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I NT RODlJCT iON 
Q 

, G 

This study resulted from a request by the Agency's Director tharthe 

Research and Evaluation Unit investigate certain factors associated with 

,revocations to. the Department of Youth Services. Adminis~rative concern 

fO,cused on the seemi ng I y large proporti on- of revocati ons dericVi ng from status/ 
J, ,Q ,,' 

placement-type pf-oblems rC).ther than criminal violations and their e,ffect 
" 

or! the ,sizedf the insjitutional o·popui~tion. In order to examine these 

issues a study proposal w~s developed which designated for analYsis the 

pertinent" variables of r,eason for revocation, complete history' or- offenses/ 

violatlons resulting in commitment~ ~nd length of revocation stay. When 
D 

the proposa I was approved in March, 1'9791, it" was agreed that research wotll d 
" ~ If. 

commence immediately gnd that the ~\irst report would incorporate revoc;ations 
'" 'D -''',' 

o wh ich occurred a duri ng the one year peri cd begi nn i ng in March 1978 • 

°As research<iprogressed it became~ apparent ~at 

vi 0 lfiti ons had indeed accounted for the maJori ty of 

athis time frame. 

status and placement 

revocati ons wiJhin 
'u ~ 

o 
(y " . . '.) '. .~e. 

PI acenientan.d Aftercare in Jan uary;, 
,0. ~. .\ r; 

" , fa i I 4re ,d id not constitute a deq uate 
. ~ . 

197?..1t') the effect that pi aceme,nt­

groundsfor revocation, the Department 
,0 .0 -

ofYouth;S!:lr'vices continued to shelter chi Ldren with placement' problems 

onl y pend i n9,,, the i r fi na l(J "'P& :~ heciri ng '~nd(or pI acernent resO I ut i on.o 
,.t-" ,\)Q.. . ., ,.' " (J 

o 

Q , 0 

"in prder, to document with 6'etailrec~nt instances of chi Idren being returned 
" , ~" 

to the Agency because ofin;:fdequate pi acement, a section presehtfng foUr D \) . t, , 0 , " a, 0-, ',' 
, _.'.1' ' '. ."_.' ,';' 

cCisestudies'1Was appended to the stat! sti cal ,anal ys; s, A full di scuss ion 
" ',P, ' 

of the ineth~d910gy ernploye9fn", fhe~tudy follows, 

, 0 ' 

o 
Gl 
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" 
'SI , 

.~ 
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\1 

Fer purpeses .of this study"~ the term "revecatien" was defid~d as a'ny 

readmissien te a' DYS residential sCheel mandated by J P & A beCcl'use Jh~ 

client inquestien had vielated the terms of his cenditienal .or tempQrary 
u ,dj;5 

(I 

cenditienal release. The study pepulatien censisted .of 86 clie,pts whe ace-
\.' ··r, 

. ~' 

eunted~fd~ 100 such revocatiens during the .one year peried beginning en 
\~) .... 

Mar~h 16, 1978. It preved nece:sary, fer;, certain aspects efothe an~lyzatief,~ 
te divide this pep~latien inte subgreup,s .of 53 inactive and 33 active cl ients, 

and te efl},i,t,the latter, whese mest recent revecatiens remain in,cemplete,,,, 
(j c~ ,;- I,t 

frem censiderationbf I~ngth .of stay. Specific variables thus affected are 

neted i n;the [i st be lew. 
, " 

Se:~rce's .of infermatien en the study pepulatien i"nc;luded J P & A 's 

" Revecatien Receipt FermI" us~d pr! ma~i Iyte determi ne the;; reasep ferreve­

Mlcatien, O~~Fa Precessing 'printeuts, which al!ewed verificatien .of age, race, 
o 

sex ,and "date' .of return, and cl i entde I ders"wh i ch previ ded hi steri es of 'DYS 
o , 

centacts as wei I as cenditienal release 'agreements and other types .of decumen­

tatien. "Specific variables ext;a'cted fer analyzafien were a~J fel'lews: 
\l 0 

1) Ceunt~ .of Origin ('Family Ceurt/J P &A effic~ t},andlingcase) 
U ' 

2) Age" race and sex distributien by type of cenditienal release 

35 Array of cenditienal!) release vlelatlens 

4) 

5) 

6) 

7) 

8) 

'Camp us ass i gnment dur 1 n9 most recent revecat i on 
(~ I ~ 

Trackrng of indivi.dual ~c'ierits by effShsehistery and lengthof stay 
, 

Average reevcatienstayby race" sex and type of Vielatien,inactive 
c I i ents en I y Co 

A'ver,age total stay by number .of cemmitments, inactive cl ients only 

Ottense hi stery patterns by nlJmber .of cemmitments 
,~ 0 

,~ 9) Typ@ef commlltmentoffense/vieJ,atien bX cqmmitment, nu"'mber 
o 

• ...-:t Q.> ., 

Time span" qetw,een rel'ease and orevbcatien boy type '0f vielation 
c 

() 

I ~ 

o 

~-~~-"~-~~-'1"-~-"'~~~ __ ~~-~~~~~""~"""' __ ~"'~"_=:""""'"_==,t".-n.""I¢Q~:;;:::--::::r.'k\.t"-!:""Z.'"::. __ ::=-~~~~,' 
~ ~ D 

I' 'I nbadd it lon' to the stat I svi t& I analysis, a case history approach was em: I OY:d , 

I 

'.[I.i 
" 

te decument,bY means .of specific dates and cerrespendence" recent instahces 
o . 

of children being cenfined at OYS facilities only because .of placement failure. 
o 

~. 

IWALYZATION 

Distributien .of Revocatiens and Clients Reveked by Ceunty 

,- Table I presents~i:;:;e di::stributien by ceunty .of revecatiens and cl ients 
I,,") • e 

reveked, including a breakdewn en revocatiens for status/placement reasens, e ' 

whic~ ~cceunted,fer appreximately two-thirds,pf the teta(~j With a relatively 

small nur,nber .of revecatiens distriouted over seme 29 ceunties it is difficult 

te deter~ine cases .of ever .or under-representatien. Fer the most part the 
<) r( /\ ~ 

larger numbers of revecatiensrcI ients L~veked appear in ceuntias with large 

'\ 
juveni Ie pepulatiens--Greellvi Ilre"fer exampl~. Sumter may be semewhat dis-

\\ 

prepert;enate\':> given eight revecatiens as cemparee) te the larger ceunties 

of Richland (6) and Charlesten (17), Aiken, Flerence, and Lexingten"all 

very simi Jar te Sumter with. regard te juveni te'pepulatien size, together 

'- acceunted for only 8revecatiens. 
"~ " 

(i 
Multi p' e revecatiens en i nd i vi dua I cl i ents 

o 

o 0 

.occurred in Sumter Ceunty as welel as Aiken, Berkeley, Charlesten, Chester, 

Darl ingten" Greenvi lIe, Greenweed, Lancaster, Lexingten and Richland. 
" ,J ~ 

Distrlbutiens .of Clients Revoked 'by Age, Race and Sex 
'<"", 

. Table tI presents the d~'stributien .of al I cl ients rE%v.oked by age, race 

and sex. White c" ien!s ce~prised the s/ ight l!1~jorjty, accounting fer 54.7% 

~f ~tal. Although males were q cl~ar majerity, females !)lade up 36.0% .of 
'. '.~ ;. . ,) 

the study pe}JU I at I en, wh I ch was mor-e than doub I e the i r p repOrt i en i rj\ the evera I I 
,'- !p 

institutiena,1 population. 1 The average age of al I cl ients reveked was 14.8 years. 

'.'';;., 

q D ~. a 

1Females accounted fer"enly 17.2% .of ':I lA, tlleadmissiefls te DYS residential 
schoels accerd)ng tethe. Agency's Annual Repert for fiscal 1978. 

a Q 

,; I.' 

\~ ) 

. Ii..; )1 
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COUNTY 

Ai ken 
Anderson 
Bamberg 
Berke ley 
'Charleston 
Cherokee 
Chester ' 
Chesterfi e I d 

"Dar] i ngton 
Fa r rfi e I d 
Florence 
Greenvi I fe 
Greenwood 

"M~mpton 
\"':Jrry 

Kershaw 
Lancaster 
Laurens . 
Lexington 
MQCormick 
Marion 
Marlboro 
Orangeburg 
Pi ckens'" 

, Ri cnl and 
SumtE;lr 
Spartanburg 
ugion 
York 

TOTAL 

~" 

,if),'l "~, :-, 
.:>' 

~, "_~=~_'_~'-'--'---=~-~~=~=~~:T--'~=~ 

, ~ -, ,,\1 

Table 

DISTRIBUTION OF REVOCATIONS AND CLIENTS 
REVOKED BY COUNTY AND TYPE OF REVOCATION 

ALL REVOCATIONS 
DURING PERIOD 

(;:; 

4 0 
4 
2 

,,4 
7 
2 
3 
1 
7 
2 
1 

12 
2 
1 
1" 
2 
3 
2 
3 ,," 
1 
5 
1 
1 
1 
6 
8 
5, 
4 ;:, 
5 

, 100 G 

o 

" (i 

c 
o 

a 

J-.-':\ 
STATUS/PLACEMENT 
REVOCAT IONS. 
OUR I NG PERf 00 

3 
4 
1 
2 
6 
1 
3 
1 
4 
1 
1 
9 
2 
o 
1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
a 
4-
o 

.1 

o 
3 
2 
3 
3 
4 

66(66.0%~ 

oALL CLIENTS 
REVOKED 
DURI NG PERIOD 

3 
4 
2 
3 
6 
2 0 

2 
1 
6 
2 
.1 

9 
.1 

1 
1 c/' 

2 
2 
:2 
2 
1 
5 
1 
l' 
.1 
5 
~ 
5 
4 

1\ ~ 
, ,," ,~ ;: 

86 

MULTIPLE RE;VOCATloNS DURING PERIOD 
'~. 

, t;.Jumberof 
~Revocati ons 

j..' , 

0 0 

2 
3 

'" :) 

Frequ~ncy 

12 
~1 

~ 

CLI ENTS , REVOKED 
FOR STATUS/PLACEMENT 
REASONS DURING PERIOD 

3 
4 
1 
2 
5 
1 0 

2 
.1 

o " 

o 

f.) ::::c 

" 

o 

1\ 

\) 4 
1 
1 

1 
a 
1 
1 
1 
2 
r 
o 
4 
o 
1 
o 
3 
2 
3 
3 

.c 4 

1, 0 

59(p8.6%) 

o 

(J 

c 

f 
1 

t 

I) 

/to) 

t::-:-:;;;::::;J:';:;';;;-~~""~-~-~~--""""'--"""""""'-''''';'' ...,..,...----... ~--. __ ;<,~ __ N __ "_''''''''t":!.er:"Ii;: ".;?I:~:~""".",.;","",).;:~/:"'! 

<I 

o 

Age* 

(l 

Total 

Table II 

() 

DISTRIBUTION OF ALL CL I ENTS" 
REVOKED BY AGE, RACE AND SEX 

White 
Male 

Ij (\ 

Non­
White 
Male 

I) 

~ 

N' ., N N N % % 

White 
Female 

% N 

g 0 1 L2 1'3.3 0 0.0 0 

13 1,
3 3.5 0 0.0" 3 12.0 0 0 

'6 7.0 '2 4 6.7 16.0 0 0 

Non­
White 
Female 

0% 

14 14 16.3 3 10.0 6 24.0 2 11 8 3' 2'1 .4 
15 IS, 4 1 " 47. 7 1 3 9 • 16 20 43.3. 36.0 10 58.8 9 64.3 

'()~17~ ________ ~1 _____ 2~~~:~~ ____ 1~~ ___ 3~~~:~6 ____ ~~~ __ 1~;~:g~,~, __ -JjL-__ 21~J:~L-__ ~;~ __ j16~:Q6 __ ~ 
TOTAL: 86 100.0 30 34 • 9 25 29. 1 17 19 • a.' 14 16.3 

Wh i fe: 47 or 54.7% 
c 

Ma Ie: 55 or 64.0% 
o 

Non...;White: 39 or· 45.3% Fema I e: 31 or 36.0%, 
\~ 

o 

Average Agee: 14,. 8 years 

I) () 

o 

• Q 

o 

(J 

. II 
6 

,,? 0 
·"'>-4'""-'~"<'_'~""" __ ~~k.l "'/:4< __ ~~~~!."'~_ /, ~""'>I._ .. ...-........_~.~._.". __ . 

'", }" 
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I), Table III provides the age, race and sex distribution of 27 cl ients 
ri. 

whose rrost recent revocatipninvolv,ed a non-status conditional release violation. 

" 

These youth accounted for apprci:;<imately 31% of all clients revoked during the 
Q ~ 

stu~y period'~ 

almost 'equally, 
% 

Tab I e I V, wh ich 

" c 

\~hites and non-wh\ites within this y . subgroup were represented 
Ii 

and the vast majd;rity,omore then 
I' ' 

85%, were males. I~' c6ntrast, 
i" 

,'\ ~. 

present'S those cl i\\~nts r~voked for status or placement vio-
~ \" \) , 

lations (69% of the tota I ) ,J n d icates that the sexes were much mo re even r y 
" " )1, 

distributed, \j'hi Ie the racial composition was approximately 56% white, 44% 

non-white. 

Conditional ReLease Violations 
o 

Table V indicates the complete a'rray of conditional release viol'1.ations 
ii' j\ 

fo r 27 c (i ents revoKed with at I east d;ne non-status cha rge. , The :lost freq uent 
II 

violations within r;;-hls subgroup were I~rceny and;,breClking and entering, 
,_ '1/ \'. _ 

although(~~,ug/substance abuse and 'status'-type prbb I ems such as J"eavi ng homel 
~ ~ v 

placement without permission and schooJ-fl,elated'charges were als0 coromon. 
~ -
't 

A I most three-fourths ot'" these youth exh i b ',red mu Iti pie vi 0 I ati ans, as many 

~ 
as ~our per client. \\ o 

I 

~, 
Tab I e V I P resents the d i stri b uti on ofc,')nd it i ona I re I ease vi 0 I ati'ons 

,'~ '~i " 

for the 59 cl ients revoked on' statLJs/placerrerrl~Charges only. ·Almost 60% 
~ . 

c of the ,clients violated i!heir s;onsJitional" celd~se by leaving home"or plaqement 
, If J " 

without pejri'ssion whtle!isome 39% retur~Eld,for,school relatedproblems~ mowly 
\ 

() nd;Q-atten'dance. Fa i lur,e!i of p,l acement 'was spec; f r~~d Ln. th.e revoeati-olis of 

eight cl ientso., 1~"ContJast to the Clr~ht~':revoke~ with non ... s~qrus violations, 
.0'\' . , \3 ' , 

fewer thanha I f of t,he d i ents revoked because of status or'p Lacement prob I ems 
.' \\, 

= 

~!. 
c ~ 

Age* 

1/ 
12 
13 
14~ 

15 
16 
17 

TOTAL 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16

0 

c 

N 

1 
1 
3 
6 
6 
9 
1 

27 

N 

2 
, 3 

8 
35 
11 

59 

Table III 

t~ 
,~-,; 

D I STR I BUT I ON 0 F CLI ENTS RFVO KE D FQ.R NON-5T ATU5 

Total 

3.7 
3.7 

11. 1 
22.2 
22.2 

,33.3 
3.7 

100.0 

Wh i te: 

Non--White: 

VIOLATIONS BY AGE, RACE AND SEX ' 

White 
Male 

N % 

9. 1 

1 9.1 
2 18.2 
2 18.2 
5 45.5 

11 40.7 

t·3'or 48·1$ 

Non­
White 
Male 

eN % 

1 8.3 
2 16.7 
4' 33.'f' 
2 16.7 
3 25.0 

12 44.4 

Mare: 23 

Female: 4 

Ave/age Age: 14.7 years 

G 

Table IV 

" 

N 

1 
1 
1 

3 

or 

or 

C? 

White 
Female 

% 

33.3 
33.3 
33.3 

11. 1 

85.2% 

14.8% 

DISTRIBUTION OF CLIENTS REVOKED FOR STATUS OR 
PLACEMENT V I OlAT IONS BY AGEl RACE AND SEX 0 

Total 

~_,,4 

5. 1 
13.6 (,l 

59.3 
'"18.6 

o 

100.0 

1 
1 

11 G 

6 

.19 

White 
t;1ale 

% 

5,.3 
5.3 

57.9 
31. 6 ' 

N 

2 
2 
2 
7 

32.2 (, 13 

White: .-33 or _55~);j% 

" 
Non­
White 
Male 

15.4 
15.4 
15.4 
53.8 

22110 " 

32 

N 

2 
9 II 

3 

14 

White 
Female 

% 

14.3 
64.3 
21.4' 

23.7" 

or 54.2% 

Non-White: 26' or 44.1 Fema,le: 27 or 45.8% 

A verage Age: 14.8 years 

j) 

. ~ 

Non­
White~ 
Fema Ie 

;N % 

1 100 

3.7 

Non­
White 
Female 

N~ % 

3 
8 
2 

13 

( D 
" 

23. 1 
61.5 
15.A 

22.0 

(, 

() 
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I~ON-STATUS 

Table V' 

DISTRIBUTION OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE VIOLATIONS 
ON CLIENTS REVOKED I1ITH NON-STATUS CHARGES 

Conditional 
Release Violation* 

Assault 
Burning a Bui Iding 
Breaki ng & Enteri ng 
Auto Theft 
Larceny 
.Breaki ng & Enteri ng (Auto) 
~lal icious Damage to 
Pri vate Property (over $50) 

Escape 
AWOL from temp. CR 
Dru9/S ubstanse Abuse 
Possession of kniJe 
Shop I i fti ng' II 
Forgery 1 

~.' 
DUI ,I 
Use auto wlo oriner's 
permission f 

Disorderly Cqilduct 
Driving"w/o License v 
Ret. from temp. CR 

'i 

Schoo I Re I ('!'ted (fll): 
enrollment 1 
nonattendance 2 
expulsion 1 
suspension 2 

(~~t 
Res I dence--'!" 11'3) : 

Left SC wlo permission 

3 
1 
7 
4 
7 
1 

1 
1 
2 
5 
1 
2 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

6 

1 . 

. " 
Percent of 
Clients­

(n=27J 

11.1 
3.7 

25.9 
14.8. 
25.9 
3.7 

30 
3 •. 7 
7.4 

18.5 
.3.7 
7.4 
3.7 
3.7 

3.7 
3,7 
3.7 
3.7 

22.2, 

3.7 

o 

5 18.5 STATUS*'* Left Home/Plaaement 
- without permission (#4) 

~\ ,'i 
Failure to follow Counselor's 

Insttuctions (115) 
3.7 

if 

Fa I !fIre to have reasonab I e 3, ? 
c01:aud wi th parents (#9) II 

t"'" -=========I~n~c~/;j~r:fr:;i~O~i gb±;' e~==========4~=======:::·::,:1=4~.!ie=::::::;:::. 
~ " II 
:1 

TOifAl 

Fcrequen<;'i 

59 

!1ultlp)e 

.£ 
12 

~l 
I) 

VlolatlonsCiO 01 rent~) 

3 
4' 

d-l ." '. 
*Distributlon ittcludesonly those vI.olations resul'tingln the'"most recent 

o 

revocl3ti on durl ng study peri od. . 0 " 

**Numbers in parentheses refer: to the speclflc J P & A vi.oLatjons. SeeAppendlx 
'for a, copy of the {'.and I ti ona I Re I ease Agreement. 

a 

-~' 

1-" 

Q f 
f 
r 

(i 
,.,,..'C'_=-..,..::t>!t._~'-.... ,",,,,,,,,,-_, .. '!;.~~=~";t~~'":.~'~_~=~~~1"'~'-~';::""""'~~~~A:'~~'W""'''''='''·''''"'''';''''''_''''''=<>-t.~""","""""",,"'m:::ro-~=.=~~:,:,~~;::;;:~.t!:;)::';'"'!'/;c~~;:,:=~~.;::,c::..~~,:; 

\\ 

() 

o 
11 {l 

) 

Tab Ie VI 

DISTRIBUTION OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE VrOLATIONS 
ON CLI ENTS REVOKED FOR STATUS/PLACEMENT REASONS ONLY 

Conditional 
Release Violation* 

School Related (111): 
Non Attendence 17 
Suspension 4 
Expulsion 2 

Fai lure to Report 
1'9r, Hearing (#2) 

Residence Change (#3): 
Changed wlo perm.5 
left se wlo perm. 1 

Leaving Home/PI~cement 
wlo permission (114) 

Fai I ure to follow Coun­
selor's Instructions 

(115) 

Fi ghti ng (1/7) 
·7 

Drinking Alcohol (118) 
o . ~ 

Fai IDre to be'reason­
able in conduct with 
Parents (119) '" 

{l 

Fatl ure of: Placeme!1t (IIIJ) 

I ttcorrlglb Ie 

Other 

TOTAL 

I) {; 

Frequency 
_- . .:,11 C . 

23. 
~ 

3 

6' 

35 

6 

4 

5 

8 

7 

4 

102 

!l 
Percent of 
CI ients 

(n=59) 

39.0 

5.1 

10.2 

59.3 ' 

10.2 

6.8 

1.7. 

8.5 

13.6 

11.9 

6.8 

Multi p.le Viol ati.ons ~,2"' 01 ienti) 

3 
=r 

4 
2' 

7 
T 

'Q 

*Oistrlbutlons !nc,ludesohty those vlo"iations resulttngln,the most recent 
revocation durJ ng study period. . . Q . -

**Numbers in ppre'ntheses re.ferto .the sP!3c'ific JP'.&~'A liiolati.ons. SeeAppendix 
for a copy of the Conditlon,,1 Releas~c Agree[tJent. 
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When the information on Tables V and VI is co~bined, it becomes apparent 

that,. for the entire study population, leaving home/placemenT wiThout per-
, " 1/ .:\ 

11 mission was the most frequenT violation associated with revocatio'ns. This 
,,0 

charge was specified for some 47% of all cl ients returned to DYS~ School-

related problems also proved common, incorporaTing about one:-third of these 

'y'outh. 
v 

Table VI I summarizes conditional release violations for al I clfents 

revoked by Type of violation and individual clients involved. 'Particularly 

noteworthy''' is the fact that fewer than 20% of the c Ii ents returned to,oYS 

had vLolated their conditional release by committing a serious prime against 
c::" 

person or property. When cl ients wiTh multiple types ofvi?lations a.re' 

considered, the remainder of this population is distributed asfol lows: 
o ,J 

For 10 clients (11.6%) the most serious revocation char-ge, although non-

status, was not in the "serious crim,~ category;. fifTy-one clients (59.3%>' 

faced status-type violations only~whi Ie eight cl ients" (9.3%) returned because 

of"placement fai lure. Threet:J0f this latter group had status ch~rges also. 

& \) 0 

Campus Ass i gnment of CI i ents Revokedo to the DepartmenT of Youth Servi ces. 
l\ 

Campus assignments of cl ien'Ts revoked during the study per-i,od were qS 

follows: 
'.1 o 

Wi Ilow LaM 62 
~J 

John G. Richards 16 
/! c 

0 

Birchwood 8 9.3% o 

Total 86 
\:) 

100.0% 
o ~ 

°Jt is 
" '. 0 

apparent that the greatest effect of revocatJons on population size 

\\BS fel t at the CW i I low Lane fac i I ~ ty;' whi ch 
, 

recei ved,'mor-e than 70% of ~Il I " 

cl ients return~d to the Agency by Juveni Ie Placement and Aftefcare.' 

, q~ 

G) 

. '" 

Type;of CondiTiqnal Release N umber of Violations Percent of Number of Indi- \:-' Percent of 
Violation this category Total vidual CI ients a I I CI i ents 

I nvo I ved 
" 

.. 
Serious Crime against 
Person or Property * 24 14.9 17 ~ 

0 

Other Non-Status 17 10.6 14 

StaTus co 112 69.6 62 

c 
C'J 

UnsuiTable Placement 
or Placement 

ro 

TOTAL 

II 

(). q 

.. .., .. ' .~ 

Fai I ur-e** 8 5.0 8 
" 

161 100.0 
o 

Multiple Types of Conditional Release Violations 

,', 
Serfous criminal and other non-status violations: 
Serfous criminal, other",non-status, and status violations: 
Serious Criminal and Status Violations: 
Other;Non-Status and Status Violations:, 
Statu? Violations and unsuitable placemenT:~ 

~ 

TOTAL 

*Seri ous cri mes aga i nst person and property inc I uded lithe 
fol lowing: assault; burnfng a bui Iding; breaking and Q 

en"terin.gi auto theft; lar-ceny; breaki ng and enteri ng (auto);, 
and malicious damage to property in excess qf $50. 

**Includes only chi Idren cited in violation" of J P & A 
rule~11, or cases in which01' failure'of placement" or 
"unsu I tab I e pi acement",wasstated as such. DQes not 
i hC I ude ch i I dren who I eft home or placemenT wfthout 
permlssionoin Violation <;>;fSJ P,& A.rule #4. 

<.:.:'3,~ 
-~ 

o :~.~ 
'-\[;1,':('\ 

. t:";; 
{!',) 

, " 
o 

i Revoked 
>~-

- ) 19.8% 

-

16.3% 

.:, 72.1% 

.9.3% 

3 cl ients 
1 cl ienT 
4 clients 
4 c Ii ents 
2 cl i'ents 

14 c rJ ents 

9 

~} 

I? 

{". 

c 

(n=86) 

;, 

i 

I 

0 

c 

, 
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Tracking Individual Clients by Length of Each Commitment, Totar Stay and 
() 

Offens~ History 

Tables VI I I and IX track individual cl ients through each commitment to 

a residential school, indicating both length of stay ahd type of offense 

associ ated with the commi trnents. Co -The tab I es provi de a ki nd of capsu fe' history 
'J 

of individual experiences with the Department of Youth Servidis. For example, 

the first youth noted on Tab I e V I I I, wh L ch incorporaTes - the 27 c l..i ents revoked 
'" 

on non-staTus charges, is a non-whLte male fi rst committed to an institution at 
,y 

\l the age of 11. His four commitmentsOal1 involved non-status charges~ the .Iast 
IC;: 

two serious criminal activities •. By The time of release at the age ot17, to 

the DepartmenT of Gorrecfion~to comp lejea de!ermi nate sentence, the cl rent 

h~d compi led a total stay at DYS of 4.9 years. 
'.-;::. 

One trel;J;d apparent from the informaTion reco~ded on li:ables VIII and IX is 
o 

~" . .' 
that each successive commitment tends to be of shorter duration than previ9us 

ones. For those c Ii ents whose mOST recent revocation i nvo I ved a non-;;tatus , 

charge, the first commitment averaged 9.2 months, the second 6.9 months, and 

the thi;d,where applicable, 6.6 months; comparablefi~ures for 'clientswith 
/? 

C status/placement revocC!tions indicateurHformly shorter=:'stays bU,ta Z::gli lar' 
~, 

pattern--B.5, 4.9 and 3.3 months, respectively., For the entirepOPlA1qtion 
G 

of clients re~oked, the first ~pmmitmentayer~ged8.7,months, the second'5.S 
" 

omonths, and theth i[r.d 4.9 montl1s. Overall" the average iota I stay wa's ·14. 8 

month~? 1.8.c6for cl ients revoked,.on non-STatus ch~r,ges and .13.5 for'those re-"', 

turning for status/placement reasons. Other kinds of daTa pre~ented on 

'I '" 

~) rJ 

TabLes VIII and IX'are summarized on TablesX,..,.XIIJ. "Tables X and XI, which ~.,' 

dea I with average revocation stay and average toi;5d stay, are based on the 

o 
population sub-group of 53 inactive cl ients--excluded !3re" 33 actJvecllents 

c, C:: 

,.",; 
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Race & 
Sex 

NWM 
NWF 
NI'IM 
N~IM 
wr~ 

N\~M 
Ny/M 

WF 
WF 
WM 
WM 

NWM 
W~l 
WI~ 

. I~M 
N~/~l 

WM 
NloJM 

WM 
M'/t-! 
NWM 
~Mt,l 

NWM 
WF 
\'1M' 
w~f 
WM 

o 

A'geat ,.0 

First 
Commitment 

II 
12 
11 

I' 12 
14 
10 
11 
15 

.15 
14 
13 
.10 
14 
13 
15 
12 
13 
14 
14 
13 
13 

. 15 
14 
14 
15 (j 
It' 
10 " 

i<=13.0 

a 

D () 

Age at 
Revocat i on . 
Cinbst recent) 

16 
15 

·.14 ' 
,14 

16 
14 
15 
17 
16 
16 
14 
13 
16 
13 
1.6. 
13 
.14 
15 
15 
14 
14 
16 
16. 
15 
16 

(f 15 
11 

Table VIII 
::-!, .f) 

TRACKING OF ItJDIV IDUAtc CLI EmS REVOKED FOR NON-STATUS VIOLATIONS 
£3Y LEIIGTH OF EACH GQMfvllTMENT, TOTAL STAY AND OFFENSE I'll STORY 

C~mmitment 
1/4 

5.5* 
c 2.0 inc. 
li .. 9 inc 
3.1 inc 
3.8 ino' 

Length of Stay In Mon1hs "Total Stay Offense/Violation History (See Code) 
Commitment Commitment Commitment at DYS Commitment Commitment Commitment Commitment 

/13 • ~,JL _'_' !!..1!!:,2......;. ___ · .:..-'_#!t..l!.-__ .l:M~o~s!-. ---lY.!..r~s!-. __ ..J.#~4!.----,.:..-_--!!H",,3'--_,,:-_-!!.#!:,2_" ____ !!.II.!,.1 __ 

17.7, 
,4.7 

2.0,' " 
3.6' :;~' 
"4,~':", 

l:l: o ,Jrie .. 
~; 10.·4,,.:'c 

6','6 
1. 8 inc 
3.1 

7.0 
.9.7 
5.8 

10.9 
1.0 

19.2 
13 .• 0 
2.7 
1.3 
4.8 

11.9 
7.7 
7.9 
6.1 Inc 
7.1 
6.9' Inc 
7.6 inc 
7.1 
8:0 inc 
6·1 
4.3 Inc 
1.0 *** 
1.1 
11.3 
3.7 Inc 
1.5 
2.4'ino 

28.6 
, 21.~ 

8.6 
~7~ 
lOV 
10.1 
9.7 

lOS 
.6.3 

.9 
7.5 

11.7 
10.~ 
10.0 
8.7 
8.7 
7.9 
6.7 
5.1 
5.5 
6.9 

10.2 
9.8 .• 
5 .. 6 
5.9' 
7.7 
5.7 

58.8 4d9 &> Se,ONS 
38.20 3.2 \l SC 

28. 3' 2.4 I SC 
25,.0 2.1 ":';C,oNS 
19.9 1.6 SC,ONS 
40.3 3.4 
33.1 2.8 
19 •. 8 1.7 
9.4 .8 
8. 8 ~.7 

19.5 1.6 
19.4 1.6 
18.2 1.5 
16.1 1.3, 
15.8 J.3 
15.6 1.3 
15.5. 1.3 
13.8 1.2 
13.1 1.1 
1 J.9 1.0 
11.3 .9 
11.2 .9 
10.9 .9 
9.9.8 t;'", 

~o.6 .8 
9.2 .8 
8.1 .7 

i<=6.6 5(=6.9 5(=9.2 X=18.6 1.6 
(averages based on completed stays. only> 

rr' 

SC,ONS 
ONS 

SCIoNS 
se 

ONS 
ONS,ST 

" se 
oNS 
sc 

ONS,ST 

.. 
. -

ONS 
ONS,ST .G 

ONS 
SC,ONS 

ONS,ST 
SC,ST 

d SO 
sc 

ONS ST 
ST 
ST 

',,,,:) ~0se 

"$T 
ST 
ST 

SC,ONS,ST 
SC,ST 

SC 
ONS 

SC 
se 

ONS,ST 
SC 

ONS 
se,si' 
SC 

" Se,ST 
se,ST 

ONS . n 
ONS,ST v 
ONS 
ONS 

ONS 
se 
SC 
ST 

SC,ONS 
sC,sT 
ST 
SO 

SC,ONS,ST 
SO . 

sc 
se 
so 
SC 
ST*-

ONS 
SC 

ONS 
'SC. 
ONS 
ONS 

, It" 

..diE:,:..-,,-;>, ,<', 

OFFENSE t09.~ /<-YJi~', ,;.' ~ 

-lf~~::~h ~Jomltme'1t wn5{ldoterm~:;a:l.e sontonce for bu,nl'ng a bur/ding, grand atid potty larceny 

'l!fIConiiilrf'f€O-{or "threat~g f.ulelde", breakln,9 school rules, and staying out I~te at night. 

"':'~:;"~9 ~;tl ~:>nh now Inpo(l,y '",fodY~i;"'""t'dlo "",",.tl" """'; ,fay" 

'. ~ 

SO=5er'ious crimo ilIJilinsi- person 
or properl y . 

ONS=Other Noo-Status (> 

F=Sta+us 
-0 PL=P I acement 

.D 

, ~ .. ' 0 

Q 

. " 

G. 

.' 
. b 

?, 

D 
'~ .. , "'-'7 

.' " 
,~""'. 

Q 

fJ 

r • 
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o 
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.0 ;\,1 
. l:~ 

~ 
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Race & 
Sex 

mm 
ml 

NWF 
,1m 
1m 
loiN 
1m 

mm 
0 

mm 
WF 
WF 
HH 
WF 

NWF 
C) m~F 

IR-r 
NHF 

HH 
Nl-lM 
NI-'H 
Q UF 

WH 
4JNI~F 

I~F 

Mm· 
WF 

Nlill 
Nl~F 

f'M1 
Wl1 

NWH 
NWF 
tmF 

WF 

0 

(l 

Age at 
·First 
. Commitment: 

11 
11 
14. 
10 
11 
12 
14 
11 
12 
13' 
13 
12 
14 
14 
12 
14 
14 
13 
13 
13 
14 
10 
14 
13 
13 
13 
10 
12 
14 
15 
12 
14 
14 
15 

f)., 

l 
< 

.. 0 

'0 

Age at ,fJ 

Revocation 
(most recent) 

15 
Ls 
16 
14 
15 
15 
16 
13 
15 
15 
15 
15 
16 
15 
15 
t5 
15 
15 
13 
15' 
15 
13 
15 
14 
15 
15 
12 
15 "j\-" 

15 
&,16 

13 
16 
15. 

. 16 

/,.~ 

~. 

n" 

, :>' 

o !} 

o 

Table IX 

TRACKI.NG OF INDIVIDUAL CLIENTS REVOKED FOR STATUS OR PLACEHENT VIOLAttONS 1\'1 
LEMGTll OF EACIl CmjMlnm;;T, TOTAL STAY, AND OFFENSE IIIstORY 

. 

Q 

. Commitment 
ii4 

7 .0 inc 
.5 

2.5 inc 

'"' 

Length of Stay in Honths 
Commitment Commitment 

113 Iii 

10.1 1.1 
8.6 9.1 
4.8. 3.8 

.9 29.2 
11.4 Inc 21.9 
10.4 7.3 
1.6 .5 

J:6 .4 inc 7.2 
2.1 11.6 
4.0 7.5 
2.0 inc 4.5 
1.8 2.6 

.9 10·.6 
1.3 inc 6.7 

.7 6 .• 8 
6.6 .7 
2.2 10.0 
1.4 7.0 
8.2 inc .4 
1.8 5.7 
3.6 inc 1.0 
2,2 inc .9 

.8 8.5 
1.0 2.0 

13.9 inc 
6.5 in~ 
4 .• 5 inc 

.9 
9.4 inc 

10,0 
1.7 
8.2 inc 
7.2 
7,4 

c. . 

o 

Commitment 
III 

32:3 
16.2 

8.3 
11.6 
6.7 

, 15.7 
22.8 

7.3 
6.3 
.8.2 

13.0 
14.5 
6.3 
8.8 
9.0 
8.6 
2.7 
6.3 
5.7 
5.4 
7.3 
8.0 
1;9 
5.5 

13.0. 
18.7 
17,4 
16.9 
8.2 
6 •. 8 

15.0 
5.9 
6.3 
6.0 

. , 

To!:n1Stay Offe,nse/Violation History (see 
,:;a",t-=-DY;:.;S~_".. Commitment Coinmitment Commitment 
Nos. Yrs. .114 113 112 

50.4 4.2 
34.5 2.9 
19.3 1.6 
41. 7 3,5 
40.1 3.3 
33.32.8 
24.9--..c2•1 
20.9~'1. 7 
20.1 1.7 

.:. 19: 7 1.6 
19,5 1.6 
19.0 1.6 
17.B 1.5-
16,9 1.4 
16.5 1.4 
15.91.3 
14.81.2 
14.7 1.2 
14.3 1..2 
12.9 1.1 
11.9 1.0 
11 .. 1 .9 
11.1 0.9 
8.5 .7 

26.9 2.2 
25.2 "2.1' 
21.9 p,l.8 
11.8 1.5 
17.6 !.5 
16.8 1.4 
16.7 1.4 
14.). 1.2 
13.5, 1.1 
13.5 1.1 

'0 

_ > 0 

~, c'. 

S1 
1'L 
n 

.",' 

o 

.0 

SC 
SC 
PL 
PL 
ST 
ST 
ST 
sr 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
S'X 
5T 
STI) 

,I ST 

ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 

, ' 

b 

'" 

ST 
ST 
ST 
SC 

ONS 
1'L 
ST 

ONS 
SC 
ST 
S'r 

sr,ONS 
ONS 

ST 
ST 
ST 

()NS 
ONS 

ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 

ONS 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
PL 
ST 
ST 
ST 

, .ST 
ST 
ST 

'0" 

code) 
Commitment 

}Il 

ST 
ST 

ONS 
SC 
SC 
SO 
ST'" 
SC 

ONS 
ST'" 

ONS,ST 
ST 

ST,ONS 
ST,SO 
ST* 

ST,ONS 
ST 

ONS 
SC 
SC 
IlC 
ST*. 
ST' 
ST* 

ONS 
SC 
SC" 
5T 
SC 

ONS,ST 
SC,S! 

.SC 
ONS' 

SC,ST 

"" ? 

" , 

, , 
\ 
.\ 

\ 
\ 

f:.-:" 

<::\':'2> 

o 

. " .. t 

.0 

7 J 
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r" . 
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0, 

'0 
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,j 

"~ 

Race. & 
Sex 

W~! 

I~F 

I;lF 
I{F 

NWF 
HF 

111m 
1m 

tMH " 
111m 

1m 
oNWF 
NHH 
1m 
WF 
1m 
WH. 
1m, 
WF 

,14H 
BF 
BF 
SF 

)) 14F 
1m 

\) 

D 

Ar,e at 
First 
Commitment 

14 
l4' 
13 
14 
13 
15 
12 
15 
13 
13 
13 
14 
14 
14 
15 
13 
16 
14 
15 
i4 
14 
14 
15 
15 

"'::ciS 

,x=13.3 

Age at 
Revocation 
(m'os t recent) 

15 
15 
14 
15 " 
14 
,16 
12 
16 
15 
14 
15 
15 
15 
16 
15 
15 
16 
15 
15 
15 
15 
14 
15 
15 
1(5 

o 
" 

, " 

Tuble I~ cant. 

'7, ~th of Stay in Months 
Commitment "Commitment Gommitment 

114 )1 /13 D tl2 

o 

5.9 
5.9 inc 
7.6 inc 
3.8 

!} 1.6 
2.6 
5.2 
1.5 
1.6 
2.5 
2.1 
4;8 
2.2 
3.p 

c fi.5 
.8 

'3.1 
1.0 
1.2 
1.6 
2.2 
1.7 
1.7 
2,2 
1.2 

x=4.9 

inc 
inc 

inc 

inc 

o 

mos. 

('--i{.! 

Commi tmen t 
S,> til 

,,,,,6.1 
6.1 
4.3 
7.7 
9.8 
S.S 
5.9 
9.5 
9;0 
7.9 
8.3 
5.2 
7.7 
,6.4 
7.9 
7.5 
4.3 
5.0';) 
4.4 
2.9 
1.6 
1.7 
1.7 
1.2 
1.4 

X=o8; 5 

(} 

" Total Stay 
at IlYS '"' 
Nos. ¥rs. 

12.0 
.12.0 
11.9 
11.5 
11.« 
11.1 
11. 1 
IbO 
10,.7 
10.4 
10.4 
10.1 
9.9 
9.4 
8.1. 
8.3 
7.4 
6.0 
5.6 
4,.5 
3.8 
3.5 

(}3.5, 
3.5 
2.,6 

1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
.9 
.9 
.9 
.9 
,9 

jJ .9 
.8 
.8, 
.8' 
.S 
.7 
.7 
.6 
.5 
.5 
.4 
.3 
.3 
.3 
.3 
.2 

x"'13.5 1.2 

(averages based on&complete.d stays only) 

I) 

('.;.' 
<;;;, 

"'Indicates child whose history involves status or placement problems only 

,> , 

"": 

(j 
i\ 
L 

", 

" 
0' 

o 

o 

o 

fl 

" 

o 

II 

o 

Offense/Violation His tory (See code) 
Conunitment Commitment Commitment Commitment 

.t14 tl3 112 -, /11 

" 

'0 

ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
5T 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
ST 
PL 
ST 
ST 
ST 
S1' 

'ST 
ST 
ST 
PL 
ST 
ST 
ST 
S'1)) 
ST 
ST 

OFF,ENSE CODE 

SC,ST 
ST* 

ONS,ST 
ST* 

ST,ONS 
ST,ONS 

SC ~ 
SC,ONS~' 

ST* 
SC,ONS 
ONS 

STi' 
ONS,ST " 

ONS " 
ONS,ST 
SC,ONS 
ONS 

ST* 
SC 
ST* 
ST*o 
ST* 
ST* 
STir 
SC 

SC"'SerioUs crime against person 
or property 0 

ONS"'Other Non-status 
ST=Status 
PL=Placement 
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whosc.e latest revocati ons a re not yet compl eted. Table XII and XIII, which 
o 

presenT offense history data, reflect the entire population of 86 clients. 

Average Revocation Stay 

Table X presents the average latest, revocq,tion stay In months by race, sex 

and type of release'vio::latron, for all inactive;1 ienTs. 
,0 

l~ 

There was a marked 

difference between the length of stflY for clients returning with non .... status 

violations (5.8 months) and those returning with status or placement violations 
l' 

" (2.7 ,months). The revG:pat I or;, stays fo'r a I I 53 I nact I ve c I I ents averaged 3.5' 

mbnths. Generally, the' variable of raced'id not account for pronounced dlfr-
() 

erences I n the revocation stay--the average' for ea I I i oacti ve wh i te c I i ents 

was 3.7 months, non-wh lte c I lents, 3.3 months. One except I on occurred In 

that the a~erage stay forwhite males revokednon status/placement Violations 
c,~:, 

"". 
was longer (3.2 months), as compor~d to non-whit,,~~es ,U.:9IJ months). Routinel~" 

fema I e c I I ents exh I b I ted much shorter revocation stays than the irma Ie counter- . 

parts--forall inactl.ve cl lents, males ~veraged 4.0 months, females, 2.8 months. 

It should be noted, however, that 90% of these females returned with statut' 
'i) 

or placement violations. 

" 
Average Total Stayi n DYS Residential Schools 

Table XI presents thee average total~stayojn residential~~sch6ols by number 

of commitments, r,ace ~nd sex forall inactive clients •. Only two ina,~tive 

cl ients experienced four commltments--one, a white male, was confined a total 
o 

of 34.5canpnths (2.9 years); the other; a non-white male, for 58.8 months (4.9 

years). A total of 18 loactive cl ientshqd qeen committed three ti.mes, with 

\\ 

stays averaging "19.4 months or 1.6 yMrs. Thirty-three inactive clients 

with two commitments recorded ah average stay of 10.4 months. Thus, the 

average total stay for all i nactJve cl ients WClS 14.8.,months, or 1.2 years~ 
'" 
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Type of Release 
Violation 

Revoked for non­
status violations 

Revoked for status! 
placement violations 

All Inactive Clients 

Number 0:1; 
Commitments 

4. 

3 

2 

All Conunitments 

o· 

\olI1ite 
liale 

6.3" (n=5) 

3.2 (n=16) 

3.9 
1L... 

(n=21) , 

lfuite 
Na1e 

34.5 

e21.9 

10.4 

15.9 

(n=l) 

(n=8) 

(n=12) 

(n=21) 

If 

Table X 

AVJ;RAGE REVOCATION STAY IN NONTIIS BY ~CE, SEX AND 

TYPE OF RELEASE VIOLATION FOR INACTIVE CLIENTS 

White 
Female 

5.4 (n=2) 

.", Non­
Hhite 
Hale 

5.6 (n=7) • 

Non­
White 
Female 

(n=O) 

White 

6.1 .(n=7) 

Non­
Hhite 

5.6 (n=7) 5.9 

2.6 (n=8) 

(n=lO) 

1.9 

o 
(n=5) 2.3 (n=lO) 

2.3 (n=lO) 

3.0 (n=24) 

(n=31) 

2.2 (n=15) 2.9 

3.2 4.1 (n=12) 3.7 3.3 (n=22) 4.0 

/.:, 
I, 

Table XI 

o 

~A~R,AGE TOTAL STAY. AT DYS RESIDENTIAL SClJOOLS IN MONTHS BY 

NUI-tBER" ji1" CONMI'l'MENTS, R.\CnAtlD S.EX EOR INACTIVE CLIENTS 
...• , •• <l 

White 
Female 

Non­
'i;)mlite 
Male 

:.1 

58.8 t? (n=1) 

Non­
White 
Female l~hite 

34.5, (n=1) 
\l 

Non­
White 

58.8 

Male 

(n=12) 

(n=21) 

(n=33) 

16.4 (n=4) 22.0 (n=3) 

(n=8) 

(n=12) 

14.2 (n=3) 

(n=7) 

(n=10) 

20.1 (n=12) 18.1 

11.2 

(n=l) 4~,,:,2)" 
(n=6) 21.9 (Jll) 

I 
8.2 ,. (n=6) 13.2 

11.5, (n=10) 19.2 

o 

()~ . 

,8.9 

lOS 

jl 

. 0 

9.7 

14.5. 

(n=18) (n=ls)il.~ (n=20) 

(n=31) 15.2 (n=22) 17 .l (n"'33) 

,,\,/ 

o 

\, 

. \ 

,:;, . 

o 

Female 

5.4 (n=2) 

2.5 (n=18) 

2.8 (n=20) 

Female 

15.5 (n=7) 

8,6 (n=13J 

11.0' (n"'20) 

. \ 

.. 

.'(1 

Total 

5.8 

2.7 

3.5 

(11=14) 

(n=39) 

(n=53) 
!,!," 

Total 

46.7 

19.4 

o 

t," 

o. 

(n=2) 

(n=18) 

(n=33) 0 

(n=~3) 

0: 

() 
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Both race and sex proved to be si gn i f i cant vari ab I es in ana I Y,zi ng tota I ,~ 

stay. For exampre, taking into account al I inactive cl ients, the average 
¢ .' '0- , 

total stay of non-'ll:h,jte males exceeded that of white<mal'es by 3.3 months. 
u . 0 

•• 0 

The average total stay for all females, ~tJl.0 months, was fully six months 

I ess than the average stay for rna I es. (( 

Offense History: 

I~' o 

o 

Table XCI reRresents an effort to summarize the commitment offenses 
I' 

of all clients revoked during the, study period by cafegorizing their histories 

into five lJlutually exclusive"patterns." These patterns qre juxfaposed 

with number of commitments so that consistency of behavior over time can 

be gauged. 

Pattern I i ncor;porates 16 cl ients (.19% of the, total), whose commitment 

offrenses wede exc I us i ve I y stqtus/ pol acement in nature-. rive of these youth 
(/ 

have rna i nta i ned the pattern through three commitments. ConverselYI Pattern II 
() 

refl ect;; 19 cl j ents (22% of the tota I) whose commitments deri ved from non-status 

" offenses. Four youth have sustai ned the pattern through four') commitments. 

Pattern II I represents the ~st co~n offense history manifested by 

cl ients revoked during .the study period--that is, an initial commltm.!?nt 
!; . • , 

deriving from a ,non-status chClrge, w~ith any subsequent commitments resuJ'ting 
¢ 

fro,m status or placement violations only. ThIs pattern inLcorporated some 

36% of all cl ients including one who retIJrnrrd thre.e times for status/placement 

violations and s)x who returned twice. 
£"/'0 

Pattern IV, the direct oppoai te hf "pattern I I [" and the I east common 

amo ng "\9 I 1 cl i ents revoked, inc I udes those youth whose,) nit i a Icommitm9l?its 

Q 

G 

l 

i.l 

Pattern 

I. Con~;j stent I y 
StaTus Offenders 

If. Consistently non- (J 

Table XII 

OFFENSE HISTORY PATTERNS 
BY NUMBER OF COMMITMENTS 

All 
f::. 

Commitments N~mber of Commitments 

4 3 
No. % " d " No.j<J No. % 

16 18.6 o 0.0 5 19.2 

Status Offenders a 19 22.1 4 50.0 o 0.0 

o 

I I I. Init~al Commitment on 
Non-Status Charge-a I I 
recommitments/revoca­
tions for status or 
pi ace,ment vio lations 

o 

IV. Initial Commit~ent on 
'Status Ch&rge - r.ecommi t­
ments(revocationCs) for 
non-status viol·ation 
(cros~over patterl"lj -

o 
V. Mixed History including 

2 or more cOil1mi tments '~) 
OIl, non-status charges/ 
violations 

TOTA.L 

, r~ 

0·· :, " () 

() 

o " 

o 

Q 

31 36.0 12.5 6 23.1 

8 9.3 2 25.0 4 15.4 

11 42.3 

86 100,,0 8 9.3 26 30.2 

o 

• c 

2 
No. % 

11 21.2 

15 28.8 

24 46.2 

2 3.8 

c 

o 0.0 

52 60.5 
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c 
for status offenses were fo II owed by one or more commitments for non-status 

vi 0 I at ions. Th is pattern i softer! termed "crossover", or ~ to demon-

strat~n "escalation" from status to criminal activity. Ei$lt cl ients, I> 

. ' 

. only 9.3% of the total, were thus categorized and six of the eight <75%) 
,) ~ 

had three or four commitments. Fin:ally, ,Pattern "V incorporates clIents with 

a "mixed" history of status and non-status charges. At least two commitments; 

" including the fir?t, resulted from criminal activiTY. This pattern was re-

flected in the histories of 14% of all cl ients tevoked. 
Ct 

When the information on Table'Xl1 is combined it becdmesapparent that 

a" sol id majority of cl ients revoked during the study period~ somEl47 or 5.5%, 
, c; 

exhibit?atterns I and III---either they bad no"~commitments relating to 
'J " 

non-status charges, or only th"e fi rst commit,ment involved criminal'~ctioVity~ 

At t~e same time, since only 26% of the clients in this groGping experienced 
o 

" more than two commitments, majntenance over time is not we'll eSTaol isheQ~-, 

The merging of Patterns II,IV and V results in a grouping of ,39 clients, 
, f, Q 

45% of the study population, characterized either bycomrIJJ,tment hLstories 

whicQ began with non-status offenses and demonstrated some repetition thereof, 
~"",,,,,,,,,,,. . ;.;'\ 

or those"wh i ch represe~~d "crossovers" from status tq: non-status charg'es" 

Within this grouping some 56% had been committed three or four times. 
. G' 

Tab Ie (<I II summari zes!ypes of commitment offenses/vio I ations by ·comm; tment 
t) G 

number for all clients revoked during the ~tud?period. Gommitment offenses/ 
" 

vi 0 I ati ons inc I ude on Iy one charge--the most seri ous--per c I i ent. Thus, a 

serious criminal charge would,be recorded for a client whose commitment 
i; (..- 0 

l' 
order specij:iedcharges of auto theft and running away.:' For more than 7Q% 

of a II cH ents, the 'n rst commi tment resul ted from nQn;"statuscharges. 

o 

Q 

'0 "to,_ 

Table XIII 
jl 

TYPE .OF COMMITMENT OFFENSE/VIOLATION* 
BY COMMITMENT NUMBER 

,.Ci 

Category of All 4 
Of fens e/".· Commi tmen ts 
V:i:olation~\ .'" % No. % r,: 

Serious l j/ 
Criminal ~/ 63 29.4 S 62.5 

Other 
Criminal 

" 

Status 

'·OJ "Placement" 

TOTAL 

47 

96 

8 

214 

22.0 o 0.0' 

44.9 1 12.S 

3.7 2 2S.0 

100.0" 8 
G 

100.0 

Commitment Nh . 

'J 3 
q 

No. % 

7 20.6 

6 

19 

2 S.9 

3'~ 100.0 

2 

No. , % 

13 IS. 1 

18 ')20.9 

SI S9.3 

4 4.7 

86 100.0 

I;' 1 

No. % 

38 44.2 

23 26.7 

25 29.1 

. 0 0.0 

86' 100.0 

\' 

*One '/i,olation per client -~rhe ~ost serious violation is used __ 

for examp'1:e, a client committed for grand la,.rceny, vandalism, and 

not attending schoo;JW .. OUld be counted i.h 
• G rf . 

oategory because of the larce~y charge. 

the serious criminal 

"'- ,-~ 

Q " 

o 

C) 

!? 

,1 
: j 
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'In dist;n8t contr~st, a large majority, more-than 60% of all second andoe;:hird 
II, 

commi tments, derj ved "from status or pi acement-t'/pe vio I ations~ CI i errts who 
0 0 • 

experdenced fow'comrnitments numbered on/yeigh1-. However;-" in five Cases 

the most recent revocation, or fourth' commitment resulted from a serious 
o 

cri mi na' charge. 

Time Span Between Conditional Re/ease and Revocation 

Table XIV presents the time sp'an between conditional release and revocation 
Q ~ 

forO a II eli ents revoke,d during the'study peri od by type of cond iti onal re I ease 

violation. Clear'ly, the first two months r~present aO critical period, as I! 
\'. \' '! 

more than one-third of 'all revo~catjons occurred with-j'n this time span. 
I' " 

Furthermore, some 57% of a,ll clients returned within four months of their 
' " 0 

," , (0 , 

release. Clients revoked on non-status violations demonstrated a somewhat 

~r i gher percentage of returns wi th in tne four month peri od than those revoked 

(, ,'" ~ 
'for status or' placement reaspns-~-63% ~pmpared:to 54%. Fewer than 10% of all 

Q ',', cl i ents rem~ i ned i nth€(: communi ty"torcmore than one year befOre thei r readmi s­

sion to the Agency. 

Table XI V ~omp I etes t~e stati sti ca,! a,na I yzatlon of reyocat i ens to the 

Oepartmentof Youth Sepv..ic~s between"March 16 1 1~78, Clnd March 15, j'979~ The 
'I," 

next section of this report is intended to highl ight thE? "placementOissue" 
D 

alluded to j'n .theclntroduction by presenting several case histories"of 

chi Idren confined irecentl,r in Agency 'fact I ities because of placement fai lure. 
:;; f~, 

(j 

~~8~ H I STOR I ES 
" . o 

Summarized below are the histories of 'four cl rents returned -to. the 

Oepartme,nt of Youth Satvi cf;3safter January 1, 1979, t,hat j s, follow i og 
" 

~'! 

" 
" 

" 
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Table XIV 

II 
T I ME SPAN BETWEEN RELEASE AND REVOCAT ION*. 

('J 

BY TYPE OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE VIOLATlqN 

" ALL eLi ENTS 

OUmulati ve 
Davs Months Number Percent Percent Number 

~\ 

0 

o - 61 o - 2 30 " 34.9 0 .34.9 10 0 37.0 
\\ 

62 - 122 2 - 4 19 22.1 57.0 7' 25.9 
" 

0 

123 '- 182 4 - 6 9 10.5 67.5 
0" 

3 11. 1 
() 

., 

183 - 243 6 -:- '8 9 10.5 78.0 2 7.4 

ta-
n 

244 - 304 10 6 ., 7.0 85.0 1 3.7 
0 

305 - 365 10 - 12 5 5.8 90.8 2 7.4 
c' 

0 

366 - 547 12- 18 5 5.8 c· 96.6 °0 0.0 o • 

\ . 

548 - 730 18 - 24' 
. 

2 2.3 98.9 . 1 3.7 0 

(: 

more than 730 more than 24 "1 1.2 100.1 1 3.7 
e, 

TOTAL 86 100. 1 ,;.27 99.9 

Co ."> 00 

day{ -:. 
" 

Range: 7 days 2.1 years Range: 23 
0, 

o 

." / 
*Refers to themo"st r€)cent revocation oc.<:fori ng during period 

~ c.~~ 
r.:t (~) 

o 
o 

~'.l~t+~~~-• .,;....._~~_._, ________ .:.:O_, __ ._ . ..,.--_....-. __ • ___ _ 

'"r-" 

• II." 

Il, 

'.,.' 

~" ,~. 

" ". 
"." 

, - . 

o· 

~ ; 

l] . c . , 

. " 

0··.··.···.···.· ~ " '. . '. 

':~ . . ;'" . - . - ".,' . -" 

. ", 

• >.'~ 

., , 

'.~ 

o " 

37.0 
n ,J 

62.9 
,. 
74.0 

8L4 ! 

85.1 

92.5 

92~5 

96.2 

99.9 

2. 1 years 
0 

o I 

" 

'. tl 

0'0 

" . .,',~ 

() . 

a 

20 33.9 33.9 
a 

12 20.3 54.2 
£;: 

'6 10.2 64 .• 4 

,7 11.9 76.3 

.5 8.5 84'~ 8 I.:) 

0 

3· 5. 1 89.9 
u 

5 8.5 98.4 

1 1.7 100.1 

0 0.0 - = 

59 ,.100. 1 

" 

Range: 7 days - 1.8 years 
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i'mp I ementati on of the J P & A po I icy that placement fa il ure does not consti­

tute adequate ground for revocatoin. Supporting documentation is on fi Ie 

with the Research and Eval uation Unit." 

Case No. 

, This L5 year old white male Ras experienced four commitments to the 

Department of Youth Services, recordi ng a tota I stay of some 34.5 montl:ts. 

He not only has a history of seriou~'\.~iminal activity, but also at le~st 
, ,~ 

one instance of attempted suicide. Hr most recent stay with the Agenoy 

beg~n on March 8, 1979, and lasted 16t\dayS, unti I J P & A ascertained fh:t 
\()\--!-,.-

placement fa i lure was the II determ in I q~~ctorll in his return an d, the refo re, 

that he would not appear before the April Board for "for:;mal" reVOcation 

? action. He was then released to a parent. 

Case No. 2 ----
Th i s 16 year a I d black fernal e has experi enced four commi tments to the 

Agency, including three revocations during the study period. Only the 

initial commitment reflected a non-status offense (vandal ism). The cl ient's 
o 0 

rrost recentrevo<::atibn, beg!nnlng on February TZ, 1979, was attributed"to 
Q 

placement with parents being "unsuitable." She was granted a pl,acement 

furlough some months later, but ran away from placement to rejoin her 

~ 
ptJPents. As of this writirig the girl rema),)ns in Agency custody', and, according 

'" o 

to the i nfo'l-mati on in her f i I e, chance of re I ease in the near future appears 

J /j 

s light. • 0 

\i 
l);,Thi s 14 year"o I d' wh its lTla I e has a camp I ex hI stpry wh i fh i nel udes profound 

o o 

0, 

(j 

I 6 

rJ,' "" 

o 

lL 

sexual and physical abuse in the home ,of relatives pr,ror to his first commitment 

to the Agency at age 10 for violation of probation, non-status. His initial 

rev9cation also ref!ected criminal c,harges. 0 M h narc 7, '1979, he returned a 

second time for leaving placementOat Alston W' I" ' 
I ~es without permission. 

J P & A reviewed the case at the end of ~arch, indicated then that placement 
Q \\. 

fai lure was the determining factor, ano\arranged for alternative placement 

with the chi Id's parents to begin on Apri I 2. 

Case No. 4 
,-, ---- -

This 15 year old white female was inLtaJ Iy comm'ltted for grand larceny;-

After a stay of 4.5 months, ,she was released to her' mother. She returned 

t~J".Wi Ilow Lane on March 9,1979, because her placemen-r at home ha~ ,become 
\)'<' ""-,.... , 

t:l;:.,.jftable, and remained for a total of 35 days, unti I Apr! I 12, 1979. 

Detailso,f the release were not included in the cjient'syGY~fJlder 
L " 

Case histories 1,3, 'and 4 document the continued use of DYS fac(' itie~ 

to shelter chi Idren pending determination0by J P & A of whether placement 

failure was the primary fa~tor- responsible for the child's proolem in the 

commun hty. Once such a determination is ma"de, th,e h'ld ' 
C I may stH I be deta i ned 

for seVeral more days, While alternptive placement is sought. 
Case number 2 

i I I u'strates a Itt t 
ong erm s ay hat resulted, according to all records on hand,-' 

from unsuitable placement; as of th',ls 'tl . 
wrl ng, the cl ient has been confined 

'atWlllow Lane School for 4.5 months. 

o , 

'\ SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS' 

ThE? stat'i sti ca I ana I ysi s presented in th i s report ref"'I"ects 
" a population 

base of 86 cl ients who accounted for some 100 reyocati ons duri ng a ., .,,;:~':~, 
qne yea~; 

'0 
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~,eriodGbeginning in March, 1978. Since the number of revocations resulting 

from status/placement violations was the primary issue which precipitated the 

study, it is important to note by way of summary, that more than two-thirds of 
c' 

o these cl ients returned to DYS custody for precisely such reasons. Serious '", (\ 

criminal charges, on the other hand, accounted for 0nly about one-fifth of 

the revocations. 

The examination of offense histories for each individual client revealed 

that a clear _~ajorJty could be categorized one of two ways: either the 

fi rst commi tment .2D.!.Y. was non-status in nature and anyrevocationCs) deri ved 

from status/placement violations, or al I ,admissions had resulted from status! 

.placemeht problems. Thus .. repeat'~dinstit.utionali~:i-ion was not assciciated 

'so much "with cni-ldren manifestingTecurrent crimincll infractions as those 
\\ 

whose commitment record demonstrated, in effect,'a "de-escalation" pattern 

'" or, whqse hi stori es were enti "re I y dElVO i d of non-status offenses •. Stated 
" 

another way, if revocations had been I imH-ed to youth whose condltiO":al release v 

violations" reflected ijecurrent criminal behavio)r and those whose violations 

represented an "esca lation" from status to non-statusofT'enses, then the, 0 

cl ient population for this study would have been reduced by more than ori~-half. 

ivbreover, the fact,that an "esca I ati onl! pattern wa's the I east 'common among 
.' ~r 

C Ii ents revoked comp I ements the ff nd i ngs of a recent I y comp feted court stu'dY 
" D 

"jn which tt was revealed that only 29% of a sample of juvenile recidivists 
" 

with prior histl?ries of status charges had "crossed over" to Qon-statu5 activities.2 

() " 

'\ 2 1. ~ ___ 'ii Juveni n~s Processed throuqh the South GarolinaCourts:, 
FY 1977. c, (Resd!larch and Eval uation Unit: South Carol ina Department of 
youth Servi ces, \,1978), p. 1.1. 
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Type of conditional release violation was found to be one of two 

variables substantially. affect,'ng length of t· t revoca I, on s ay. CI ients re-

turning wittY none-status violations remained in Agency faci I ities, on the 

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

Additionally, females registered much shorter revocation stays than males, 

although the fact that a vast majority of female=clients returned for status 

or placement reasons must be taken ',nto account.' A verage total stay also 

varied according to sex., again with males recording substantially longer 

confinements "than femal,es, as did non-whitii clients when compared to white 

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

three and one-half mo,,'}ths, total stays nearly fifteen months. Exami~~tion 
/ of I ength of stay for a II commi tments/revocati ons by chrono I og i ca I order re-

vealed th~t the average stay for each suqcessive cqmmitment was less than 
. 

the previous', one, i.e., fhird commitments were of shorter dUration than 

seconaccommitments, second commitments shorter than first. 
o " 

One. possible 

explanation for this pattern is that many of the first commitments and, 
c 

in some cases, the second comm i tments 0ccurred severa I years ago "h '\ h " , wen, per aps, 

cJient~ were held for longer periods of time. 

In terms of the time span between conqitional release and revocation, 

generally cl ients were revoked very shortly after release w'lth'" ,) approximately 

one-third r:,eturnicng to DYS within t·,'IO months, one-half within fouj: months. 

RevocationsocS,urring one yea,r or more after conditional release were unusual 
~ 0 ", ' 

with fewer than one I n ten c I i ents rema i n i nC~ in the commun i ty longer than 

twelve months,"before Gommitting a violation.o The~er,; findipgs also hold true 

when the cl ient popUlation ,was analyzed by s,tlbgroups (j,[.:cording to type of condi­

tional release violation (status/placement or non status). 
c.:, 
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The study results summarized above suggest that the first step toward 

reducing the number"of revocatron,s may b.!? recognition of and increased 

attention to the critical period of the first months followi~g conditional 

release when relatively minor problems relating to re-adjustment are likely 
:0..'") 

to surface. Given this premise, two logical questions fol low: I ) Are·the 
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institutionsofulfilling their role in the rehabilitative process; and~) Are 

too many clients being revoked because of minor problems which might be 

handled through community resources in a manner more expedient, more econo-. 

mical and more beneficial to the chi Id than re-;ncarceration? 

, It is apparent that the Department of 'Y'outh Servi ce.s and J uven i Ie 

Placement and Aftercare might playa more effective role in the prevention 

of revocations by examining both the adequacy of institutional programs 

designed to prepare clients for community.~re-entry and the adequacy of 
~ 

follow-up services provided after di$charge to facilitate a smooth transition 

from institutional to community living. Perhaps the primary need is for 

better,rcoordination of services between these ~gencies, or, there may be a 

kind of void best fi lIed by a new program in the format ofa halfway house. 

In any event, it appears that mechanisms to teach and rs"inforce the "survival 
o w - ~ 

ski lis" necessary for successful reinte.grationinto the home setting must 
" ,'J 

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

to be reso I"ed. , 

-,P 
A separ::a'fe issue highlighted by the case histories presented in the 

body of this report",ls the continued presence in DYS residential schools of 
~? 

chi Idren whose only "offense" is
c 

ini:ldequate placement. These youth have 

a highly ambiguous status i~ that.they may remain in DYS c'ustody for periods 

sometimes exceeding one month awaiting a. formal hearing, a formal revocation, 

o 

.. :.:~ 

I) 

o 

or some klnd'~of determination'by J P & Ai-hat their; case is one of placement 

fai lure and,Jthereforedoes not qualify as a revocation •.. Would it not be 
~, Q 

prererable tb anticipate tha't a certain number of chi Idren ... !i II develpp 

placement problems, and, therefore, establ ish a process for deal ing with 

placement fai lure that does not r~quire further incarceration? If" quas i 

revocations" deri\l~ing from placement problems could be eliminated, alol)..9 
I 

with at I,east the majority of those revocations resulting from status 

offenses, then it:,: seems that the Department of youth .Bervi ces wou I d be in 

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

activitiesuQ,derscore the need Jor further Agency intervention. 
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" .' #' 'J') SOUTH CAROLINA STATE aOtIRO OF I! 

1~" 'r' JUVENIlE PLAWlENT AND AFTERCARE '1. 
,'I ," CONDrTtoNI\L RELEilSE AGREEMENT .f 

c. tl:! : 1 ~l", ~ (!::, .1 
q, , ,~ '~'~ , Date " It 

at) J :'C" I fully understand that lam being conditionally released from the South Carolina 

J) 

o 

o 

Ie Department of Youth' ~ervices;, and will ,be under the supervision of the South 

!I 

~. , 
It '\\ ' '~'" " 

':. . ..~ 

......... " .. ~."'_ ..... .,.~-:~ •• _':~._: ..... ::;;~;: ;{.~"~."':~';.~.'!;' '''~:~.~.11 

Q 

il 
(~ _\l 

o 

Caro:1ina Department of Juvenile Placement and i\ftercare until_, _______ _ 

I understand that I will be expected to follow the rules outlined below and any 

vi~lati;on of these rules will be cause to return me to the';'Department of Youth 

Services to ali,ait a-formal hearing by the South Carolina Board of Juvenile 

PI ace~ment and Aftercare which wi 1J determine whether or not my condi t.i.ona 1 release ~ ~' 

.wi 11 be rev9ked. (/ 

1. I will enroll in 5ch90land 1 will attend all classes on a regul ar 
basis and will obey the rules and regulations of that school so as not to be 
sUSpended:'or expel1e~ from school. 

2. Until I am released from supervision, I will make a i~ll and truthful 
report to the State Board of Juveni Ie Placement and Aftercare each month on the 
form provided. This will be done between the fi,rst and third day of each month. 

3. I will not change my place of residence, my school oUr lIlY employment, or 
leave the State unless I have the permission of IIlY,Counselor. ' 

4. I shall 'hot absent myself from lIlY Home, School f or Place of Work, with-
~ut the wr!tten permission of lIlY Rarents/guardfan, proper school authority or my 
Job supervlsor, respectively:, 

5. I will allow IllY JP&A Counselor to visit me at Home, School~ or Job or 
otheruplaces and will follow all instr!JctiQ,~f.! he gives me. . 

6. I win not have in my pOssession a pistol, illegal knife, slingshot, 
metal or brass knuckles, razor, ice pick, blackjack, length of chain, club or any 
other weapon/instrument \'fhich could cause injury to other persons. " 0 

7.1 wi 11 not ff ght with other persons QI' do anythi n9 that could harm or 
be intend\"d to harm or inju~ldany other. person. 

~ c 

,,8. I will not drink fJ~'ty alcoholic beverages, including beer and w~nes. I 
will not sniff glue, paint, -gasoline or any other dangerous volatiles. I will not 
purchase, Use or,tra-ve i,n.my possession any marijuana, heroin or other illegal 
subSctances whieh are harmful or habit forming. I will not have in.1IlY possession 
or !Jse any drugs wh.i ch ha ve not been preseri bed for me. ."-'~' 

9. I recognize that.as a condition of IllY release, I agree to conduct myself 
in a reasonable and responsible manner in lIlY relationship with lilY parents, foster 
parents, school authorities, JP&A Counselor and other People. I agree that my 
Cqnduet will be honest, fair and 'courteous to those involved • 

10. I will not do anything that' violates any Federal, State or Municipal, 
~ " ',,( law. 

11. I understand that in.the event lIlY placement with my ~arents, foster 
parents, placement family, or other pl acement becomes unsuitable, as determined by 
the Staff of Juvenile. PJacement and Aftercare. whether lIlY fault of not, it may be 
necessary for me to be returned to the Department of Youth Services until a 
su i tab 1 e homei s found. • . ," 

. " 12. I also understand that ~pecial rules may be added or these rules may be 
modified by the Board of Juvenile Placement and J\ftercare"'at any time while I am 
on Conditional Release. and IF r HAVE ANY qUESTIONS CONCERNING MY ACTIVITIES. r 
WILL .ASK MY JP&A COUNSELOR • 

. 
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13. Addit1onalrules: also agree~hat i 

.,~ .,,""~~,.;t ........ .Jo .:..... ~.:...~: .... ~~ •• .:.,a.._ ..... ,._.- ........ : 

·::i~~~~~\~:tl?~~~~E~~~~~~~i 

• '"' •.• '1,". -.>_ - .. '1',:' .. 0' 
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o ~,~.;-y 
If II1Ybehavior remains good for ,pperiodoof twelve (12.) rront)iSJrom this 

D 

date. I will be elJgible for termination of th1sconditional release,..,if 

recorrmE!nded by my counselor. 

am 

I have had the rules fully explained to me andJ agree to each ofthern, 

(. 

signature of Juvenile 
• C' 

Placement Parents 

Address 
a 0 

I certify that the above rules have been read and explained to 

_________________ .and heish~(has agreed tc) them, 

and has been given a copy. and has bee~ assigned th~Cbelow nall)ed 

Counselo't' from the Department of Juvenil"e Placement and Aftercare. 

Counselor: 
(] 
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oirettor~ Department cif ~uvenf1e 
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