N SR | . _ . :
: . : . s o s I . T : ' Unsuitable Placement : \ -
g had v&olafed +nelr condifional release by commannng a qernnusiprjme agatnsfti f or Placement Fallure** ) 5.0 .8 9.39
% person or property. When clients with multiple fypes of Violafions are * - ‘ f ~ {OTAL o ” . 161 100.0 L _— :
} ‘cohsidered, +he remainder of this populaflon is dlsfrqbufed as follows K = ; ; ‘;A*“ . ‘ i “
S s} . . o 1 o ! . ‘ R ¥
. : ) § f 'ééj s 7 e . . . . . I o
i For 10 clsenfs (11. 6%) +he mos+ serious revocaflon charge, although non- o R : Multiple Types of Conditional Release Violations . ‘ , f
'; i}’ 7 " = L . ,',. (5 3 ) . : . . 1 ) s S ‘ » . . . S ' . o . ) . }
g status, was not in the serious crlme cafegory fifty-one clients (59. % o o ) . . Serious criminal and ofher non-status violations: , 3 clients f
¢ | ' Serfous criminal, other-non-status, and status violations: 1 client ’
; - T 69 3%) rned b ause W ’ ’
faced status Type violations only, while engh rllenfs % returned bec e o Serious Criminal and Status Vio|ations: 4 elients
= Other Non-Status and Status Violations:: : : 4 clients :
L . d status charges also. NSO Ta ; s , . : , o
b 9f placemenf i?"ure Threg of this latter grnup hav sta 1S charges a’s i * Status Violations and unsuitable placement s o 2 clients
1‘,§ R CamDUS AssanmenT of Clients Revoked. +o The D;par+m0n+ of You+h Servxces o : >  L “7‘nn ‘."‘.> f E S - R _‘TOTAL o o 14 Cfien+s
? Campus aasugnmenTS of clnenTs revoked durtng The sTudy pernod were as) et e i . ¥*Serious crimesvagainsf Peréon and property includeduthe
- foflows R SR B T o e : SRS U L , ~ following: assault; burning a building; breaking and ©
Q TIONER L o : S o e, B R TR -~ enfering; auto theft; larceny; breaking and entering (aufo); R
. Willow Lane e 72t1% = ’ ‘ B N R and malicious damage to properTy in excess of $50. ’
Tk - . ' w R U ST PN S ; I : L o g ‘
i John G. Richards 16 ee o 186E s T e s e o=
i N RN D RN SR | ; o P S u o L **lncludes only children cl+ed in vuolaTuon of J P&A o e r
¥ o . ‘ C B E R k{4 . o L : ‘ B y
BT e VBJFChWOOQ I B iE o 9.3k S o SRR rule #11, br cases in which ™failure of placement" or : SO K
B0 DRI s . L R ‘ : i L L PR | RSN IR ‘ "unsuitable placement" was stated as such. Does not o : R e
I 4 : : Total R A 86 o §><_ 100, O% T T L s i IR include children who left home or placement: wahouT S T -
' : J+ is apparenT’Thaf The greafesf effecf of revocaTlons on pOpulafton size L 2 I B }n‘p?rm;ssuon:xn Y‘°'?*'°“,2§i? P ﬁ:A rnle #4‘ :
, Q. o R | E b - e s e S R o N
oo wasfelT at The Wlllow Lane fac:llfy, whlch recelved more Than 70p of. a!l o RERR 2 v.{j} L e W T A
£ 42?’ e cllen+s reTurned to The Agency by Juvenlle PlacemenT and AfTercare. SRR T LT T e T S5 R LT 2o ‘ . REAREE
:;: . % P B i : . ) : . : . Ce o Qﬁ . . r' L g . o) - c) ! o i _o : Lo . S . - ‘é? . - . 2 o N - . : . c ’a;:
f: > ? o Y : - - wasas . \1 e e '—""“f“"‘:‘*i;" '"“S,
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charge, the first commllmenl averaged 9. 2 monlhs, The second 6 9 monfhs, and
the fhlrd, where appllcable, 6 6 monfhs, comparable flqures for cllenls wnlh
‘ sTaTus/placemenT revocallons xndlcale unzformly shorleras+ays bu+ a s;mular

palfern-—B 5, 4 9. and 3. 3 monThs, respecflvely For +he enllre popularlon

of cllenls revoked “the fxrsl commx+men+ averaged 8. 7 monfhs, The second 5, 5

o

~months, and lhe lhvrd 4 9 monlﬁs.ﬁ Overall +he average Tolal slay was 14 8

3

monThs, 18’6 for cllenls revoked on non-sfalus chacges and 13 5 for ¢hose re- ?

+urnlng for sfalus/placemenl reasons._ Olher klnds of dala presenTed on

.Tables Vlll and IX are summdrlzed on Tables X—Xlll

dedl wn+h average revocaf,on S*aY and aVerage +o+al sfay, are based on +he f‘”“"

populallon sub -group of R3 lnac.lve cllenls-—excluded are 33 acTIVe cllenTs

e
o

o

gTables X'and Xl WbICh : \\5'

g Q . 5 L

: @ - | |

%j %fE ’ ’ o T f ¢ R L

? " Tracking lnleldual Cllenls bvﬁLengih of Each,COmmllmenTi‘To+al Slayrando

? Offense Hlslory - | e . 7

Tables Vi1l and IX +track indivldual clieﬁfs”:fﬁrough'éacl{éonmi‘fme‘rlfr to

? a residenllal:school lndlcallng bo+h lenglh of sfay and 1ype of offense ’1 -
g /vassoc1a+ed with the commllmenfs.l The Tables provnde a klnd of capsule hlsTory”j

% | of individual experlences with lhe Deparlmenl of Youlh'Serv1ces. For example,f“ N
é the first youth noled on Table vitl, whlch lncorporafes The 27 cllenls revokedrd e

: on non-status charges,ls a non—wthe male flrsl commllledofo an 1ns+l+u+10n at

,g * the age of 11. His fourwcommllmenls”all lnvolved non-sTaTUS charges, the lasld.

g two serious criminal. aCTlVITleS. By the llme of release a+ The age of 17 +o

é the Department of Correcflonsglo complefe a delermlnale senlence, The cllenl

é ‘had compiled a Tofal stay at DYS of 4.9 years | 5;;' ‘ai}“°_s" :
i, gfi One Trend apparenl from the |nforma+|on recorded on Tables Vlll and IX lsn ?53
% o that each succégslve commx+men+ Tends{do be of shorler duraflon Than prev10us.

g , ones. For those cllenls whose mosT recenl reVOcaflon lnvolved a’ non—slalus f»ﬁ
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Table VIIT , . SN
N - » ' Yoy ;// .
TRI\CKING OF INDIVIDUAL CLIENTS REVOKED . FOR. NON= STATUS- VIOL/\TIONS 'o
8Y LEHGTH OF EACH GOMMITMENT, TOTAL STI\Y AND OFFENSE - HISTORY . :
Z i - Age a+ : Age éf Ll . : ‘vL‘én\clj‘rh,of Sfay in_Months o - Total ‘Stay o -VOff‘ense/Violaﬂ()n History. (See Code}
: ‘Race & First -Revocation . Commi tment ' Commitment - Comgmitment "  Commitment - at DYS - . Commitment .~ Commitment - Commitment - Commitment
Sex. Commufi‘ment Cliost recenf) #a. o #3c  #2 # Mos. Yrs. ‘ #3 _ #2 #1
S NWH ST e S5t 7. .. 7.0 2806 58.8 439 & SC,ONS - SCLONS - ONS ONS, ST
NWF 12 15 . . 2.0 inc : 9.7 21,8 38.7°3.2 "se. ONS ONS,ST ..o~ SC,8T -
N 11 14 119 i . .5.8 8.6, 28,3 2.4 , SC SG,ONS ONS cose o
NM v 12 Ve 3.1 inc: 1049 a7 - 25.0 2.1 °SC,ONS" sC _5C,0NsS e -
WM 14 15 3.8 ine 1.0 10. 19.0. 1.6 5C,ONS * . ONS ST . . ONS
- NWM 10 14 - : 19.2 . 10,1 © 40,3 3.4~ ONS, ST ST U’HCSC
‘NaM -1 15. s 13.0.: 9.7 - 33,1 2.8 - T4lo80 ST ONS
: F “15 7 - : 2.7 710.5 - 19.8 1.7 - ONS- ST sC - 5
L WF‘» 15 16 b . U TE 6.3 9.4 .8. - SC - ST SC
WM 14 16 = E Z 4.8 SN 8,8 %7 v - ONS, ST o sT ST
WM. 13 oM e - - 1.9 .- 7.5 19.5° 1.6 - - SC,ONS, ST SC,ONS
CONHM ey 10 R - : - 7.7 1.7 19.4. 1.6 = = - SC,ST SC,ST
WM e 16 = 709 110.3 18.2 1.5 - i - SC e ST
WM 13 13 - - 6.1 inc 10.0 16,1 1.3, - : .- ONS " . SC
WM 15 16 - - o 7.1 87 15.8 1.3 - - SC SC,0NS, ST -
‘ ‘NWM 12 SoA3 - : - 6.9 Inc 8.7 15.6 1.3 - = SC - SC, :
CWM 13 S 14 oy 7.6 inc ~7.9 15.5 1.3 - o - ONS, ST 8C >
NWM- 14 15 - - 7.1 _ 6.7 13,8 1.2 = O sc sc
e WM. 14 R i) - - 8.0 inc. 5.1 3.0 4.0 0 - o - ONS ~SC. .
T NuM “13 A4 = = T 64 ¢ u 5.5 11,9 1.0 = L= SC,ST sc o 1
L NWM 130 14 & L 43 1me 7 6.9 o L3 .9 - 7 SC ST ) ‘ : .
_NWM 15 BR 16 i - 1.0 *¥E 0.2 . 11.2: .9 - - ‘ - +9C,S8T - ONS 3
“NWM- 14 16 ST - A 9.8, 10.9 .9 - ‘ - 5C,ST sC
WF 14 15 - - 4,3 . 5.6 9.9 8 e - ONS ﬂ CONS.
, WM 154 16 - - 3.7 Inc 5.9 9,6 .8 - R ONS,ST }# = "SC.-
- Wi 1A 15 - - 1.5 1.7 9.2 .8 . = - ONS ONS :
& WM “fo - "o - - L 2:47%ne 5.7 e 8,1 W7 - - ONS ONS .
%=13.0 . %=6.6 U690 %292 -x~186 1.6 ‘ - SR »
s S (averages based on complefed s‘rays only) : : g s
" « - i . ; * . -
4‘ ,' L : - R E - ° E . A \L.i‘/ N ‘ ’ e i ‘ s K\ i \\1 Y R
" SRR T TR ' *Fourth Commi tment was deferminale sorﬂ'ence for burnlng a bulldlnq. grand and pe‘rry larceny - SC=Serious crime against person = N . O LR T T T e e e e
: : 4 ' or properly L R T T S T e B
: k J(Oonum’rféa\for "fhreaT&u ng. suicide" breaking schoo rules, and s‘raylng ouf lafe af nlghf ' ~ ONS=Other Nop-Status o L IR SR Tan e »
& , ) \ §T=Status pal B IR R S R
; R T T ***AWOL 29 days aﬁ'er comm} ) nt; now In pollcy cus'fody, i ,,unTed in calculaﬂng average sfays, <PL=Placement N K S : e e LT ey
#: R Yo & second comml‘hne-‘l‘ ) R : - ;;/ L : i : . . 3 . 5 Lo ~ e R C R |
o
ﬁ\\ .
;\ '
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’ /1 ° ) ; Table IX e
. 5 v " TRACKING OF INDIVIDUAL CLIENTS -REVOKED FOR STATUS OR PLACEMENT VIOLATYONS BY :
2 ¢ : 4 T LT LENGTH. OF EACH COMMITMENT, TOTAL STAY, AND OFFENSE HISTORY =~ . &
S e S .~ Age at - Age at "~ ? R Length of Stdy +id Months : : Total Stay . ] Offe_nse_/Violation History: (seck_code)
' : .. Race & -First: ; Revocation . .Commitment - . Commitmernt ' Commitment .~ Commitment - at DYS  ~ -Commitment ~ - Commitment = -Commitment & - Commitment
g “.§ex . . Commitment. (most recent) it #3 - #2 #1 ... Mos. Yrs. L) o 12 gAY
. f NWM BT o .15 7.0 inc’ 10.1 1 32,3 50,4 4.2:7 ST sc ST ST -
15, R, 11 . 15 C 5 8.6 9,10 21642 34.5 2.9 PL 1 ST . ST
£ 3(7) N A O TR 11 LR 2,5 dne 4B 3,8 v 8.3 ©19.371.6 2L PL . ST ONS
SWM T T A — g 29.2 11.6 41,7 7345 - = PL sC 5C -
1 W - 15 = 11.4.tnc .. 21.9 S 6.7 40,1 3.3 - ST, ONS ' s¢°
.U . WM S VA 15 - 10.4 7.3 15.7 7. 733,3 2.8 - ST PL - 8C.
: g o W 14 : 16 - 16 .5 22.8 24,921 - ST ST ST
DL SRR § EE .13 - 64 Ane 7,2 743 20.9 1.7 - 5T ONS . 8C
. MM : 12 L5 - 2.1 S11i6 6.3 20,1 1.7 - 8 ST sc.” ONS
o . 3 " WF 13 15 - 4.0 7.5 S 8.2 1907 1.6 - = ST ST’ ST*
: 9 i WF 13 15 = 2.0 inc 4.5 13.0 19.5 1,6 . .= ST 8T - ONS,ST:
Le 5 W 12 15 - ¢ 1.8 2.6 14.5 19.0 1.6 - ST ST,ONS SsT
A % " WF 14 16 - ‘.9 10+6 6.3 . 17.8 L5 = ST. ONS 'ST,0ONS - :
: NWF 14 15 - 1.3'dnc 6.7 . 8.8 16,9 - 1.4 S= ST ST $TsSC S
o B NWF 12 15 ~ .7 6.8 9.0 16.5" 1.4 = 8T P ST . gTH
‘ B W 14 15 - 6.6 7 8.6 15.9 1.3 - ST - ST ST,ONS -
) e i NWF 14 15 - 202 10.0 2.7 14,8 °1,2 - ST ONS " ST
’ - o S B W 13 15 . - S I/ 7.0 © 6,300 1AVT 12 - ST ONS ONS:
. o L e NWM 13 13 - 8,2 inc /A 5.7 14.3 1.2 - ST ST 8¢C
¢ B R PR AL NI 13 15" - 1.8 . 547 5.4 12,9 1.1 - ST ST -SC
o Ce e JWF o 14 15 - 3.6 inc 1.0 7.3 11.9 - 1.0 - ST st 8G
: Ry TR W 10 13 - 2,2 4ne 0,90 - B.O 11,1 .9 - ST ST ST*
TR g/ RERD RIS & WE 14 15 - 8 8.5 1.9 11,1 5.9 - ‘ST ONS -, 8T
A AR “CWE e S 13 14 - 1.0 2.0 5.5 8.5 .7 - ST ST ST#
D 0( e MM s, 13 15 ~ A 13,9 ing 13.0 . 26.9.:2.2 ¢ 2 - ST’ ONS
cor PR R WF ° 13 15 - - 6.5 dne 18,7 25,2 2,0 - - ST 5¢
3 @ 0. S NWM 10 12 - - . 4.5 ine 17.4° - 21.9 (1.8 = - ST 8-
£ NWF - 12 15, = - .9 16,9 7 17,8 1.5 - -2 PL ST
i ' : 5 MWL 14 15 . - - 9.4 ine ‘8.2 17.6° 1.5 ~ - ST 5C
| , ; WM 15 16 = - 10,0 D 6.8 7 16:8° .4 - - ST ONS,ST
- o : > . NuM 12 13 - = ST 1s5.0 16,7 14 - - ST G, ST
Iﬁ' B : . NWE T 16 ' - 8.2.dnc . - 5.9 . 141 1,2° - - . ST cooise
TOMNE i LG 715 - - 7.2 . 6430 13,5, 1.1 - - ST SONS 0
' WE - BN - R - = 7.4 6.0 13,5 1.1 - - -ST . 8C,8T
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. e o YR o Table IX cont. e . S v
: o s o v » oL ‘
';5 - Age at Ape at . 7% Length of Stay. in Months - o I . Total S_E:Lny - 0ffense/Violation liistory (see code)
-Race & - Tirst’ Revocation Commi tment ‘\Commitment .Commitment -~ Commitment at NYs o Commitment Commitment °© Commitment . Commitment
: Sex - Commitment (most recent) . 14 . #3 Rt 74 IR D Mos. Yrs. 4 - #3 #2. 3 #1
L SN 14 G515 S - 5.9 a6l 12.0 1.0 - - ST . SC,ST
. WF R - > : 5.9 dnc 6.1 12.0 1.0 - - ST ST*
1 WF 13 © 14 - - - 7.6 inc C 4.3 11.9°° 1.0 - - ST ONS,ST
‘ WF 14 15 - - 3.8 7.7 11.5 1.0 - - 3T ST*
NWF 13 14 - = S N 9.8 g .9 - - ST . ST,ONS
Wr 15 16 - - 2.6 in¢ - . 8,5 I11.1 .9 - - ST ST,ONS
NwM 12 12" - - 5.2 inc 5.9 “1l.1 . .9 - - . ST SC -,
WM 15 16 - - 1.5 9.5 v T 1ia0 <8 - - ST 'SC,ONS”
it 13 15 = - 1.6 9.0 10070 .9 - - ST 5T*
i Nk 13 14 - ,L - 2.5 ine 7.9 104 7 .9 - - ST SC,0NS S
. W 13 15 = i ~- “2.1 8.3 10.4 .8 - ~ L ONS
S NWF 14 15 ~ o A 5.2 101 .8 - o= ST CSTE ¢
“ NN - 14 15 - e 262 7.7 9.9 .8 NG ~ ST ONS,ST
Wi 14 16 = - 3.07inc R 9.4 .8 S < ST 0N
: WF 15 15 = - Y : © 7.9 8.4 . 17 - - ST ONS,ST:
: wH i3 15 W - - .8 1.5 8.3 o7 - - ST SC,ONS
Wit 16 16 - - 3.1 4.3 7.4 .6 - - ST ONS
WM 14 15 - S - S 1.9 5,09 6.0 .5 - - ST ST*
WF 15 15 - - L2 L bab 5.6 .5 - - PL sc
WM 14 15 = % - 1.6 2,90 4.5, 4 - - ST ST* - ”
BF ~ 14 15 - - 2.2 - L6 3.8 .3 - - ST ST#
~ BF 14 14 = . 1.7 1.7 C 3.5 .3 ~ - ST ST® .
o BF 15 15 - = 1,7 1.7 03,50 W3 - - ST ST*
~  WF 15 15 - - 2,2 1.2 R - - - ST ST%
WM =15 16 - = 1.2 1.4 2.6 -2 = - ST " SC
; %=13,3 x=3.3mos. - F=4.9 mos,  ¥=8,5 ' %=13.5 1.2 S B
) ) K * (averages b"as‘eyd on~completed stays only) . ’
wi . ’ : . o
v bl OFFENSE CODE
. Ly
@ o o o . ’ s S . z :
’ *Indicates child whose history involves status or placement problems only .. 8C=Serious crime agains‘t person
: ' i s L A S or property ®
H o H ° ONS=Other Non-status
1= R ‘ 0 ST=Status
%’ N PL=Placement
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and type of release’ vchaTton, for all |nac+xve cllenfs.

“dlfference between the Iengfh of sTay for clnen+s rerurnlng w;+h non-status

‘Tha?=the aVerage s+ay for,whxre males revoked” on sTaTus/placemenT'VIOlaTionS

lwas fonger (3.2 monThs), as compared to non—whxfé\males (] Qﬂmonfhs)

or placement violations. .* .o 0 e

,Average ToTal Sfay in DYS Restdenrxal Schools

whose latest.revocations are not yet eomplefed. Table XII and X111, which

4 O . - . B : “ P . ) ‘1
present offense history data, reflect the entire population of 86 clients. |
AVeraqe Revocation Sfay o 3

“

Table X presents the average IaTes+ revocaTlon stay ;n monfhs by race, sex

There was a marked

» o

V|ola+|ons (5.8 monfhs) and- +hese reTurnnng with sfafus or placement vnola.lons

(2.7amon+hs), The revdeation stays for all 53 Jnacflve cl!enfs averagedf3.5ﬁ

mOnThs. Geherally, the' variable of race,dfd noT accdunT for prbnoUnCed,diffi-

° -

erences in The revocaTwon sfay——fhe average for all lnacflve white cllenTs

was 3 7 mon+hs, non whuTe clnenTs, 3.3 monThs. One excepflon occurred- in

\v
@

female claenfs exhrblred much shorTer revocaflon sTays than Thelr male counter-

parrs-—for alI lnacT|Ve cllenTS,‘males averaged 4 0 monThs, females, 2.8 monthsd

-

I+ should be n%Ted, however, that 90%'of;These females reTurned with sTaTus
’ ? L S , = 1

A

‘of commufmenfs, race and sex for all (nac+rve cllenfs.,

clnenfs experlenced four commlfmenfs——one, a wh;Te male, was conflned a foTal

~of 34, S@monfhs (2. 9 years)
, years) ’

‘stays averagang ﬂ9 4 months or 1 6 yearsa

’_average total s+ay for all |nac1|ve cllenTs was 14 8. monrhs, or. 1.2 years.'

Table XI presenTs the average TofaLOsTaytln resndenflakeech S1s by number

Only two |nac+tve

g

the o+her,~a non—wh1+e~male; for 58;8 monThs (4.9

A ToTal of 18 |nac+|ve clnenfs ‘had been comm|++ed Three +|mes, W|+h

v

wah two comm|+men+s recorded an average s+ay of 10. 4 monThs.,'Thus, The

© K
q o . . . L . n

foantvitvana T i
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Routinely}s -

Th|r+y-+hree |nacT|ve cllenTs | '»x[ .
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status violations

6.3, (ﬂ=5)

5.4 (n=2)

5.6 (n=7).

0

- (n=0)

6.1 (n=7)

Revoked for status/

5.6 (=7) 5.9 (n=12) 5.4 (n=2)

5.8 (n=14)

) & >4
n %» 2 o ®
it e K1
I B a ‘
i e . .
i : E u A ) P
i i ¢ &
. o | ’ :
f V : ’i\ = - B }
J ol ‘ . a 1
o ‘ : . b
¢ . o . Table X _ i
ST ' AVERAGE - REVOCATION. STAY IN MONTHS BY RACE, SEX AND . : {
. ¢ = & : . : e T _ . . ’ ¢ 1
2 'QU TYPE OF RELEASE VIOLATION FOR INACTIVE CLIENTS o ) B - g
- . o = Non- Non~ &
- - Type of Release White White White White . Non- g . : ;
ii i Violation : ‘Male ‘- Female Male Female ' White White Male ; ~_Female Total +
o 1 ’ ik o : . i . . ‘ L
i i O " N }
Revoked for non- {

P

2.6 (n=8) 1.9 " (n=5) 2,3 (n=10) 3.0 :25=2ﬂ5 2.2 (ﬁ=15) 2.9 (n=21) - 2.5 (n;18) 2.7 (n=39)

placement violations - 3.2 (n=16)
All Inactive Cliernts 3.9 (n=fﬁ)~ 3.2 (n=10) 4.1 (n=12) 2.3 (n=10) 3.7 . (n=31) 3.3 (n=22) 4.0 (n=33) 2.8 (n=20) 3.5  (n=53)
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- : : » 0., AVERAGE TOTAL STAY, AT DYS RESIDENTIAL SCHOOLS IN MONTHS BY : < .

E : B = et NUMBER . COMMITMENTS, RACE AND SEX FOR INACTIVE CLIENTS ‘ !
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v 3. °21.9 {n=8) = 16.4. (n=4)  22.0" (n=3). 14.2 (n=3) = 20.1  (n=12) 18,1  (n=6) 21.9 (nx 11y 15.5 - (n=7) . 19.4 (n=18) . " L -
o , 2 104 (n=12) . 8.2 (n=6) . 13.2 (n=8) 8.9 (a=7) 9.7 (n=18) 1L.2 (n=15)11.5 (n=20) '8,6.  (n=13) 10:4 (n=33) - esls T R AU R
- 2 - A1l Commitments S © 0 15.9 (n=21) 1L.5¢ (n=10) 19.2' (n=12) 10.5 (a=10) 14.5 ‘(n=31) 15.2. (a=22)17.1 (n=33) 11.0" (n=20) ,451_'42.8 (n=53) . R e :
».-‘\A. . < ; o : 7 . \j" | L | 5 » o ;. : (/L;')’
2) ‘,"v T g . 3 : N [ a L " ‘ k R
i - : , ’:c #r . {) g e & 7 ;,‘ o ' ©
» : - : Lo R ) > . ’ 5 B ‘
- . G + ‘\' . . . .
e ’ o e
£ { : B &g . . . :(’;
o ’ ‘5 #"f" . . 0 ‘.» y ooy ¥ . :
. 3 £ L o ' e o ST

o R = : . R

. . = - Ny

'I}QV‘ o |

)

=

o



e - T T T e . . » “ , W
T : - o v ‘ S e peicuteel PN UM LR ~_ “j ‘ a ¢
o T R e B e 4. Ho ' g 2 Table X!l
O»h v ' & ‘ 5 )d . ’ ks =gy o s
S | 0 + = . OFFENSE HISTORY PATTERNS
o : P & BY NUMBER OF CO
Q?f Both race and sex proved to be sxgnlflcanT varlables in analyzing total g ; . MMITMENT§
"'; stay. For exampte, Taklng lnfo account alt |nac+|ve clients, the average ; g i g ‘ o o .
G- o . ¢ . b sy
i . 43 ‘ i ) . Al ! v .
-0 : +o+ai stay of non ~Fhite males exceeded that of whlfe males by 3 3 monThs. : RN : v . Commi+ments CNmE e ;
; | | | D , i - Number of Commitments
2 o The average ToTal stay for all Temaies, at 11.0 monThs, was fully six months - : SR W ST . o 4 5 ‘
- | | S L e e Peliem No. g0 No. ¢ No 4 Nou
- less Than The,average sTay for males. A o , S ' /- ‘ ) » o e : . 0. . 9
. : , , o - ' ; S o ‘ . 1. Consistently : a N -
: | Offense History - | R - A - 0. . o Status Offenders 16 - 18.6 | 0 0.0 | 5 19.2 1 21.2
Table X1 represenfs an effort 1o summariie The commifmenf offefses : : ) . o e .
e ; Il. Consistently non- « : : : ,
f of all clients revoked during the. s+udy perlod by ca+egor|zing their histories Status Offenders V19 . 2201 4 50,0 | o ,ib o | 15 5
0 , N ‘ ' : o . : ‘ U, ‘ 8.8
into five muTualIy eXCIUSlve"paTTerns " These patterns are juxtaposed ¢ S :
; _ IT1. Initial Commitment on
‘ W|Th number of commlfmenfs so that con5|s+ency of behav:or over Time can o o ‘ Non-Status Charge-all
: - L7 ’ » recommi tments/revoca- o
: be gauged. = ~ tions for status or :
i | d R h , "placemenf v;olaT:ons | 31 36.0 1
: Pattern -l lncorporafes 16 clients (19% of +he totall whose commitment I ; o 12.5 6 23.1 24 46,2
; @ ‘ - . ;_“:N i3 ;‘ L » & s ) O, B - . : .
. offenses were exclusnvely status/placement in nafure Flve of These you+h o L ﬁi; tV. Initial Commitment on
4 Qz?= R - , ‘Status Charge - recommit-
i o have maintained the paTTern +hrough Tthree commx+men+s._ Conversely, Pattern l! > ments/revocation(s) for
i . : non-status violation
i reflecTs 19 clients (22% of the total) whose commlfmenfs derived from non-status (crossover patterm) ~ " g 9.3 - . 5 O 4; o 2
e ; «offenses Four youTh have susTalned the paTTern through four’ commmeen+s T L R ‘ o ' ' :
L s ‘ SRR V. Mixed HisTory lncludlng
= PaTTern lll represents The mosT common offense hisTory manlfesfed by o : 2 or wore commitments b . Do
7 on, non-stafus charges/ . B N o 5
clients revoked durlng The study perlod—-ThaT is, an lanIal comm:fmenf V'0'a110n5 : 1277 14,0 1+ 12.5 11 42.3 0 0.0
o : | | | S I LR RO R 0.0
K o deriving from a non-status charge, wnTh any subsequent commlfmenTs resulflng ' R S (PR ER R e : e S .
; from sTafus or’ placemen+ vnolaflons only ThlS paTTern !ncorporaTed some R IS R R T T . o 9.3 .26 30-2 52 60.5
'36% of al! cllenfs lnclud:ng one who re+Urned three Trmes_forfsfafus/p!acemenfﬁ o f»z o e o T A [ : Al ‘ B Y
V|ola+|ons and st who refurned twice. | : o ?, o ‘ B o ' :
: ) e Panern v, The dxrec#oppOSlTe of "PaTTern l!l" ahd fhe least common e ORI § SRR R T ‘ P o e o ' DSBET 3
§ ‘amongaallrclnenfsdrevoked, includes Those youTh whose | in1+|al commnTmequ o - - e iR
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“only 9.3%

" had three

“which began with non—sTaTus offenses and demonslraled some repellllon Thereof
~Within this grouping some 56% had been commllled fhree or four Tlmes.'
vuolallons nnclude only one charge——lhe mosl serIOUS—-per cllen+

,serlous crlmlnal charge would be recorded for a cllenl whose commllmenl

: order specnfled charges of aulo Thefl and runnlng aWay

[oN

[

60 . ﬁ"\}"n'

for status offenses were followed by one or more COmmilmenTS’fOr non-status - . ¢

violations. This pattern is oflen termed "crossover" or 15’225 to. demon—

e

STFatgtgn‘"escalallon" from s#alus to Crlmlnal‘acllVITy Elgﬁl cllenfs, s ""

of the Tolal, were Thus calegorlzed and six of +he elghl (75”)

o2
2

Finally, Pallern v |ncorpora+es cllenTs WlTh

or four commitments.

a "mlxed" hlSTOFY of status and non- slalus charges Al leasT lwo comm:lmenfs,

P

the first, resulled from criminal acTIVwTy

including. ThlS paTTern Was re-~
flected in the histories of 14% of all clients regoked.' - RO 1 Tl
When The‘informaflon on Table‘Xll’fs comblned»il becomesvapparenl Thal'7‘ R
a solid maJorlly of cllenls revoked durlng The sfudy perlod, some 47 or 55p,. | |
exhibit“Patterns | and lll———ellher lhey had no commllmenls rela+|ng To
non-slalus charges, or only The flrsl commnTmenl |nvolved crlmlnal acTPV|Ty
At the same time, since only 26% of the cllenls in lhls grouplng experlenced
more Than “+wo commllmenls, malnTenance over Tlme is nol'well eslabllsheds;

The merging of PaTTerns [,V and V results, ln a grouplng ofr39 cllenls,

45p of the study population, characlerlzed ellher by comm»lmenf hlSTOFleS B B

\\51 ” "\‘

or Those Wthh represeﬂied "crossovers" from slalus to non-sTalus charges.»*

_ =
Table Xlll summarlzes Types of commllmenl offenses/vlolallonr by commllmenf

@ 5
number for all cllenls revoked durlng the s+udy perlod Commllmenl offenses/
ThUS,

!
* For more lhan 70%

of all cl:enls, the flrs+ commllmenl resulled from non—sTaTus charges.

P R

x
2

4
(A

e

b

o

o

" Table XIIT
8 L :
% TYPE OF COMMITMENT OFFENSE/VIOLATION*
et BY COMMITMENT NUMBER ‘ @
- Commitment No. .
Category of Aall 4 <f'.vl3 . 2. B 1
Of fensei Commi tments e - ‘ | e
Violation) - No . 9 = No. % = No. Z . No. A No. - %
Serious &\\ //? 0 , R
Criminal = 63 29.4 5 62.5 7 20.6 - |13 - 15.1 38 44.2
Other . ) | . '
Criminal 47 22.0 0 0.0° 6 17.6 18 20.9- 1} 23 26.7
Status 96 44.9 1. L2;5:f 19 55.9 51 " 59.3 | 25 . 29.1
5" © Placement - 8 3.7 | 2 25.0 2 5.9 4 . 4.7 |70 0.0
. TOTAL 214 100.0.| 8 100.0 |34 " 100.0 . |86 100.0 | 8 100.0
S @} B T ‘ . n ! ¢
. & & :
4/7 R N *One v1olat10n per cllent \jThe most serious violation is used -=
',/f . for examp;e, a cllent commltted for grand larceny, vandallsm, and',‘ .
[} v
not: attendlng schoolwwould be.counted ln the serious crlmlnal
category,because of»tbe~larcepy charge.“
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‘ln dlsflncT conTrasT a Iarge maJorITy, more- Than 60% of all second and = /nird

‘commifmen+s, derJved from sfafus or placemenT—Type VIOIETIOHS. Clien+s who

’ 'eXpenzenced four commnTmenTs numbered only elghf Howeveny rn’fivercases _ 0
B d the most recenf revocaf:on, or fourTh commnfmenf resul+ed from a serlous
%J criminal charoe. - - 7
B Tlme Span Between Condl+!onaj Release and Revocaflon . 7 -
; Table XIV presenfs the Tlme span be+ween condlflonal release and revocation
3 for all’ cllenfs rGVOked dur;ng +he s+udy perlod by type of condlflongT}release

<3

violation. Clearly," +he tirst Two monfhs represen+ a crlflcal perlod

; as v
é more than one—Thlrd of all revocafjons occurred wnThin this Tlme span.
; ’ Furfhermore, some 57% of all cllenfs refurned wufhfn four monfhs of fhelr
;V release. - CllenTS revoked on non;sfafde vuo!aflons demonsTrafed a eom;wha+
'éé thgher’percen+age of refurns w;Thxn +he four month perlod than +hose reyoﬁed
% f(}or sTaTus or placement reasons«—63p compared +o 54% Fewer than 10% of alf
,§; ., -, clients rema:ned in "1n ommunlfy for morelfhan onhe year before The:r readmls— ’
,% sion To-fhe‘Agency. DR ﬁit,v_ i RN fi, . : o E
‘§~ . J TabTe X!V complefes fhe s+aT|s+|ca! analyzaflon of revocaflons to The’
’% Department of YouTh SenVIces beTween March 16, 1978, and March ]5 1979 The'
EE' @:;> . next section of thjs repor+ isklnrended To hnghllghf The "placemen+ lssue"i
- % “al luded to in fhe ln+roducflon by presenTIng seVeral case hasforuesmof
» é | chlldren\confnned:recenftyc|n Agency fa01I1Txes”becausenof,placemenf faiiure.i(c
% | o | CﬁSE HISTORIES : e ,v"f;; l.f,-;*ﬁﬁﬁ
= g » : 5 -
‘z Summarlzed below are: +he hlsTorles of four c!ienfs refurned Fo +he
g . 5 s

DeparTmenT of You+h SerVIces afTer January ],,]979,_thaf_is, f01lowing‘
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 Table XIV »

TIME SPAN BETWEEN RELEASE AND REVOCATION*M

© BY TYPE OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE VIOLATION

° " ALL CLIENTS

Months Number Percent Percent

o ‘ o - " Cumulative
' __Number

B B AL S R o © CLIENTS WITH NON- -

STATUS VIOLATIONS

; ‘,Cumulafive
Percent - Percent

CLIENTS WITH STATUS/ -
' PLACEMENT VIOLATIONS

Cumulative

Number —Percent _Percent

2

34.9

34.9

10

A T TS

0.

20

33.9

S

33,9

T T K . v o | - B o
L4l 244 - 306 ég -10 . ] 6. 7.0 85.0 | 1 3,7 . 85.1

@

0 - 61 p- 30 37. 37.0
. A N . E

62-122 | 2- 4 19 22,1 51,0 | 7 25.9 62.9

o

123 - 182 4- 6 9 "10.5 67.5 , | 3 - 1.1 . 74.0

183 - 243 | 6- 8 g 10,5

305 - 365 10 - 12 5 5.8 90.8 2 7.4 92.5

@

366 - 547 12-18 |5 5.8 <2966 | 0 0.9 92.5

548 - 730 | 18- 24  : 2 2.3 98.9 3.7 96.2

_more than 24 1.2 | 99.9

12 20.3  54.2

6102 64.4
76.3
84.8
89.9
98.4
100. 1

0 -

1| more than 730 . 100.1 -} 1 o 3.7

< o ToTAL 86 1001 e 27 9e.e -t

SEREE IR . o a0 Ces e 7 o
e o © Range: 7 days - 2.1 years  Range: 23 days - 2.1 years

a1l

] '7(2 : o : < 5 . i

L st Lk ) = R %fﬂt,bﬁl |
,*Referénfo the most recent revocation occuring during period

ol

L . . ) “ .
. e B . : - e Lot

‘Rahge:  7 days .- 1.8 years
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one |nsTance of allempled suxc:de HE? mosT recent stay with the Agency

i began on March 8,

- s ;k\\\. '
Case No. 3 ‘ : e
I \ThIS l4 year old white male has a comPIex hls+ory Wh'Ch |ncludes profound
“ ol
[} ¥ ; :
~ # : £ b
e ’ o ;
lx{ n.a

7

o ; = e G : . o § .
fmplementation of the J P & A policy that placement failure does nollcon 4

tute adequale grodndgfor revoCaloln. Supporting documeritation is on file

with the ResearchfandrEvaluaTion.UniT.g. el o : e

Case No. |

N This 15 year old white male has experienced four commitments to The B

Deparfmenl of Youlh Servlces, recording a total slay of some 34.5 monThs

S

He not only has a hislory of serlous c{lmlnal acTIV|+y, but also aT leasl‘

A

1979, and lasted l6,days, until 4 P & A_ascerlalned +ha+

\!

/ » ) g R
placemenl fallure ‘was the "delermlnlngkiaclor" in his return and, Therefore,

Thal he would not appear before the April Board for "formal" reveécation-

action. He was then released to a parent.
- ; N . N N - . ;

This 16 year old black female has experienced four Commilmenfs,lo the
 Agency, inclUding'lhree'revocalions during the sfndy period. Only +he -
initial commilmenf‘reflecfed'a non-status offense (vandallsm). ,Thelcllenf’s
“most recenfJrevocaTEOn,ébeglnnlng on Februarywzl,'l979, was a++r{bu+ed§lo ‘
placement wllh'parenls belng "Unsullable." She was granted a placemen;
furlough some months IaTer, but ran away from placemenl to reJOln her

/“enls

to the lnformallon in her file, chance of. release in The near fuTure appears )

As of This wrlllng the girt remaﬂns ln Agency cuslody, and,-accordlng‘ :

7

bl

\

' base of 86 cllenfs who accounTed for some lOO reVOCET!OUS durlng a gne.

b ‘ 12

2

sexual and physical abuse in the home of relallves prior to his first commitment

To +he Agency at age 10 for violation of proballon, non-slalus.; HlS initial

revocallon also reflected crlmlnal charges On March 7, 1979, he returned a

second time for leaving placemenf at Alslon Wl!kes without permission.

J P & A reviewed the case at the end of March; indicaled then that placemenl

failure was the delermlnlng faclor, ano arranged for allernarlve placement

-

with the child's parenls to begln on April 2.

Case No. 4

This 15 year old white female was initally commllled for grand larceny

After a sTay of 4.5 monlhs, -she was released to her: mother. She rerurned

to Willow Lane on March 9,

1979 ‘because her placement al home had become
o

i a?lable, and remained for a total of 35 days, unti| Aprll 12, 1979,
Details of the release were not included in the cllenTs/ursxxé%der

-

Case histories 1,3, and 4 documen+ the continued use of 'DYS faClllxleS’

o shelfer chlldren pendlng defermlnallon by JP&A of whelher placemenl

fallure was the primary fachor responsible for the child's problem ln the

communuTy Once such a delermlnaflon is made,

The child may STIll be de+alned

11

for severa | more days, whlle allernallve placemenl is sbughl Case number 2

illustrates a long lerm slay Thal resulled accordlng lo all” recordsfon hand;

from unSUITable placemenl as of Thls writing, lhe client has been’conflned

: ‘aT Wlllow Lane School for 4.5 monlhs.

; "~Xi‘

: The s+a+|s+|cal analysus presenled ln +hls repor+ reflecls a populallon ) L

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

yvlss4‘~.
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v,lhese clients relurned to DYS cuslody for. precnsely such reasons.

the revocallons

‘;placemenT problems

13

D

perlod beglnnxng in March 1978."Slnce the number of'revocalions resulting

from s+a+us/placemen+ v:olallons was lhe prlmary issue Wthh prec:plfaled the
sTudy, it is important to nole by way of summary, +ha+ more Than Two-fhlrds of
Serlous

criminal charges,'on the oTher hand, accounted for only aboul one—flflh of

2 -

The examlnallon of offense hlslorles for each lndlvldual cllenf revealed

that a clear maJorITy could be caTegorlzed one of two ways either The

“flrsf commllmenl nly was non—sfalus in nalure and any revocallonCs) derlved

from sTaTus/placemenT V|olaflons, or altl admtssnons had- resul+ed from s.alus/

o

b
Thus, repea1ed lnST[TUTlOnallZBTIOn was no+ assocxafed

"so much wnTh cnlldren manlfesllng recurrenl crlmlnal lnfracltons as Those

~ \

whose commllmenl record demonslraled

-
-

or, whose hlsTorles were enTlrely devoid of non~s+a+us offenses.

in effect, a “de—escala+|on" palfern

Slaled

-'anoTher way,’ lf revocallons had been lxmﬁled to: youTh whose condlllc”al release

' vnolaluons reflecled Jecurrenl crlmlnal behavlor and +hose whose vnolallons

represenfed an "escalation" from sTaTus To ‘non- -status offenses, Then lhe

client populaflon for this s+udy would have been reduced by more Than orb-halt.

Msreover, the facT that an "escalallon" pallern was The leasl common among

} llenfs revoked complemenfs the flndlngs of a recenfly compleTed cour+ sludy

'“,lan which ll was revealed that only 29% of a sample of Juvenlle reCldIVISTS_;v

“with prior hisf&rles of status charges had "crossed over"'{o_non-sfafus ac+jylfles;2‘

.

i ) . ik‘

: 2 . lJuvenlles Processed Throuqhilhe’Soulh'Carolina“CourTs:;'
FY _1977. . (Research and Evaluation Unit: South Carolina Department of
Youth Servlces,l1978), p.11. - o ' :
S L . o
| =R

8

Q

Youad
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oy
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G e

\yariables substantially affecting length of revocation stay.

e N TR I

Type of conditional release violation was found to be one of two

Clients. re~-

- turning with' non-status violations remained in Agency facillfies, on the

average, more than twice as long as those revoked on status/placement violations.

‘ Addllionally,‘females-regislered much  shorter revocallon_slaysylhan males,

although the fact that a vast majorily of female:clients refurned for status

or placement reasons must be taken into accounl- AVerage total sTay also

varled accordlng to sex, again with males recording subslanflally longer

-cenfinements jhan females, as did non—whnf% clients when compared to white

clients. . Taking all clients into account, revocation stays averaged about

&

three and one-half monihs,klolal sfays}nearly fifteen months. Examination

) of length of stay 8r all commitments/revocations by,chronological order re-

~vealed that the average stay for each sucCesslve commitment was less than -

the previous’ one,

l;e., third commitments were of shorter duration +han

second, commitments, second commitments shorter than first,

(8]

explanalion for this palfern is lhal many of the first commitments and,

c

in some cases, the second commitments occurred several years ago when, perhaps,

One possible

clients were held for longer periods of time.

in terms of the time span between condllional release and revocation,

‘generally clients were revoked very shortly after release with approximately

Y

one~third relurnhng to DYS within two months, one-half within four months.

ReVOCaTIOns-occurrlng one year or more'afler condllional release were unusual,

, w1+h fewer than. one in ten CllenTS remalnlng in The communlly longer than’

twelve. monlhsfbefore Qommllllng a v;olallon These flndlngs also hold lrUe

‘when the: cllenl pOpulallon was analyzed by sUbgroups accordlng To type of condl—'

“tional release VlOlaTIOn (sTaTus/placemenT or non sTaTus) e

o

o

B B ) SRS
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- ln any evenl

;chxldren whose only "offense" is |nadequa+e placemenl

The study results summarized above suggest that the first step toward

reducing the number of revocal:ons may ba recognl+lon of and lncreased

attention to the crlllcal period of The flrsl monlhs .ollow:ng conditional

release when relaflvely minor problems relallng to re—adJuslmenl are likely

to surface. Areufhe

Given this premise, jwo logical questions follow: 1)
lnsfllulionSffulfilllng their role in the rehabillfallve,prOCess; and 2) Are
oo many,cllenls being revoked because of ‘minor problems which might be
handled +hrough commuh ity resources’in a manner more expedlenl, more econo-
mical and more beneficial to The chlld Than re—lncarcerallon7

It is apparent that lhe Deparlmen# of Youth Services and Juveni le
Placement and Aftercare might play a more.effecflvelrole»in lhe prevenllon;

of revocations by examining both the adeqUacy of lnsllfullonal programs

deslgned o _prepare clients for community. re-enlry and The adequacy of

.follow-up services provided after dlscharge to faculuTaTe a- smooth Transxflon

from lnseruTlonal to community living. Perhaps the prlmary need is for

beller coordinalion of services belween these agencies, or; there may be a

klnd of void besT filled by a new program in the forma+ of ‘a hal fway house.

it appears ThaT mechanlsms To Teach and relnforce the "surV|val

Q

skills" necessary for successful relnfegrafron lnTo lhe home seTTlng musT

> assume priority if the issue of revocations due to status-type problems is

. to be resolved. . - . ' “p . S

| A sepanafg;lssue hlghlighled by The case hls+6ries presenled in the

" body of this’ reporT is the continued presence in DYS. res«denllal schools of

o

These youfh have

a hlghly amblguous slaTus in ThaT They may remaln in DYS cuslody for perlods )

sometimes exceedlng one monTh awallgng a.formal,hearlng, a formal revocation,
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or some klnd

failure an‘

lof deTermlnallon by 4 P & A that The;r case ‘is one of placemen+ )

Thereuore does nct quallfy Aas a revocation.

oo s

o

MWould i+ not be

prelerablecfo anticipate that a certain number of children w7ll'devel9p

k placement problems, and;'fherefore, establish a process for dealing with

R

: placemenl failure that does not require further incarceration?

|f "quasi

revocations" deriving from placement problems could pe eliminated, along

with at least the majority of those revocations resulting from status

8]

offenses, then it,seems that the Department of Youth Services would be in

i

a better’ position to serve those youth whose histories of repeated criminal

i acllvllles”querscore The heed for further Agency “intervention.
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SOUTH CAROLINA STATE BOARD OF -
JUVENILE PLACEMENT AND AFTERCARE

. % CONDITIONAL RELEASE AGREEMENT -

«

&= Date E

I fully ﬂnderstand that I am being conditionally released from the South Carglina
# Départment of Youth Services; and will .be under the;;Upervision'of the South

Carolina Deparfment of Juvenile Placement and‘Aftercére‘until:

I .understand that I will be expected to follow the rules outlined below and any
viq]atﬂon of these rules will be cause to return me to thé?Department of Youth
Services to await a~forma1 hearing by the South Carclina Board of Juvenile

P1acgyent and Aftercare which will determine whether or not my conditional rejease

Will be revoked. ~ , .- - s 4

1.1 wﬁ]l enroll- in school and I will attend all classes on a regular

basis and-will obey the rules and regulations of that school so as not to be
suspended: or expetled from school. : .

. 2. Until T am re]eased,from.sdpervision, I will make a full and truthful
report to the State Beoard of Juvenile Placement and-Aftercare each month on the
form provided. This will be done between the first and third day of each month.

3. I Wil not chahge‘my place of residence, my school or my employment, or
Teave the State unless I have the permission of my-Counselor. :

4. Vf‘sﬁa1]‘not absent myself from my Home, School, or Place of Work, with-

out the written permission of my parents/guardian, proper school authority or my
Job supervisor, respectively:~

5. I will allow my JP&A Counselor to visit me at Home, School, or Job or
other places and will follow all instructiqgglhe gives me. ’

: . 6. ‘I>wi?1 not have.in my possession a pistol, iTIega] knife, s1ihgshot,
metal or brass knuckles, razor, ice pick, blackjack, -length of chain, club or any
~ other weapan/instrument which could cause injury to other persons. *

: 7. "I will not fight with other persons o do anything that could harm or
be intendeg to harm or injurd any othar person. . .

o 8 I'will not drink gy alcoholic beverdges, including. beer and wines. ' I
will not sniff glug, paint, “gasaline or any other dangerous volatiles. I will not
purchase, use or Wdve in .my possession any marijuana, heroin or other illegal :
substances which are harmful or habit forming. I will not have in.my possession
or use any drugs which have not been prescribed for me. CoT

o

. =9« I recagnize that .as a condition of my release, I agree to conduct myself
in-a reasonable and responsible manner in my relationship with my parents, foster
parents, school authorities, JP&A Counselor and other people, . I agree that my
Conduct will be honest, fair and courtegus to those involved. ,

9

Taw,

L
e

10, I will not do anything that violates any Federal, State or Municipal

" 1. 1 understand that in_the event my placement with my parents, foster
parents, placement family, or other placement becomes unsuitable, ‘as determined by
the Staff of Juvenile Placement and Aftercare, whether my fault of not, it may be

necessary for me to be returned to the Department of Youth Services until a
suitable home is-found, & 3 o : .

X [+ . . . .
12, "I also understand that special rules may be added or these rules may be -
modified by the Board of Juvenile Placement and Aftercare®at any time while I am

on. Conditional Reledse, and IF-I HAVE ANY QUESTIONS CONCERNING MY ACTIVITIES, I
MILL ASK MY JP&A COUNSELOR, e S I, o »
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b

13. Additiona]frules;"I also"agreeiéhai 1

2 . ’ o

o

e

‘o

. . : [ .

o - L g e
If my :behavior remains good for . period of twelve (12) npntﬁ§lfrom thgs

date, 1 will be eligible for termination of tﬁjs,cbndit%onal“feiease;»if Iam-

teconnﬁnded by my,Eounse1or. )

I have had the rules fully explained to me'and;; agree to each of ‘them,

.

e ~ Signature of Juvenila
Placement Parents . g .
g L S - :
Address ‘ “ PR 3 /
T certify that the above rules have been read and explained to
’ and~héjshéﬂhas agreéd to them,
“and has been given a copy, and has beeﬁlassigned_thg‘below naned N
Counselor from the Department of Juvenite Placement and Aftercare.
Counselor: o R s -
R 1 : L o B R R ﬂl.
© Ty 4 .
T . C-;‘ | ‘v " " '
oo . TToivector, Department of Juvenile
. S - Placement and Aftercare
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