
,) t 

National Criminal Justice Reference Service 
~~---------------------------------------------------------nCJrs 

This microfiche was produced from documents received for 
inclusion in the NCJRS data base. Since NCJRS cannot exercise 
control over the physical condition of the documents submitted, 
the individual frame quality will vary. The resolution chart on 
this frame may he used to evaluate the document quality. 

1.0 

1111.1 

:: IIIIIl! "'" 2.5 
: IIIII~ 2.2 
t.:. ~~~ 
W :r If.£ 2.0 .. ~ 
L:.U.U.~ 

111111.25 111111.4 111111.6 

MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CHART 
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS-1963-A 

Microfilming procedures used to create this fiche comply with 
the standards set forth in 41CFR 101-11.504. 

Points of view or opinions stated in this document are 
those of the author(s) and do not represent the official 
position or policies of the U. S. Department of Justice. 

National Institute of Justice 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20531 

3-25-83 J 

I 

.,~, 
~~ 

: 

} 
'J 

~ .. ..-
-~-; 

a 

,. 

U.&. Department of Justice 
National Institute of Justice 

This document has been reproduced exactly as received from the 
person or organization originating It. Points of view or opinions stated 
In this docurT'ent are those of the authors and do not necessarily 
represent the official position or policies of the National Institute of 
Justice. 

Permission to reproduce this ""if j '=Hed material has been 
granted by 

Public Domain/LEAA 
U.S. De~t. of Justice 

to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS). 

FUrther reproduction outside of the NCJRS system requires permis
sion of the~t owner. 

PROGlW-1 EVALUATION 

ALTERNATIVES FOR YOUTH PROGRAM 

Prepared by: 

, , 

Planu:ing. Research and E,ralu.ation 
Commun:tty Relations - Social 
Deve10pmen t Commission 

i 

nCT ~B 1981 

\ 

ua:::I 

I • 

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



'\ 

CONTEN'rs 

Background 

~~, A. Statement of the Problem 
, .... 

B. Program Target Areas 
C. Target Population 

II. Alternatives for Youth Program Description 

III. Evaluation Methodology 

A. .Hypot.heses 
B. Design 

i 

I 
IV • Evaluation Findings 

\ 

A. ~presentativeness of the Sample 
B. Assessment of Pro~ram Outcomes: Recidivism 
C. Other Program Outcomes 

.... 
v. 

~ 
i 

I 
i t· 

I 

VI. Recommendations 

Appendixc' 

11 '~ 
d 

1 

1 
2 
2 

4 

8 

8 
8 

11 

11 
14 
19 

24 

25 

---~--'--- ----------------~ 

r. 

~!} 
.. Wi· • 

"" 

~ .. 

f' 
,Background' 

c' 

, ,t'O 

,AI,TEBNATIVES FOR YOUTH EVALUATION 

" ~i' 

A. Stateitten t'of<the Probl~ 

'f', 

The Altematives fo~ Yohtn'program was designed during a period of 
:increasing juvenile delinquency in the City of Milwaukee. Data 
collecteddurmgthe t:f.:me of the proj ect 's development indicated 
that not only was there a sign:f.ficant amount of juvenile del:!nq1.1ency, 
but that the problem ~7aS more likely to affect minority group youth. 
Unlike youth in suburban areas, city youth WI10 committed offenses 
~rere much more likely to receive an official respot;l,se from the juvenile 
justice system. 

In 1974 juveniles accounted for over one-third (37.85%) of all arrests 
by the Milwaukee Police Department. Of these juvenile a.rrests, 10.5% 
were of yPuth age 12 years old and under; 29.1% were 13 to 14 years old; 
and 60.[.% war.e 15 to 17. ApproJcimately 45% were frc:m minO'.t:ity groups. 
Approximately 85% of the juveniles referred to the Mil'to7aukee Couney 
Ch:Udren' a Court Center were fran the City of Milwaukee. This reflects 
the larger size of tIle cityt s population relative to the suburban 
areas <lswell as the infrequent use of informal police station adjust
ments(and'conseqttent diversion} by the City of Milwaukee Police Depart
men tin contrast t9 the higher use of police station adjustments in sub
urbanareas. 1 In essence, this data indicate tbat youth residing in 
the City or M:Uv7Sukee were' more likely to racei've punitive treatment 
(proba tion, detention or a fine) than their suburb,an counterparts/peers 
for baving committed comparable offenses. 

In addition, race~ socio-economic status, seriousness of offense cammitted~ 
and recidivism are kno~m to have suostantial effects on the disposition 
of offenders taken:1J:lto. custody by the police (Uolfgang, Figlio and 
Sellin: 1972). However, socio-economic status has been suggested to 
act as a greater influence on whether a youth is formally processed in the 
juvenile ju5t::!:ce, .system or e."tperienc:es l'2!sS constraining contact with the 
judicial, and correctional systems (e .. g., station adjustments, outright 
re1ease,'ornon~just:£c:e system. alte~'t1B. tf.'ves) thus demonstrating a 'need for 
alternatives to adjudication for disadvantaged YCluth (e.g_, racial minor
it:tesi socio-econarLic disadvantaged, etc.) (l'roj anowicz: 1973; Williams 

,an,d Gold:.\\ 1972~_ 

iAppro:dma.tely;O%o'f kll juvenile cases receive station adjustments 
, ~cl:ii.;1.d·:tsreleS.sedor.Aiverted from the justice system) in Milwaukee 
".GoUXI:~Su'Du:rban~jurisd:r.:ctio,ns,.whereas in the City of 'Milwaukee OVel: 

,80%.~():fall ,'juvenile caseS'are ··r.eferred to the justice system_ . Alterna-
t:ive'~'for :rot11: Ii::'pt:oPE1!.~, 1976, pp. 3 ··7 • . ,;~" 
"':,. 
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B. R;"o..sr.~ Target Area 

Milwaukee~ s Inner City, North and South, wee identifj.ed a,s the 
special :bnpact area for the AFY program. It included the folloll1:ln,g 
cCllllInunity' areas: Midtown, Garfield, Halyard Pa.l."k, Grand Avenue 
and i~alk~r' s Point (see map included in appendix). 

According to 1970 Census data, the Inner C:f.ty North impact a.rea was 
43% white' and 57% minorit.y; the Inner Cfty South impact area, al-
though predominantly wh:f:.te, had a "Spanish indicated" population of 
approximately 20% compared '1::0 the Cit;y of ~ri1waukee population which 
~ms 84% white and 16% minority. 

The median family income level for the special impact area ranged 
from $5,000 to $8,565 versus $10,262 for the City of Milwaukee

4 

S:fzty-tnree percent of those persons in the city tmder age eighteen 
who were .memoers of families living oeJ.ow' the pove,rty level resided 
m the special mpact: area... Over 26% of Milwaukee"$ total juvenile 
population resided ~ this area. 

TIle estima~e.d unemployment rate for 16 to 19 year old Inner C:!.ty 
youth, ~ 1976 was 48,7% while the unemployment rate for the metro
politan area averaged 6.6% during the fir st three. moo ths of 1976. 

C.. ~~,!: PopUlation. 

Tne target populat.ion for the A1!Y program consist'~ of delinquent 
offenders oetween. the a~es of 12 a.nd 18 who were l~esidents of Mil
waukee Cetmty and met at le.ast one of tne followll:lg critel-"~: 

- Property felon. with. prior record 

.... Hisdeneanant with. repea.ted violations with.iIl a short 
period of ti'llle 

- Misdemeanant with s("xious runaway problems referred on 
a new delinquency charge 

- First time felon with special conditions 

- Ju.venile on probation and returned to court for a new 
delinquency charge 

- Juvenile on "hol.d open tf status, referred for a new de
linquency charge 

- Juvenile on "stay of ccnmnitmen t", returned £01:' a n.ew 
deliuquency cflB.rge. 

The c;arg;at population e:lcc::luded: 

- All juveniles referred for a. status offense 

- All juveniles under. ·twelve years of age 
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- JuveniJ.E!s a.lready in a diversion or trE'..atment. program 

.ft Misdew.eanants (eJ~cept habitual offenders) 

t 

- First time felons 

- Parolees brought in on a new charge. 

AJ!Y. proposed ,to divert 400 youth each year, 300 of ~hom ~rould be 
se~~ed directly by project-support alternatives. 

•• _ ..... ~ .... __ w .. · _:-- __ ..... _~ ~_ .. 
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II. £.;..~n.·:l't;,~~J~;ProS!am De~ript~.on 

The A.lt··e~tive~ foT. Youth Program. (Al"Y) was one of eleven national re·~ 
search and demQnstrat:\:on proj ects funded by the C~fice of J'uv'enUe Just:i.ce~ 
Diversion and hevention, theLaur Enforcement Assista.ll.ee. Adm:fn:istl:'ation$ and 
the U.S. Department of Justice. 'l'he project was designed 'to develop a co
ord:1nated, comprehensive apprQach to divert1 youth from the ~!Uwaukee County 
juvenile justice system and refer them '1:0 cOUllIlUnity-based sodal service 
agencies prior to formal adjudication. The tlu::ee-yea,r program began operat
:.ing :in 1977 and was administ ered by the CR-SDC. 

The basic goals of AT!Y. were: 

1. To introduce Ii youth advocacy program at: the Hilwaulce.e County 
Children's Court Center. which wculd increase the diversion of 
allegedly delinquent ~th who otherwise "rould undergo fcrrmal 
adjudication. ; 

\ 

2. To :f;ttcrea.se the capability of existing cOllllllUnity youth agen.c.ies 
to provide diverted youth with the following altern.a tives to 
the juvenile justice system: family support services; supple
lllea:LtaJ. and alteI.-native educat:£.Oll; career tra.ining and worll: 
exposure; public service opportunities; and personal deve1op
men'/: experiences' encompassing programs :in the f:fne arts an~i 
wilderness survival. 

3. .To demonstratE.. the effect:f.vene.ss of va:rious programs :inclu~ed 
within the. project· on the social adjustment and behavior of 
allegedly de~inqueIlt, youth, diverted from the juvenile justice 
'systemo2 

lin partici'Dauts bad ac~es's 'Eo' service~ purchased from cOmmunity youth
serving ag~cies. These se.rvict'lsprovided to youth diverted into the A.'f!Y. 
progr~ included: 

. -
leperatioluU definit.:toll of. diversion:> D:.i:t1e-rsion, as it' relates to the 

'AFYo is defined as l:tm:iting furthel:' cont.act of a youth with the juveni.te 
juseice system. D.iversion muSt: occur between t11e time of apprellen f3ion 
and formal court proceedings. It must remove a youth from the coort: .. ' 
svstem to be served by an ,outSide agency. The div;arsion. process'must be 
e~pabll2 ·0£ prov.id::fngporltiye l~e ·experieIll!e to the young persons~ 

2.A:FY Propo sa~, . pp.. 8;"9.' 
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- Alternative and/or supplemental education 
./ 

- i~ork exposure and career development 

- Fine arts and music apprec:i.a.tiorl 

- Wilderness survival. 

.:- The basic function/purpose. of the service providers was to provide clients/ 
progX'~i.m participants with positive life ·experiences. The A.FY. program worked 
in the follow:mg manner: 

1. A youth ~as referred to the Alternatives For Youth Progr.aw. at the 
Court Center by either a probation offiCe!' or the Assistant Dis~ 
tric.t Attorney's office. 

2. AYY e1igibi~ity T.waS dete...-mined by .the Court Center Advocatel 

against a. list of eligibility criteria (see "Tar.get Populat"ion", 
p 2). 

3. A youth yrho met the eligibility cri.te:ria and .. <as picked for the 
AJ!Y program was introduced to a Court Center Advocate~ An Intake 
F01:-m, li.sting the youth ~s name, age, schooJ., etc. was filled in at 
this time. 

4. After intake, an inte-rview referred to as an Itassessment" r,laS con·
ducted with the youth and his or her parents or guardian" l'hl~ pur
pose of the assessm~t wns t~o-fold: 

-to ident.ify the needs of a youth and to identify services 
tha.t could p':lssi.bly meet these needs; and 

,·ttl suggest if. pla.n and a service agency that could best 
supply sel."Vices needed to meet the particular needs 
and interests or the youth, 

The Alternatives For Youth project was also explaiued to the youth 
and cds or her parents or gu.ardian at. this tiTtle, 

5~ At the end of the intex"¥iew, the youth. was asked if he or she ~larJ.ted 
to partid.pate itt. the project .. The Alternatives Fol." Youth project 
required voluntary partiCipation oy the ycuth~ A parent ~s consent 
form also l'tad to De signed oy che youth:'s parent or gtla.rdian that 
gave the youth permission to partiCipate . 

lCourt CentE'x Advocates: Two staff pe-rsons were stat.ion.ad at. tOe M:U.~vaukee 
County Ch:Udren:."s Court: Center .. 'rIlese person,s WO'L"ked close1.y with the 
coul."'t~ center p..arsonnel to ident:i.fy youths woo liTers appropriate for diversion 
to the AJ!Y.' project... 'me Court Center Acl;vocates generally ~vere the first 
contact youths liad w::U:Ii the AFY: pr.oj ect, 
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6. Af'J:,er a few days, another Alternatives for Youth worker, 
called a Youth ~!ivocatel, contacte4. the young person,.~md 
his or her parent.s or frllardUlU to malc.e arrangements to 
scheclule a date and time toeru:oll the youth :in the ser
vice, progrtUll decided upon at the time of the assessmen.t. 
intervieW (step.4). The Youth WorKP-r went. with the youth 
and 111sor he'r, parents or guardian to the agency on the date. 
of etl.i::ollmcnt~ introduced them to persous from the service 
group, discussed details of the pm.'1:icular program and what 
~~s expected of the youth to suc~essfully complet.e the program. 

7. The Youth Advocate worked with the yout,h via ,follow-up services 
for. the entire t::lme the youth wa.s in~olved in the Alternatives 
for Youth project. tn addition, the Youth Advocate attempted 
to identify other needs of the youth a.nd his or her family 
and ~efer them to persons or organizations that may be able 
to provide se~~ices. 

~ C1i~t\Prof11e 

'!'he AFI proj ect: provided services to Milwaukee County youth who had 
allegedly committed offenses and came i.n. contact with the Milwaukee 
County juv~..nil,e justice system.. Although AllY services we:r.e avail
able to &'11 !U1waulcee County youth, the majority of diverted AJ!Y 
clients resided on the near nortn side of Milwaukee, in an area 
lco.own as Inner City Nort.h. l'11ia ares. is characterized by minority 
and 10vI-lncome residents. In 1970,53% of too. City's be10l-1 poverty 
level pupu1at:iou and 90% of the City's Black population liv'ed.:in this 
a.rea (1970, Cen,sus) • 

o The AJIY client population ranged in age from 12 to 182 years of 
age; however, the majority of clients were found :to. the 14 to 16 
year old categories4 

o Nearly three-fourths of the .AJ!Y clients were Black (71%); 
22,97. of the clients were White; 4~4% Hispanic and 1.5% 
Nativ'e American~ 

o Eighty-six percent of the total AFr client population ~lTere male. 

------,--------~-----
lYoutn Advocates: Two staff persons operated out of the AJ!Y central 
office and aetas follow-up 'OlOrN:.ers for the projecto Their prima:l;'Y 
responsioi~ity was to maintain periodic contact weith youths enrolled 
in trLe M!Y service programs.. The Youth Advocates served as brokers 
oet'Ween ti:ie youth and the services agency and assisted the youth :r..u his 
0"1:' T.'1et' overall adjustment to tlle program.. In addition, the Youth 
Advocates attempted to secure I'Jtner services and r'esource.s .that may' 
have been:. needed oy the youth and h:ts or her family. 

2Among AJrl~s 803 clients were seventeen 18-year-'..>lds who had been 
accused of offenses wliile still juveniles (they were 11 at· the time 
of the:t:r: d:tversion into An} .. 
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o Over 80% of the AJ!Y client :popu1atiion ivaS unemployed at the 
'time of their intake into the proj ect. 

-~. 

-... _ .... 
" , ...... . 

o Over half (58.5%) of An's client.s ~ame from families with 
annual incomes of less than $10,000. 

o Sixty-one percent of the youth lived in households w~1ch were 
headed by females. Approximately one-third (32.5%) of the 
program.' s participants lived :in households where there were 
two parents present. 

o The majority of the a1J.edged offenses cOllllll1tted by AJ!Y par
tiCipants (66.5%).involved stealing (burglary, theft/shop
lifting, auto theft, robbery, receipt of stolen pr,operty, ' 
and forgery) (see appendix). 

... -' 

TIle. highest est:imate ,for, :routh uuanplo:ymen.t among low-income 
andm:tno~ity youth 1'0. the Cny .0£ 'U:t1waUKee. (the. most several v 
affected oy un:emp10ymentJ is placed ataooutSO%.. ClearlYt . 
unemployment among M!Y.,'tos client popUlation exceeds the 'fligbest 
of unemployment est:£mates.. ~ ;AnnualCllent Prof:Ue, 1980, 
pp 7 -'9, 
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III. Evaluation Methodologz 

~ . . ,' 
.~ ... 

A. ~theses: , 
:g1Po~hesis 

HYEothesis 

1: 

2: 

Diverted youth will have significantly fewer 
rearrests fol.lmv-ing their participation :in the 
Alt.er-natives fo:t' Youth program than will non
div'erted youth over the same time period. 

N{'In-ciiverteii youth ~l7ho are rearrested will be 
arrested, for 1Il.01:e serious crimes than will di·· 
verted youth who at'a rearrested. 

Hypoth~sis 3: Diverted youth will be more likely to be in 
school and to be employed than non-diverted. 
youth. 

l£tEothesis . .i: Black diverted youth wi.U have a lower rate of 
rearrest and will experience rearrests for less 
serious crimes than will white diverted youth. 

.. 

Sam pl. e Selection 

A systematic sampling of A:FY c1ien ts from the. program t s start 
until approximllL tely 6 men ths pl!'ior to the start of the program 
evalua den was drawn frcm tbs AFl cliEnt files.

1 
An appraKimate 

25% sampl:ing :t'esulted in a sample of 179 youth. 

£,antrol Grou p 

YQuth referred to .AJ!Y were di'\rided :into an experinlental group 
(di,,-erted youth) and a cont.rol group (non-diverted youth). An 
attempt was made to selec t tt070 grcups of youth as s:i:milar to 
each other as possible; this i\'aS accO'.llplished by sssign:ing youth 
to the wo g1:0UpS (expe:ri:m:lmt.a.1 and ccntrol) on a :random StlIlection 
basis. 

Youth in tha exper:imental g;t'oup were those yoo.th who i-lara diverted 
forom the juvenile justice system and re£en:ed to the AJ!Y program 
pI!':l:or. to theresoll.1tion of chaxges against them. These :youth 
were assessed by court advoc::a.t:es to deteT.m.ine theit' needs and 
:interests and enrolled in a se.rvice program. to meet1dentified 
needs and interests .. 

------,-----------.---
100.ly clients w.:tth identi£icatim number 710001-710799 were eJ.igible 
for selection :tn the random sample. Clients w:tth identification numbe:t:s 

:7l'0800+:weJ:\enot included :l:n tee random. sample selection because they had 
not participated in the AJ!y program far a substantial period of t:l.me 
(more than 6mcntbs) .. 
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Non-divertecl youth (N"'S7) served as .the control group. They did 
no.!: receive any dir.ec:t services fran AFY and' continued on :in the 
juveuile justice system. However" being assigned to the cont:rol 
group did not preclude -youth from receiving non-proj ect related 
servic.es ~trom ,other sources. As a consequence, non-dive:rted youth 
wexe, not, protected frcm au tside variables which could possibly in
fluenc e their behavior and "contaminate If at' di stort exper:bneIl tal 
results. l 

1L~ta Collect!on Que§tionnaire 

The A:FY questionna:i:re ~vas admini'stered during Oc tober and November 
1980 to the 179 youth woo were diverted into the AFY program from 
October 1977 through April 1980. 

Attitud6s, perceptions a.nd behavior of youth 'i,'ho partic:i.pated in 
A'FY :'I'ere asses&."<i to determine wbat, :U! any, impact A'FY had on 
program paxticipants. 

The survey instrument was designed to address two basic '~oncernsl 
iSstles: 

~ 

r. Program participants I perceptions of AFY and its v'arious 
cOtllponents (e.g., serv:i.ces provided by A:FY. J staff, etc.); and 

2. Prolgram effects on AFY clients in terms of recidi"dsm and 
at her behav1or. 

The questionnaire was designed to obtain information about the .AJ!Y 
progl:'alIl and .staff; service ageucies to which youth were referred; 
adju.stmen t o£ youth (e.g., school-rela ted issues, employmetl t status, 
relationships at home, school, wO'rk and with peers); suggestiotts for 
lowermg/decreasing the youth crime rate; and rearrest data. (See 
Appendix for c~'py of the quest:t:onnaire.) 

1n tervie~1L~~' 

AFY clieo.ts were interviewed by telephone. 'Three AFY' staff under the 
superviE'.:ton of th,e, Evalua i:ton Specialist for the program worked af~~tn:
noons~ even:.l::ns s~ and weekend s over a 4-week period. to con tac t the 
179 clients in the sample" Severa.l call-backs were made; and Virtually 
all reasonable: attempts to contact clients were exhausted ~ The response 
rate 1s described below .. 

tYouth were assigned to the control t~OUp for approximately 1-1/2 years; 
afterward, it was . decided to eliminate/delete the con ttol grcup becal\'se 
Probation Officers at the Children ~s Court Center disliked/felt uncom
fortable l.rith the "no services" cotltrol group assignments and oreferred 
to be :lnvolved :in making decisions regard:tng YOltth selected fo~ partiCipa
tion :in A'$Y. Resistance to randomization is a common difficulty .':.n program 
evaluation efforts. Invar:.table, this problem results in control grouns 
being less than randomly assigned. This caution shoulG be applied to' the 
AFl experience • 

9 
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Of the 179 youth sel.ec.ted to participate in. the AFi follow-up 
questiOIU\aire, 41.9% (75) completed the questionnaire and 58.1? 
t(104) d,id not c.omplete the questionnaire fo~ one of the following 

/ . 
reasons:, . 

_ ,Una.ble to locate (e.g., phone di~onn.ect~; phone 
, T1.umber changed to a nonpublished number; moved, 

lef. t no f O:t'W11rding address, ate:..) ,. 4.3 

- MOlTed to another city 7 

_ Incarcerated in either adult or juvenile institution 8 

_ Did no t activelY' participate in AJ!Y., felt unable 
to answer quest:i.onnaire 16 

I 

_ Contacted, refused to answer questionnaire 28 

- Other (frequency of 1) 2 

Available Data ---
Demographic (e.g., race, sex, age). and service data (e.g., agency 
referred to and attended, assigned counselor) and alleged offense 
committed: wliich resulted in referral t.o AFI were obtained from 
youth ~ s files 'main ta:f,ned by AJ!Y. 

'. 

In addition to the tnformation collected via the follow-up question
na:ixe, data was collected from AlIT. ~lient files and fT.!';'" the Court 
Center records. Rearrest da ta. fran tM, Children t S Cct",:,'c Center. ~"aS 
collected by AFY t s Court Advocate for all youth inck.;'Led i.., the 'random 
sample and 57 non...o.iverted youth. The offense committ~d a.nd the 
uUlllbs;o of rearrests occurring wti.th:ln 12 men ths of the youth's e,rrest: 
whi'Ch resulted in his/her oeing refer-red to the AJ!Y pX'ogram :£.$ reported 
:in the follow-up questionnaire. Subsequent arrests are not reported. 
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A. .!tepresen t.a t :! .. "'erte ss .£Lt.hELSB.\~El~ 

The :lntel..!v~ewed st-l.lllple population was cOMpared with the no\l-'intervifj\7~\d 
sample PQPulation, the control group and the PJ!Y total e:.lient popula
tion to detel."mine the extent to '01'hich the :Lutervie'Wed (contacted.) 
members of the sample were representative of the An client; popul.a.tion 
genE\rally. ' 

A total of 803 pet'sons participated :in the Al'Y program during its 
three years of ol'eration. Of these, 687 were male and 116 female. 
Lesa than ten percent of the non-d:tverted youth and the sample 
population interviewed (8.8% and 9 .3% re~"PectiveJ.y) were females, 
comp~red to 14.4% of the total Al!""Y population. The non-interviewed 
portion of the ol:unple bad a higber propo:rtion of females (Ii' .3%) 
than either the intex:viewed ar nou-diverted groups. 

Table 1: Sex 

Male - Fmnale--_0-
No. % No. % Total -- -

Random Sample Interviewed 68 90.7 7 9.3 75 

Random. St;~mple Not. 86 82.7 18 17.3 104 
Interviewed 

Non·-Diverted 52 91.2 5 a.8 57 

AFY Total Client Pop. 687 85.6 116 14.4 803 
-

Raw Chi Square.,. 2.30610 with 1 degree of freedOOl. 
S1gnLticance N .1289. Note: Computation of the Chi 
Square did not include "A'FY total client population". 

The age of youth in the sample rangea fT.om 13 to 20. 'l'he majority 
were younger than 18 yea:rs of age (65 ~ 9%) • Hoat of the interITiewed 
you.t:h were found in the 16 to 18 year old category. Non.-diver.ted 
youth were significantly older (61.4% were 18 years or older) 
than the dberted population. 

Table 2: Agel 

12 13 14 15 16 17 1S 19 I 20 M.D. 
Sample Intervieved o 0.0 68.0 2. 2.7 10 13.4 22 29.3 IS 20.0 13 l7.3 7 9.3 0 0.0 o 0.0 

Smaple tlot Intllrvinmd o 0.0 1 1.0 7 6.7 19 18.3 111 i7':3 t8 17.3 21 26.0 10 9.6 4 3.8 o 0.0 

Hon-D1v12rtcd o 0.0 o 0.0 4 7.0 4 1.0 2. 3.5 11 19.3 15 26.3 II 19.3 9 15.8 1 1.8 

Chi Sq\Ullt'!I • 14.93822 with 7 dcaSr&QSI of fl'C!¢tlOll. Significance • • fJ363. 
Note: ,CoCiputatiOll at Chi Quare did not includfl, .~.~ total cl~,:~ .. popuat:f.on". 

lYbuth~s age at t.!"\e. time of the. :fn.t.ervi~\iI' was used rather than 
which they ~"el."e wt'len diverted into AF'l.. age at 
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Race 

Nearly three-fourths of the interviewed sample were Black (73.3%); 
22.7% White; 2.7% Hispanic and 1.3% Nati..,e American.H1.'lEm c'ompared 
to t~. total .AFl client population, we see the racial distribution 
6f the Sample population is very similar to the ra.c:I.al distribution 
of clients se.rved by A:FY. Seventy-one percent of AFY clie1.'1ts were 
Black; 22.9% White; 4.4% Hispanic and 1.5% Native American. Horh'
ever, 'wh~ we observe the'non-diverted group, we. see distribution 
by race is more evenly distributed between Blacks (48.1%) and Whites 
(LI2.67.). 

Table 3: Race 
._r ..... 

i 'rot~~ Black White tHisoaniC Native Am. . 
S,"UIlple Intervie'07ed 5.' 73.3 17 22.7 2 2.7 1 1..3 7S 

Sample Not Interviewed. 69 66.3 29 27.9 5 4.8 1 LO 104 

Not Diverted 26 48.1 """23" 42 • 6 - 5 9.3 a 0.0 54 

AFf. Toual Clien t pop:-r 5io71·.1 184'- 22.9 35 4.4 12 1.5 802 

... 
CM. Square" 1.333t.7 with 3 degrees of freedool. Significallce'" .7212. 
Note: Computation of Chi Square did not include AFY Total Client 

Population. 

Offense~ 

Burglary, theft and auto theft were the most freque1'ltly identi.fied 
offenses allegedly commit'l:ed by youth referred to the. P.:F.Y. program. 
Of the yottth referred to AFY, 27.8% allegedly committed a burglary 
offense; 1B.4% theft, ~d 6.5% auto theft. Likewise, of the youth 
iD.cJ.~ded in the sample.., 2.8% alJ.egedly committed a. burglary offense; 
14.1% theft, and 9.3% shoplifting~ (See Appendix for alleged offense 
breakdow~ by interviewed and not interviewed youth.) 

Approximately 26% of interviewed youth committed a second offence 
in conjunction with the presenting offense iol'bich resulted :in their 
referral to AFY, whereas 15.9% of non-diverted youth committed a 
second offense. It appears youth included in the sample c~~itted 
more offenses than non-diverted youth; however, the types of offenses 
ccnmnitted by each group are very simi.1.ar 

The sample population, AFY's total client popula.tion, and the 0.00.

diverted group are similar to t:'..ach other on two of the four indic
ators (s~, age, race, and alleged offense (s) preceding youth's 
involvement ,dth AFY) discussed above. Based upcr:, data regarding 
sex and age of youth refetted to A.n, there are no major differences 
oetween the cl1:ree groups mentione.d above. However, we notice some 
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... ·youth diverted, into the'Afi, program allegkdly:,commi 
. cO'lIllllitted ·more offenses·u.pon initial refettal>to·. 
A'FYtban youth w'howere not diverted itito the pro
gram. 

Iiith the exception of race and f:t::equency of alleged offense (s) the 
sample selection for AF,y's follow-up questionnaire is fairly valid and 
repr.esen tatj,ve of A.FY t S total client populat ion. . 
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Alleged Offense C~mmitted by Youth 
, Resul ting il.1. Referral to A'.EY 

~_tl_ -_la.---:a-
NOTl- . Toeal Client: 

. Pt'U:t 1: ._ S~~ __ ~..£.rted __ ~lai:ion 
Offenses NCI. % No. . % No. % 

I . 
BUl:'SULiy 63 28.0 17 26.2 274 27.8 
I-~~---- - , .~ 

__ w 

... 11.' Theft. 33 14.1 15 4301 1'82 18.4 
- ., - --

Auto Theft: 16. ..1:1_ 6 9.2 64 6.S . _- _ a ... m __ 

; Operata Auto 3 1..3 Z 3.1 10 1.0 va/C)· T ... i.cense ----....-!--~- _""'I~ 

'Disorderly 16 7.1 6 9.2 58 5.9 Conduct --- ----
Shoplifting 21 9.3 .2 3.1 40 4.1 

- - ---
Nnrco'tics 9 4.0 4 6.2 44, 4.4 

1-- - .-;-;:~-'~~~ Battery :3 1.3 -- __________ ;1111 L ____ ...... - -\ ____ m ------------ -
Part tI 
Offenses 

--~ ----- "'F~----", ~ 

I Off. Agad.ll!St: 
3 1.3 1 1.5 13 1.3 ?ropert"r --

Arson 2- 0.9 0 0'.0 1 O.l 

Criminal. Tres~ 10 4.4 1 1.5 31 3.1 VandaliSTtl -
Weapons 13 5.8 Z 3.1 38 3.9 

-----Vagrancy/Loit. 
8 3.6 4 6.2 16 1.6 

~cZ ---Sex Offl!nse- 2. 0.9 0 0.0 17 1.7 Non-Rape - LaP ... 

Rece:f.ve Sr::o- Z 0.9 0 0.0 12 1.2 leu l?ror,le-rty -
Forgery 3 1.3 0 0.0 14 1.4 . - - _. --
Robbery a 0.0 0 0.0 12 1.2 . ~ . ---Aggravati:!d 0 0.0 a 0.0 7 0.7 
Assault - - ---.. 
Other· Assault 0 0 .. 0 0 0 .. 0 24 2 .. 4 
LOitering/ -

0 0 .. 0 0 0.0 13 1.3 
?row.m~ . 
Curlew 0 0.0 a 0.0 7 0.7 Violation 

~ 

Rmlaw-ay 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 1.0 

Other 18 8.6 2 3.1 ,74 7.5 

100. a I 65 

. 

• I 

-------------------- --------------------------~-
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B. ~~ssment of Program Outcomes:.:_,],.ed.divism 

~~_~lf-.reported vs. Court-reported Rp.arrest~ 

'N!'!S1.·ly one-third (30.7%) of the interviewed youth indicated 
t t hey' had been rearrested ~f ter their referral to .AJfJ ,as_, 
compared to rearrest dat-\ abta:io.ed from Children f s Court 
Center which indicated over half (58.7%) of the youth inter
viewed had been rearrested. A discrepancy blatWe~ self-' 
reported frequency of rearrests and Court reports of fre
quency of rearrests exists. Uumerous studies sub~tantiat:e 
the .fact than when. youth are asked to report rearrests or 
offenses committed, they ten~to report the less serious 
offenses they committed and ~.dicate that they commit 
offenses less frequently than Court records indicate. 
(Hindelallg. Hirschi, Weis: 1979) 

Table 4: 'Rean'ests Sample Interviewed (N""7S) 

Number of Youth Rearrested (self-reported) D 23 

Rearrested: fx 

Once ... 7 7 

Twice ... 7 

'I'hree + "" 5 (4 arrested :3 times 
1 arrested 6 times) 

:t.fx 

x .. 0.52 

14 

18. 

39 

"(:x number of rea:t:rests for those youth indicating 
they were reaxrested :s 1..67) ----_._---. -_._----

Number of Youth Rearrested. (court-reported) "" 43 

Rearrested: EE. 
Once"" 18 

Twice OIl 6 

Thr e~f- "",,19 .,;;.;;;;-..;0 .............. '-'-___ • ____ , ___ • __ _ 

18 

12 

n a 

}; fx 107 

.'2 off 107 -m_ 
N 75 x "" 1.43 . 

(x number of court-reported rearrests for those 
youth. rearrested,.. 2 .. 49) 

9 were arrested 
4 were. aJ:."rested 
2. were arrested 
4 were arrest<!d 

3 times 
.:. tiP!ea 
5 times 
6 times 

x '" average; t". sum of 

fx 
27 
16 
10 
24 

n 

~I 

I 
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The average number of l:'ear.:t'ests. as rep'lreed by youth :lnter
vi6\l1ed equals 0.52; whl:U'e.as~ theccurt-reported' a:Q'era.ge 
numbC"...r ofrean-ests for the ~e group aqu...<U.s l.43. It 
appeaxs tI'lht youth did not report. thefrequeo.cy with which 
they committed offenses, as evidenced by court-reported data. 

';R~sons for Re.al:'l.'est~ (S'e.1£~Reporf:S va. Court Repot'ts) 

Reasons for ,restnest: as ,reported by mtel'.'Vi~Ted yotlth were 
silililar to court reported rea.so'llS fcrr: rear.r:::est. Burgla.ry ~ 
theft and diBorderly conduc~ were the three most frequent 
reasons for rean:est: (although not alwys :in the order listed) 

'as -reporte.:t 'by youth :int'ervie-rvect and the -Cilidr'en.' s" Coun 
Cent.er. ~re is no notable difference in the k:Luds of of
fenses allegedly committed by youth upon initial referral 
to AJi'Y. and aft: er they receive l:;ervices provided by AFt. 

. Subj ect s :fn the experime1l tal g:c'",xp a.veraged slightly more 
offenses than those in the control g:!:'oup upon init::La.l re.·
fSl."ral to the program and slightly fewu rea:rrests than 
subjects in the control group afte:r receiving services pro
vided by AFt. * 
~ Table 5: Dist:.t'ibtltion of Rearrests 

Self- Court-
R~:Q9}:ted Reported 

BUr);tl.a:ry 9.3 15.9 

Theft 7.0 17.8 

Anto' Theft 2.3 5.6 
Operat:.!ng Auto 7.0 1.9' w/o'License 
Disorderly 

14 .. 0. l5.9 
Conduct '. 

Sho'Olift.:tng , 2.3 11.2 

·Narcot:f.cs ... 4.6 .. 
4~'7 

. Datte:ry '0.0 3.7 
Offense Aga.inst: . ,0.0 1.9 
~ ProJ;..e:!:t:I., --- -Cr:!m:f.:aal Tres .. / 4 .. 3 1.9 Vand.al:t& . 

We.a.pOtls .. 0 .. 0 3.7. ' 
_'f!._ 

Vagrancy/Loiter/ 2 .. 3, 1.9 . ''!l:uancy .. 
- --Se% Offense .0 .. 0 0.9 

N'on-Ra-ca 
aeee:i.vmg Stolen 2.3 ,0.9 

'}?roTJertv 
:" 

.. Robbery 2.3 :.2.8. 

Othat: 20.9 10.3< 

*Note:Altbough aggregate non-diverted youth tended to be re'" 
arrested less frequently than aggrega.te srunple youth, 
when we look. at those youth rearrested, non-dive-rted. 
youth, aVel."aged slightly more"rean:est:s than diverted 
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T'here i.s no no table d1:fferertce in the nU:lI1Der of 'r.e.a.rrests for 
yO"J.th in thesam.pleand non-d:!:verted youth. 

~ UpOq. :initial refel."ral to A:FY, sample youth averaged slightly 
. more offenses than non-diverted.. youth (1 ~26 and 1.1l~ respec

tively). The ma-rginof diff ereo.ce betn-teen x' arrest/rearrest 
data for the eJcperfmental and coo. trol gro'.l p3 increased from 
.12% (al.-.rest) to .13% (rearrest) witbin one' year. of youths' 
re£f'..r:.t'al to AJ!Y • 

Table 6: Re.an:ests 

Number of Youth Rearrested (including 
intexv:i.evled and non-in terviev1ed) ... 98 

Rearrested: fx 

Once .,. 36 36 

Twice"" 25 

Three;;· "" 37 
~ fx 

50 

150b 
236 foff '" 236 

N 179 

x ... 1.32 
ex numbq.u: of court reportedZl6a:n:est:'! for 
those youth rearrested,., ~ ~ x "" 2.4.1) 

Youtp not rearrested: 77 -

Number of Non-Diverted Youth Rearrested ... 27 

Rearrested: fx 

Once "" 11 1.1 

Twice'" 5 

. '.Three+= 11 
~ f:lt 

~ number of court reported rearregas fo:s 

10 

lI7
C\.off 68 

681 N == 57 

X "" 1.19 

2.52) . nou-d:1.verted youth rearrested..,. 27 "" x ... 
Youth not:_~earrested: 26._· ___ ,~~~ _____ _ 

ClNote: 18 we:J!e a'rT.esced .3 times 54 
5 were ·a'.t':l'ested 4 times 20 
8 were:·,arrrested 5 times 40 
6 were.· a'n'ested 6 times 36 

4 were. Bl:'rested 3 times 
3 ,were. attested 4 t:f.mes 
l>was arrested 5 t:illles 
3;, war e atrr est ed 6 times 

15'0 

12' 
12 
5 

18' 
,47', 
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Recidivi Sill: Black iTS. White Diverted Yottth 
==~,-- --~--

Comparisons betl.een Black and. White youth provide an indica.tion 
that: the e:!tpe:dences of the program and its effects were dif
'fermt f crr the t'V10 grc::ups. 

Black youth who partj.cipatec1 :in AF'l tend to cOlllIllit fewer 
second offenses (46.8.% i:Jf the Black youth in the sample 
did no t commit a second offf.':!nS9, as compared tl:) 37.0% 
White youth) than White youth ,vho pa:rticipated in AJ!Y. In 
contrast? non-diverted White youth tend to commit felV'er 
sacend offenses than non·-dive:r: ted Black youth (56.5% of the 
~.J'hi.te youth and. 42.3% of the Black youth cO':ltrol group who did 
.not rec$.e AFY. services did not commit a second offense). 

Rearly one":'fourth of Black sample and appr.oxi.ms.tely Ot'le-th:ixd 
of. the White sample (20.2% and 32 ~5% respectively) ~~ere reu

,. 

, arrested for less serious of.fenses after pa.rticipating :In AFY.. 
However) wren we ccmpare diverted youth with nO'l.t-diverted youth 
w"e see that 'White non-divexted. youth re.a.rrest rates are similar 
to Black sample rearrest ratesQ (21.7% of White n01.l-diverted 
~uth were re.a:1:rested for less serious offenses.) Black non-

"'diverted youth deviate frOtlt the plt te'rn of either not: committ:lng 
a second offense or committing a less serious offense (pattern 
established by youth l-100 participated in .8Fl and ifuite control 
group mau,bers) and te.nd to c.ommit more serious offenses. This 
is evidenced. by the fact that OITer one-fourth of the Black non-· 
diverted youth committed more serious offenses aitE'x their re
ferral. to A'PY (see Ta.ble 7). 

The data mentioned above supports the sub-hypothesis that Black 
youth would commit fewer. c'ri:mes after participating in Al1"Y. The 
behavior of Black youth in the ~ple (behavior measured in terms 
of ntun.oer of rearrests) sOo't.rs an imprO'iTement ove:r the behavior 
of others include>.d :£D. the sample. 
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Table 7: Cpmpar.ison of Init;tal Offense and Recidivism 

~ . --_ ........ _- -. Diverted Sample - Blacrc. White ~.~~!lfc Native Am. -- -Did not commit; 
a 2nd offense 

58 47.5 17 37.8 1 14~3 . 1 5060 . --Committed the same· 
offen.setv7ice 

16 13.1 6 13.3 1 14.3 0 0.0 
-Committed a more 

~rious'offense 23 18.8 7 15.6 4 57.1 a 'ouo 
COtlllllitted a l.ess, . 
~{.)us .offense 25 20.5 15- 33.3 1 1L)·.3, 1 50.0 

Total 
. . 

; 122 45 'I 7 2 

.... 
Non-Div~ted Youth 

Black ' , . 'White . , HiSpanic' lTative ·!m'.1 
Did no t C OllIIl1i t . ' - " 

a 2nd offense 
1'1- 44.0' 13 56:5 2' 40.0 a o~o 

Committed the same :3 12.0 2 8.7 1 20.0 
offense twice a 0.0 

Committ!ed a more 
7 28.0 3 13.0 a 0.0 0.0 seriOUs offense 0 

-Commit ted a less 
sat-iods offense 

4, 16.0 5 21.7 2 40.0 O. 0.0 
-" Total 2·6 

, 
23 5 0 

.. .. . ... ,. , .. -- , :. ' :-. SciiiIple-:;::',I'rttervie.wed.·· ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , .' . .. , .. , . 
. .. . . . . . ~ ........ , ''\.'n ';~R-_' ... '-ori,.j.;'';'' , . irf.r;"",,,,:,~~ , , 1\T~" .f~T';' Am -. 

Did not cownie' 
a 2nd offense 29 52.7 3 17.6 a 0.0 0 0.0 
C CltI11\i tt ed the same .-
offense.. t,","'ice 5 9'.1 2 11.8 1 50.0 a 0.0 
COllllUitted a more 
serious offense 10 18.2 4 23.5 1 50.0 0 0.0 
Committed a less 

r-E,eri~s offense 11 20.0 . 8 47.0 0 0.0 1100.0 

Total 55 17 2' 1 

19 

.-
". , '. 

Total 

77 43.8 

7..3 13.1 

34 19.3 

42 23.9 

76 

Total . 
26 49.0 

6 U.3 

10 18.9 

11 2.0.8 

53 

"',,1-,,1 

32 _~2.7 

8 10.7 

15 20.0 

20 26.7 

75 

i 
i 
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c. OtheTl?rogram Outcomes 

In School 

.. " 

,All ~of .. the sample a ttended school when they were :Initially 
assessed' for diversion to the AF!! program. Howe\Ter, dur:ing 
the follo'tv'-up mterview only 63.8% of those youth :interv:f.ewed 
indica.ted they were attend.:I.llg schoo'l at the ti'Ille. of the inter
vie,.; .36~2% indicated they were not at:tending se;hool for one 
of the. following reasons: dropped out! of school, expellee!, 
pregnan t, did 110t have a babysitter for thei."C' child (ren) • etc. 
None of the respc.l!ldents i:ttd:lcated they war-e not attending 
school because they had graduated; however, 5.3% indicated 
they were studying for their G.E.D. 

Table 8: Attending ~hool vl'hen Referred 1;0 AFY 

,--
Atte.nd:lng Sample . Sample Not 

School Intel.'"Viewed Not Int erviewed Diverted 

Yes ~ 7'4 100.0% 104 ' 100.0% 52 96.3% 

No 
~ 

0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.7 

Total 74 lOl. 54 --
T bl 9 p a e : 1 A resent :'7 tten d:!n S h 1 19 c oo.M-. 

Presently Attend School Sample 

Yes 44 63.8% 

No 25 .3 6.2 - -
Total 69 100.0% 

£mElo~~ 

Over 90 percent of thesrumpleindicated they did not have a job 
when they were initially refer:red to AllY:. Like1dse, 80% indi
cated they did not have a job at the t.i:me of th.e interview. 
'E!o~17ever, nearly half of the resp01lden,ts (42.7%) :Indicated .A:FY 
helped" them get a job ,?hile they participated iu the An progr8Jl1. 

" Table Hh Job Status 
---..,. .. - .... - .. ,,'r-

Job Priol!' to Enrollment Currentl! Holdina Job 

Yes S~8% _lLY!. --
No 91.2' ' 82.1 . "'-- ~ 

100 ... 0% ..l:.Q..<1.. 0% --
Youth were .asked;wI1S.t kind of work they would like 'to eventually do 
to assess their aspirations and E'xpectations for future employment .. 
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Using census data. job cat(~,gories, liTe categOl.·jzed their responses 
and observed c~afts or skilled trade jobs C:l..e., mason, plumbet', 
welder, electr l.C ian , etc.) were identified LUost fl:e.quently as 
jobs, desired by youth interl1'iewe.<i • 

Table 11:. Ans't17er to Question: 
What kind of ~ ... ork would you likia to even wally do? 
r--::------........... ...... 

Rer:.-ponse I Number Percent 

Craft 20 28.2 T, 
Professionar-an~---- -

13 Technical 18.3 . 
.!~rv.:!-~_ 13 18.3 .. -
Laborer 6 8.4 --, Other (Frequencies of 

10 14.1 less than 5) 

..!E:de~d 

~~ta~ -

Crafts: 

Auto Mechanic 
Brickla.yer 
CArpenter 
Electrical Repair 
Electric:i.an 
Electronics 
Pl.umber 
TL!!11o:r.: 
Welder 

Laborer: 

Construe t ion 
Packing House 
Print Shop 
Weatherization 

- 9 

71 

Prof essional 
& Technical: 

Artist 
Engineer 
Mathematician 
Military 
Musician 
Own independent 

business 
Physic:tarl 
Soc:f.al Services 

~.!. 

12.7 

100.0% 

Services (~cept 
.§?usehold: 

But; Boy 
Car \V'ash 
Cook 
Food Sel-vic es 
Janitor 
Maintenance 
NU1'se Aide 
Stock Person 

Clerical (secretary, bookkeeper) 
Operative (bus driver, machinist. 
fork lift operatbr) 

Professional Athlete 

Se~~ice Agencies: Referrals~ Enrollm~ts 

Many of the interviewed youth were referred to recreational an~ 
.. lork exposure programs, whereas youth not :nterviewed were gE!:n
erally referred to recreational and f1.,e arts progra:rns. Despite 
referrals by Court Advocates, many of the youth lllterviewe'<i 
actually attended career development and work exposure progr~I.DlS 
(CYD.and YETP had an equal number of youth)~ and many of the youth 
not l.ntel"vie~"ed attended career development and recreation Plr.O
grams (CYD and COA). 
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Table 12: Agency Referrals and En:t'ollJnent( 

Sanl~le Int ervi.~ . Sample Not Intervie~Jed . Tot:,al· 
~-Referred Attended Referred .. Attended ·Rp.,£ e.rT~g.. Attended 

No. % No. % No. % No. ....L- No • % '. No. % - -- -
COA' 27" 26.5 8 13.3 24 .21.8 10, 16.1 S1 24.1 .18 111.7 -- --
ICAC 12 U.R 3 - 5~0 19 17.3 4 6> •. 4 31 14.6 7 5.7 

1-:::---
Ware- 16 15.7 8 13.3 19 17.;3 10 16.1 35 16.5 18' 14.7 house , • 1---
YETI' 17 16.7 10 16.7 12 10.9 12 19.3 .29 13.7 22 18.0 

Shalom 9 8 •. 8 8 13.3 11, 10.0 8 1i .9 20 9.4 16 13.1 

ILC 7 6.S: 4 6.7 4 3.6 1 1.6 11 5.6 5 4.1 -
CYD 10 9.8 13 21.7 18 16.4 12 19.3 28 13.2 25 20.5 ---I---. 

cnc 3 2.9 4 6.7 1 0.9 3 4.8 4 1.9 7 5.7 

WCH ",1 0.9 2 3.3 2 loB 2 3.2 .3 1.4 4 3.3 

02 100.0 60 100.0 110 100.0 62 100.0 ~12 100.0 1.22 100.0 

Note: Some youth were referred to and att'ended more than one agency. 
For this report, the categories "first and second agencyref'er:red to" 
and "first and second agency attended" have, been collapsed to present 
a general overv'iew. of agencies referred: to and agencies attended. 

For some ag~cies there is a sue sts.nt ial. differrence in the percentage 
of people re.:ferred to an agency ana. the percentage that '!Tere actually 
enrolled there4 Occasionally ,youth were not enrolled in an agency 
they were re:ferred to because: l)there were no openings, or the 
agency was filled to capacity; 2) l:imited availa.bility of services 
(some agencies closed.for a summer vacation period; when the agency 
reopened youth had ettller lost :interest in the service or their 
counselor fa.iled to contact youtll to enroll them.l.in t'he service. 
program); an.d 3) youtb became involved in other., non-AFY activities 
(e_g~, outside employment, school sports, ete~) and their sched~le 
conflicted 'with AFY ~elivery of services. 

A comparison of agencies attended, ,based on l)ji e'hrollntent data :fu. 
.. youth files an.d 2) s('~f"'reported data by youth indicates youth. say 

tlley attended more agencies .than the:t.rfiles substan.t:tate~ The. 
Career Y'outh Development (CYD) program' shows the. most notable . 
difference :tn youth enrollment data. The discrepancy in enrol~ent 
data as reported;:f.n youth files and by youth during the interview" 
~:tght be' attributed to: 1.) some·youthdndependent!:y.:receiv:ing>;servic;es 
fron agenc:t.es withoQ-t'referralfrom' AFY; 2)· enrollment was :incorrectly 
documented; or 3} .Some,yo~thwere. enrolledat:an :agencyand"reported 
for the initial enrollment cut did not attend·:·th~eafte:r.. . .. 
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Client Percep'~i~n.s .. of the Program 

Over 80% of responclents indicated' t:bs.t theAFY pl:ogram helped 
'the!!l- l'he fact nhat the program "kept: people out of :~roublell 

~. v7aS t'he most freque:ndy cited reasons for liking AFY. Among 
t .-

the' Ek'lmple group whowerednterv1ewed, there seemed not: to be 
a significant amount of dissatisfaction,>1:i,th the progra.m. Of" 
course, the part:f.cular extent to '\ihich .the interviewed group's 
percept±ons may differ (in spite of· the general.representative= 
ness of the intel.'Vietl7ed sample) from the non-interviewed yo.uth. 

The questions.and responses which follow indicate the g~~erally 
favorable perceptions of iJY h~d by the respondents. 

Q. Did the AFY Program help you? 

Q •. 

Q. 

Q. 

'.". 

. Yes 
No 

62 
1.2 
74 

83.8% 
16.2 

100.0 

HOll7 did it help you? CHore than one response permi tt ed) 

Helped you find Ii job 23 
Provided an education 21 
P:r~ided recrp~'ltion 16 
Kept you out of trouble 41 
Other 7 

30.7% 
28.0 
21.3 
54.7 
9.3 

Were you' satisfied with the way you were treated by 
people working at AFY? 

Yes 
No 

62 
11 n 

84.9% 
15 .. 1 

100.0 

What, in. your opin.ion was the best part of the AFY Program? 

Work exposure/career development 

Meeting and communicating 'tvoith 
people (e~g., counselors, peop~e 
at: POS agencies) 

RecreationAl activities (e,g., 
camping, 'f:teld trips} 

16 

15 

10 

28.6% 

26.8 

17.9 

Alternative/Supplemental Education 4 7.1 

Othe!!! 

23 

11 
56 

19. .. 6 
100:0 

Ii 

i 
I 
,I 
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The AJ!Y follow-up questionnaire, adm:1.r.iiste:red to youth ~V'ho participated 
frl the. pt'0'3'l:s:m, conta:!ned benavioraJ., attitudmal and/or perceptual 
questi~s·to. assess ACYts ±Dlp1ct on program participants. 

Coorparisons based on age, sex, J:"ace, :!nitial offense, rean'\\H'.lt with:l.n 
one year 'of refel:'l!'a,l to AJ!Y., ari.d seriousness of offense were made 
between the experimental grcup, cont:t'ol g:roup, and AJ!Y total popula
tion. 1 These c0ll1'p3risons indicated the sample is representative of 
AJ!Y's total client population. . 

You th were asked questions aboo t AI!Y and its various components to 
determine haw they viewed .AF'l in general, al'td services rendered by 
service agencies. 'I'he maJority of those youth intervieMe:i :indicated 
they we:!;'e satisfied with the AJ!Y program and the services they re
ceived; m.ost indicated AFY provided them with se>..'"Vices (e.g., counsel:1ng, 
work exposure, r ec:r:eat 100. , ete.) that helped them stay out of trouble. 
A~tbough must of the sample were referred to a raeres. tional facility, 
the major:f.ty of the sample a ttended the ca:reer developrnen t pro jcct. 

Over 90:( of the sample did not mve a job when they were initially 
rea.fe-""'red to Ali"Y; over 80% did not have a job at the tjlTle of the foll~
up :interview. However, nea.:t'ly half of the sample ('.2.7%) indicated 
AFY. helped them get a job whi.le they participated in the p~ogram. 

Ne.a:rly 2/3 of the sample w~e at tend.:ing school at the time t:lOO. follo'Gi-up 
mte:r:viev ws conducted. Approx:f.:mat'I!J.y 1/3 indicated they were no 
longer at'tending school because they had either dropped out of school, 
were ex-peJ.led f:r:c:m school, pregoant or lacldng child care services for 
their c'hild(ren). 

In review:f.ng the behavior of youth refer.red to AJ!Y (via arrest and re
arrest data) it appears that sample youth were initially more. delin
quent (allegedly committed offenses more frequently than nO'D.-dive,r·,. 
ted youth) than non-diverted youth. Sample youth. committed ~ second 
offense :In conjunction with the initial offense which reSt.llted in 
their being referred to AJ!Y 9.8% more frequently than non-diverted 
youth. Ute:!: receivlng services fram AI!Y. they tended to C01amdt 
fewer or essentially the same number of offenses as non-div1arted youth. 

There was no notable difference :in the ldnds of offenses a,.l.legedly com.
mtted by youth upon initial refenal to AFY and after tbt:~y received 
se:rv:f..ces provided 01' AJr'l. Burgla:ry, theft and auto tbeft-;~ere the most: 
frequently ident:.tfied offlt!'llses allegedly commit ted by youth rllfer.red to 
In; whereas tneft, burglary and disorderly conduct Cexpl!lX':f.men tal group) 
and rurglary, theft and shc~lift:tng/narc::otics2 (non-dive1:ted control 
group) were the most frequently identified alleged offenses youth were 
rearrested for .. 

lRearrest rlth:£n one ye.a:r: of referral to An and seriousness ofof£ense 
was not colleged for M!Y total population; therefore comparisons on these 
categories ~cluded. t,AJ!Y total population". 

2An equa~ percentage of non-diverted youth were rearrested for allegedly 
Gommitting a shoplifting or narcotics offense~ 
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In an effor:t.to·m:l.n:l.mize Youth involveme:ntwlth. the jtiveu:1.1e 'justice 
syr:.tem, ;the followlng.rec:omme:ndations ar.t;! .offered:' ..1 

1> "'." " ; 

1. '~Prq;iot~ programs that worlt·withc.youth wboare "non~'Chronic" 
recidiv,ist '(those youth who have .comm~~ted more tbanone 

2. 

3. 

and lesa t.han five offenses)l 'lfetween the ages; of·14 .Iand 16, 
and from the low-:!.ncOllle, mne:I: .city art>.a. .Involve 1O:t&'1:'8st 
groops (e.g., youth, community reSidents, etc:')' mthe 
.p.1ann.:1ng and 'implemeo:tation' of tbeproposed 'project. 

Ywth to youth advocacy using famer clients ~lho successfully 
cOOlple"ted the prog:r:am to advocate for and counSE'~ 'youth in 
trouble with the law. Through counseling and co:rnnunity in
volvement, convince youth of the desirability and \'l'=Cessity 

. of l~s/~er commitment to tus/her fellow neighborhood residents. 
B~,· its frOOl this prog'l."a1ll concept :include: 1) promoting and 
enbancing form2:£' clients' relnbilita tion through belping 
others; 2) redirecting the values of alleged de.l:!.nquen ts by 
~posing them ~o pea-s who are not involved in delinquen t 

'fncti'Viti es; and 3) focus:1ng en maintain:i.ng youth involvemen t 
in community projects. 

Narrow focus and ~ t area and decide u p:n a specific 
program emp~sis. 

Su.gge~tions for possible program empoo.!'l!§. 

- Focus on i1llprlJV'ing institutional services to·delin·quents. 

- Focus on developing D.W service and delivery s.ystems to 
pre-del:inquents and delinquents, 

- Focus on r~sear:hing processes in. cammunities that propel 
. youth into the Juven:Ue justice system (e .. g., institutional 

forces which shape youth"'s bellavior).. .. .'. 

... Develop approaches which include the family unit and not 
l."emOlTe one member from the' g~oupfor .ltre.abnen t. Empmsis 
should be placed on the i:mIXIrtance ·of the£am:Uy un:t.t and 
the :!n te;rdependence of :tts::!'lldividual members. A bolistic 
approact: to provision of 'services w:Ul enharice. program. 
bene£it!::i./oy allOwing w-rkersto.obtain a more cQl1plete 
u!ldersta.ndin~ of tre mult~.':-facete:l problem. situations -present: 
tn,tne 'youth s home environment; allow workers to 'develop s. 

". strategy to enliance ~hefa:m:i:ly"s capacity to' deal with its 
'. '.various p~oblems ,which will enabliathe youth' to partiCipate 

mcn:efully in the programs m. whic h,he/ she is. -enrolled. 
"', ,- , 

... --~----~ 
lW'oifgal1g, .. .e:t.. a1 .. , 1976. . . 
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4. Prov:f.de integrated ra 1:her tr..an fragmented services to youth 
and promote the development of a more ef:Eec.til,lta atld CC.)

,crr.d:l.n.atetl service del:f.very mo.:lel far ju,renile justice prac
t-itioners. Prov:i.sion of integrated ser';1'ices will promote 

5. 

6. 

i a ;:r.IOre weU Organized and coordina ted program which ~lill 
tn.a.Ximize ths benefits of tho program qy pr.CIV'iding services 
;in ~ smooth and consistent manner • 

Work with POS ~gencies tl:Ja t have an ability to adapt to the 
changing demands of clients'. Agencies need to review and 
develop new program mcdels that are conducive to problem 
resolution and promote heal thy developmen t of youth. 

Avoid case overload. Approximateo.1y 350 clients were assigned 
to ea.c h AFY counselor. Such a large caseload makes it vir-

. tually impossible for couns<;>.1ors to give clients needed in
dividJual at 1ea.tion, regular follow-up and follow-through 
services they need. Youth who do not receive £ollow-up o~: 
f'ollow-through services lack the support and guid.anc.~ ne
cessary to. deVelop health attitudes and improve soci.al ad
-;justmen t. 
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VII Strengths and Weaknesses of ifFY 
i 

In "an ett'ort to deterudne ho~l participants perceived AllY, respondents 
were asked to identify things they li!<ed and disliked about AFY. 

. . 
Some of 'A.]'yt.s strengths~ as identified by respondents; include: , 

-Provision of .jobs/work experience 
·-Concerned counselors/someone to talk to 
-Provided youth ~vith a chance to meet new people 
-Recreation/Field trips 
-Al.ternative Education 
-Taught youth how to become a responsible person 
-Provided youth with something to do 

Some interesting comments and/or' suggestions youth made in regards to 
the AFI program at'e listed below: 

Youth 1 t AJ!Y is helpful and significant for people less than 19 ,ears 
old. I was enrolled in. the aFY program when I was 17 - 18 
and my "head was screwed on bacIe-ward tt and the AFY program 
really helped me get myself together. Meeting people and 

Youth 2: 

Youth 3; 

Youth 4: 

tal!dng with counselors at service agency motiva-
ted me to stay out of trouole. I felt my counselor cared 
about me a lot and I 'C<1Ould talk. to him about anything. I 
could confide :to. my counselor aoout things I could not talk 
to my parents about, 

Kids should not hang around with the wrong group of people 
(people with 'bad reputations). People should be themselves. 
I learned, while partiCipating in the aEY program. being your
self is more valuable than trying to 'Ele like somebody with a 
reputation ... 

If people had jobs they wouldntt have a reason to steal and 
emplo~ent would keep them ausy and Wooff the streets". AYY 
found employment fo.1:' me and tb:1.:s provided me with money and 
Ttept me otisy. I waSIl. "t running around in the streets. 

Better working conditions and a more controlled atmosphere 
are needed at some (POS) agencies.. "Th::Ings can get pretty 
wild .. n There were so many Ii'..ids at a particular agency that 
it was probably liard to control or manage them all. AJ!Y 
'K:eeps I~:tds out of jan and off the streets by giving them 
things to do and a little money for their pockets. 
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Youth 5: AFfshould be a H.ttle more 'stricter and offer more jobs. 
Youth apprehended for stealingwotildn 't. have ~'reason to 
steal if they ~7ere given a job. A .lot, of people are :in 
need., They dontt have money, don't get attention from their 

. ,mother, and have no potential job. prospects with sure money -
"that? s where cr:f.me comes in •. ,However ,:youthneed to ~.rant to 
40 something ~7ith the:lnselves.,Youtp. ,stated he' feels jobs 
for youth and counseling would ,lower youth Ar:f.me, rates. 

Youth 6: I feel I learned a lot at the a.lternativeschool,A.FY enroll
ed me in.. Public/traditional schools establish and enforce 
rules and regulations without giving explanations for ~7hy 
things are done a certain way~ Whi.le I was enrolled in the 
alternative school I found out that when teachers "nag" 
students they are doing it for a reason. I also learned 

.;.. 

that i...' I talk to people :in a decent way I could achieve or 
accompl:..o;a. things I want to without hassles. The alternative 
school also taugllt. me to control my temper. 

Youth 7: . AJ!Y.' needs supervisors WI10 are devoted to t.heir job and to , 
\.. youth~ an,d who youth can relate to. I was a victim of police 

" orutality and after. this incident I had more contact with the 
1a'fll enforcement and got into morl\', trouble. The. best part of 
.An ~s working and getting paidlffor wbat I did .. 

Youth 8: Youth. crime could be lowered if youth could get involved in 
a. program and nave. someone to ta1!tto about what life in 
ja:U is like (based upon their experience) and someone to. 
llelp youth get a job.. Soc fuliz ing with people and sharing 
my feelings with people I met while participating in AFY w~s 
oeneficial~ I'am unhappy with my present situation because 
I am. ~'an adult If living with and f:!nancial1y dependent upon my 
mot'fte!r... I want. tc find a joo so I can pay my mother for my 
~en.ses and "get her off my ba:ck .. It 

Youth g; I didn "'t like my counselor and felt that minimum wages at A'FY 
joos should be increased ... 

Youth 10: 1-1cre jobs and JOD training are needed for youth~ Youth need 
help :tn. :tden.t:tfy~g tl1e:tr talent.s so t'hey won ttbe :in the. 
streets" 

Youth 11 ~ Jobs and additional responsioilities (aside from school} would 
lower youth crtme... AFY.' j oDs should pay higher wages and enroll 
you~li in more p~ogramS' that provide.' j 00 sk:l:11 training.. Youth 
mdicated l'1e enjoyed wor1i:ing \\lith NF"{;it gave h:i:m. responsibi
'lities .. 

Youth. 12:. Youth. snou1d have"more of a choice regarding programs they 
part:tcipatem, 
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Youth 13: 

Youth· 13: A'1!Y .programs should be expanded so more kids who are enrolled 
can liecome actively :In:lTolved in the program and receive ser
vices they ne.ed" 

Youth 14: Youth need to be employed and not have so much free time. 
liked the care~· tr.aining I received whLte I was a~o11ed 
in ~tgl!!ncy. 

I 

Youth 15: Hare jobs for youth would lower. youth crime. When. kids come 
from a large. fam:.Uy and they' want things and have no way of 
getting tIiese things or can "t afford to buy them - a job 
could llelp... Youtll indicated ne enjoyed meetirlg new people 
wb:i.1e participating :tn. M!Y~ Also, his participation in AFY 
enaIilerl b:tm to acquire a scnolarship to the vlise 6 Conserva
tory of Music via people ne met at a (POS) agency~ 

Youth 16: This youth indicated he liked his teachers at the alternative 
sehool he attended. He stated A:FY provided good schools to 
go to for a good education. 

,Youth 17,..: Sltggest youth "stay out of the tvrong kind of stations". 
Don't m:L"C with trouble make.rs (e.g., if you're at a party 
and you hear some people talking about do:lng something 
illegal don't get invol\red ~;ith them). Finally. youth 
indicated he liked the alternative school AFY enrolled him 
In. No other school ~vould accept him. People at this 
school helped hiln "find himself". 

Youth 18: Traditional. schools should be made more interesting to attend. 

Youth 19: AJ!Y should provide. jobs ttl youth who need them. and who were 
assessed as needing a job at the Children ts Court Center 
during the :tn.take and assessment interview. 

Ymtth 20: AFT should show kids in trouble what their b~havior could 
lead to.. I liked the fact that I ~1ottld talk with my counselor 
~o/'henever I felt the need to talk.~ 

Youth 21: A!'! needs to address tne poor attitudes of some participants~ 

~Rn.esses 

Some of the weaknesses of the. MIT l'rog:t:atn t a.s ident:t.fied by respondent,s 
include: 

-Lack of follow-tlp 
-Fa:Uure. to follow through OIl promises made to youth: Gaps 

:in services resulting from discrepancies :in referrals to 
services by Court Advocates and actual enrollments in 
specifiC service by Youth Advocates disiJ.lusioIled some 

.program pa.'.t"ti.cipants.. Diverted youth perceived referrals 
as serVices they would receive and were disillusioned if/when 
tney did not receive services raferred to. (Some people 
enrolled in ~~ never received any services. Some did not 
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kno\v they viere enrolled in the program and others never 
heard from AFY after the intake and assessm~lt at the 
Children's Court Center). 

-Youth can 1 t relate to counselors. 
r --Some youth disliked being assigned "busywork" (e.g., 

sweeping floors) rather than productive work one can 
take pr id e in doing • 

o.ther wea.knesses of the AFY Program, as perceived by the evaluator, involved 
~ . 

ehe large ratio of clients to counselors; limited· services available; limited 
job opportunities available; coordination of and communication with various 
service pj~ovider s. 

AFY encountered some difficulties in the implementation of various service 
com JOUents of the program. For example, the AFY program was designed to pro
v.ide a variet.y. of integrated services and experiences to program Flrticipants 
via purchasing services from various youth serving agencies, working har
moniously with the Children's Court Center and significant departments within 
SDC to accomplish AFY's goals and objectives. Sometimes, as a result of in- . 
adequate caIUnllnic.ation, AFY"s ability to coordinate services provided by the 
above agencie(;1 "and/or departments was reduced. This affected AFY's ability 
to adequately deal with or i1ll!llediately satisfy the needs of impatient youth 
who reqUired immediate attention. . 

. In essence, AFY needed better coordination and more communication between th e 
different segments of the program. Specifically, additional communication 
between: 1) POS agencies and AFY youth advocates regarding youth status at a 
particular POS :agency (e.g.) accomplishments, problems, etc.), 2) Children's 
Court Center and youth advocates regarding any additional contact youth had 
with the Ch11dren t s Court Center for subsequent arrests, and 3) occassionally, 
communication bet~veen cli rots' p3.rents/guardian and youth advocates, and/or 
client and youth advocate, was needed. These weaknesses, to some extent, 
limited the possible accompl~shments of the AFY program. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Hello, my name is lIm from the 

Alternatives For Youth or UY Program. Are you familiar with this program? 

(INTERVIEWER: 1 IF YOUTH REPLIES YES, GO TO PARAGRAPH 5; IF YOUTH DOES NOT 

READILY, R~ER"AFY, PROCEED WITH EXPLANATION.)' The Alternatives For Youth 
. 

Program is a program created to keep youth from futher contact with the court, 
.~~: 

'~eten~,on, or incarceration; for example, being detained at the court .. center 

or sentenc.ed to places like Wales or Fox Lake. 

--,· .... ·,:?:i .... If you g~t in trouble ~~ith the law you '(Jere referred to the Alternatives 

For Youth Program. Your Probation Officer or the District Attorney referred 

you to a youth worker at the Court Center. They talked to you and your parent (5) 

lfi"ragraph 5 I 

and asked you ~uestions regarding your age, the school you attend, how you're 

getting along~at home, shhool, with friends, and what you're interested in, 

and explained the Alternatives for Youth Program to you. 

Do you remember who you talked to ? ,(INTERVIEWER: IF YOUTH DOES NOT 
!"_v." : 

REMEMBER, TELL THEM' KATHY AND IRVING ARE OUR CoURT-.~nVOCATES AND PROVIDE A 
, ~ , 

BRIEF PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF 'KATHY AND IRVING). 

The Court Advocate probably "gave you a letter with the name of a youth 

advocate you were assigned to, and told you the advocate would be calling you 

to set a date to enroll you in a service program. 

I would like to ask you a few questions about your participation in the 

AFY Program. 

There are no right, or wro,ng answers to the questions/ Also, your answers 

will be confidential and no one will know how you personally responded to the 

qu~stions. Yo~r responses are important to us because they can help us tell 

if the AFY Program is working or if any changes should be made. 

I'd like to ~egin the interview by asking you some questions about your 

involvement in the AFY Program. 
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AtTERNATIVESFOR YOUTH 

l'OST-~NATION'SURVEY 

[I I II I jl. 
YouthID 

CI 1:1' 7. 
,t. "" Youth Advoc~te 

Date of Interview. [ I \' I I I i 10. 
MO. DX. "no '. 

Interviewer --~~---:rl-rl-'] 16. 

19. Sex: 1 0 Male 

2. 0 Female 

. 
• 

.~ ~. 

'.' .. 51. 

", 
" 

, . " 

AFY. FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE 

Did ,the:AFY Program belpyou? 

1----- YES 0 r 1 
~. . . 

NO D'~ 2 :". If no,. go t.o Q 57 
~ ••• - .-. < .... ' - • ..~.. • .. C~TS ______________ , ____________ ~ __________ ~---------------

J~" • _. -,-..-.,... -.,--;1tt<. 

:111 

--.~"----~;.~------~------------------------------------------------~, 

" 

20. Age: 52. .How did it help you7 (More than one response permi tted')' 

1 0 White 

2 0 Black" 

3D H:ispanic 

4 0 Native American 

5 0 Asian Alllerican 

60 Other 

23. How long did youth participate in .A:FY? 
___________________ , , I 

II MO. 

25. Previous offense youth committed _______________ -' I II-I~...J 

29. P.O.S. agency youth referred to ____________________ _ 

(] I I I ] [ "1 : I 
35. P.O.s. agency youth attended __ -:--_____________________ _ 

I I II 1 J' 11.-."""---1 

43. Did youth attend school? lDYes 

.ZONo 

90 Missing 

44. School youth attended while enrolled in "AFY __________ '---'-~....I 

47.' Did youth bave a job? lDYes 

ZONo 

90 Missing" 

48. Time lapse between.assessment by court advocate and contact by youth 

advocate " .1 I I ::J 
(working days) 

1 ". 

~ , 
i ' , 

I • 
t 
I 
I ' ! . 
! , 
l 
! 
! 

I 
! 
1 ' 
\ 

I 
I , 
I' ; 
1 
I 
~ 
I \ ' 

I ! 

... 1. '"' 

'HELPED YOU FnID A JOB 0 
PROVIDED AN EDUCATION c:J 
;ROVIDED RECREATION .D 
KEPT yOU OUT' OF '!ROUBLE 0 
OTHER (Specify) c:J 

I ........ ' : 

.,57.. Were you satisfied w.i.tb the way you were treated by people working at .AFY? 

- . ns-··, 0 1 

NO 0 2 

. "COMMENTS' 
---.-------------------------------------------------------~ 

58. How ~".ould you describe/rate the AJ!Y Program, Very good, good fair, bad or very bad? 
tSelect only one response) 

-VERY GOOD 0 1 BAD 04 
GOOD' "0 2 VERY BAD 05 
FAIR 0 3 

2 ! 
\, u..-________________________ ~ _ __1__~_~~ ____ _ 

. I 
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59. Did you have a counselor at the AJiY Program? 

rr=.

' YES 
• • 

NO . 
j 

01 
02 

(. 

'. 

(IF NO, PROBE: WA$ THERE ANYONE IN PARTICULAR yOU USUALLY TALKED 
Tn WHEN YOU CONTACTED THE AFY OFFICE? DID ONE PARTICULAR PERSON 
FROM THE An OFFICE CON'.t'.ACT YOU? DO YOU REMEMBER HIS OR HER 

. NAME? IF YQTJTB. RF.@.T.T·g·NAME OF eOtnm'ELOR RECORD IN Q 60 AND 
PROCEED TO Q 63h. IF. YOUTH INDICATES HE/SHE DID NOT ~VE A 
COUNSELOR PROCEED TO 63a). 

" , 

.. . . 
1---+--40 60. Who '\018. S your:. coun selor ? 

,,,'"1" 
[ I _ J' 

.. 

.' 

.;.638. Were you enrolled in any programs? 

YES 0 1 (If yes place a check mark to the left of those programs below, "
Q 64, in which youth was enrolled in). 

NO 02 
63b Did helshe enroll you in any programs? . 

\

::: =~YENO'S 0 1 
. ~~ _ 0 2 If no, go to Q 78 

'---------\'64. Which program (s) did your AFY counselor enroll you 'in? 
(More than one response permitted). (INTERVIEWER: DO NOT 
PROVIDE ANSWER CATEGORIES TO RESPONDENT UNLESS HE/SHE APPEARS 
CONFUSED, THEN READ A FEW CATEGORIES TO RESPONDENT TO c.'L.ARIFY). 

Career You th Developm~~, CYD I " 
Inner City Arts Council, lCAC"" ~ L I I I 

Wisc. Conservatory of Music, WCM D:J 
Childrents Outing ASSOC., eOA 

Shalom ! ] 
Community Independent teaming Program, cm 

Iud epend en t Learning Cen tel' , ILC 

Weatherization/Energy Warehouse 

[ I 

cr~ 
You th Employmen t & Trainin g Program, YETP 

Other (Specify) 

74. Did the An. counselor contact you after enroll:ment? 

YES 0 1 If yes, approxima tely how many .times 

NO 02 N/A 0 
I-----t 78. Did hel she keep appoio.tmen ts when promiSing to see you? 

., -
0 ALWAYS 0 1 SCMETIMES 3 

uJA " 5 
0-4. 

11 r&1. L-l " USUALLY 0 2 NEVER 

. \. . 

" ~1 

i , 
l~ 

l : 
I 'I' 

l·.~·~·.'I··\ 
\ \ 

, I 

l 

! 

" . 

79. [[] 
Car.d 

______ d ... ______ ... ________________________________ •• ----

- CARD 2 BEGINS -

, .. -. '. i .:-.... [ ...... : -l.1-.J--JII---L.I·~· ..L-I ---J 

Youth' I.D. 

7. Did he/she ever come to your home? 

YES D 1 If yes, approximately. how many times 

NO 02 

11. Row would you describe your relationship with your counselor? -Would you say 
your counselor was: (More than one respo~~e permi'tted) 

," 
A FRIEND 0 

VERY m:LPFUL IN PROVIDING YOU WITH THE SERVICES YOU NEEDED D::. 

COULDN I T RELATE TO YOUR COUNSELOR 0" 

COUNSELOR tvAS NOT CONCERNED ABOUT YOU D· 

NO CONTACT WITH COUNSELOR D--

OTHER (Specify) . 0 

'. 

Let's talk about the services you went to. 
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"., .................. __ ................ --_ .......... ,.,., 
" ' 

-.', 

'.' . 

--------~~-----
often, sometimes, rarely or never? 

1 
[' 
r 

I 
AboJ,lt how many times did you attend _~:-===-__ within a typical 

AGENCY 
two-week period! 

I 
( 

~ 
(IF YOUTH H.o\.S PROBLEMS PERCEIVING AVERAGE WEEKLY ATTENDANCE, ALLOW MORE WEEKS, 
a. g., 3 ~-1EEKS, 1 MONTH) -

II times attended' within 2 weeks I J I' 

17. 

~ 

,-------1) 18. 

Why didn't you attend? (Select only one response) 

PARENTS OBJECTED 0 1 

BAD A TRANSPORTATION PROBLEM 0 2 

PROGRAIi OFFICE CLOSED WEEN YOU COULD GO 0 3 

DID NOT WANT TO ATTEND PROGRAM 0 4, " 
(INTERVIEWER.: PROBE IF. THIS RESPONSE IS GIVEN, e. g., WRY DIDN T 
YOU WANT TO PARTICIPATE' IN THIS PROGRAM? DID YOU FEEL YOU WERE 
TOO OLD? 'WAS THE PROGRAM CLEARLY EXPLAINED TO YOU, ETC.) 
CO~TS, ____ ..--_____________________________________ __ 

OTHER (Specify) 0 5 

-----,---------------------.--.-------
d ul 1 ~hy? (Select only one response) If you did not atten ~&g ar y, w 

PROGRAM NOT R.EAIJ.. Y WHAT. WAS 'WAN'l'F.O 0 1 

PROGRAM STAFF D~N I T REALLY SEEM INTERESTED IN YOU D 2 

DIDN'T LIKE THE PEOPLE AT THE PROGRAM c:J 3 

SERVICE NOT EXTENSIVE. ENOUGH 0 4·' 

OTHER 0 5 (Specify) 

ENDED ONE 'AGENCY GO TO Q 31. PAGE 8,1 l'IF YOUTH ONLY AT!, , 

t 
f !I 

( 

f 
i 
1 

f 
\ 
! 
I, 

r 
I 
I 
j 
I 
I 

J 
I 

I 
I 
\ 
I 
I 
t 

J 

I 
I I; 
I' 
I 

} 

\ , 

! 

I 

?' 

----- -----------, 

. 

. 

r 

19. Would you say you att:ended _____ ,.-__ often, sometimes, rarely O'l; nevcl:? 
AGENCY 

~ .. .. -.'. 
20. 

OfTEN 0 1 If often, go to Q 20 

SOMETIMES ,0 2 If sometimes, go to Q 20 

RARELY #. t:J 3 If rarely, go to Q 24 

NEVER 0 4 If never, go to Q 23 , 

About how many times did you attend within a typical tlvo-week period? 
--A-G-EN""C"""Y""--

(IF YOUTH HAS PROBLEMS PERCEIVING AVERAGE WEEKLY ATTENDANCE, ALLO'W MORE WEEKS, 
e. g., 3 ~iffiEKS, 1 MONTH) 

(I td.mes attended with:l.n 2 weeks 

23. 'Why didn't you attend? (Select only one response) 

PARENTS OBJECTED [J 1 

HAD A TRANSPORTATION PROBLEM, 0 2 

PROGRAM OFFICE CLOSED WHEN YOU COULD GO c:J 3 

DID NOT WANT TO AT'l'END PROGRAM 0 4 
CIN'!EilVIE'WER: PROBE 'IF-THIS RESPONSE IS ,GIVEN, e.g., v1'HY DIDN'T 

YOU WANT TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS PROGRAM? DID YOU FEEL YOU WERE 
TOO OLD? WAS THE PROGRAM CLEARLY E..1PLAINED TO YOU, ETC.) 
CO~TS, ___________________________________________ _ 

OTHER (Specify) 0 5 

'-----------7 24. If you did not attend regularly, why? (Select only one response) 

PROGRAM NOT REALLY WHAT WAS WANTED 0 1 

PROGRAM STAFF DIDN! T REALLY SEEM INTERESTED IN YOU 0 2 

DIDN'T LIKE THE PEOPLE AT THE PROGRAM c:J 3 

SERVICl!! NOT EXTENSIVE" ENOUGH 0 4 

OTHER 0 5 (Spec:Lfy) 

I IF YOUTH DID NOT ATTEND: ANY OTHER AQtNCIES! GO TO Q 31:! PAGE 8 I 

.' ! 
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~i 
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,) t 

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

25. 

~ ... 
",' 

26~ 

/-7 

Would you say 
.'( 

you Eictended often, sometimeii, rarely or never? 
AGENCY 

O:t'rEN ·0 1 If often,. go to Q 26 

SOMETIMES rO 2 If somet:iJ:nes, . go to Q 26 

RARELY ~ t:J 3 If rarely, ,go to Q,30 

NEVER .0 4 If never, go to Q 29· 

Abo1,1t ho~"T many times did you attend within a typical two-week period? 
AGENCY 

(IF YOUTH HAS ?ROBr.E."1S PERCEIVING AVERAGE WEEKLY ATTENDANCE, ALLOW HORE WEEKS, 
e.g., 3 WEEKS, 1 MONTH) 

# t:iJ:nes attended within 2 weeks 

~--------------~> 29. Why didn1t you ~tte~d? (Select only one response) 

30. 

PARENTS OBJECTED 0 1 

HAD A TRANSPORTATION PROBLEM c:J 2 

PROGRAM OFFICE C1.0SED WHEN YOU COULD GO D 3 

DID NOT WANT TO ATTEND PROGRAM c:J 4 , 
(INTERVIEWER: PROBE IF. THIS RESPONSE IS GIVEN, e. g., WHY DIDN'T 
YOU WANT TO PARTICIPATE' IN TFlIS PROGRAM?, DID YOU FEEL YOU WERE 
TOO OLD? WAS THE PROGRAM CLEARLY EXPLAINED TO YOU, ETC.) 

COMM'ENTS' , 
'-------------------------------------------.------

OTHER (Specify) D 5 

If you did not attend regularly, why? (Select only one response) 

PROGR .. \M NOT REALLY WHAT WAS WAN'rED D 1 

PROGRAM SUFF DIDN1TREALLY SEEM INTERESTED IN YOU D 2 

DIDNtTLIKE THE PEOPLE' AT THE PROGRAM 

SERVICE NOT EXTENSIVE ENOUGH c:J4 
OTHER D 5 (Specify) 

7 

o :3 

.... 

! 
1 ~ 
j 

I 
J 

I 
!: 

t 1 

.. 

.. 

Agency:youth 
parti(!ipat~ iIi' 

with: 

. 1'" ···.···2 3 4 5 
vrirY':GoodFair Bad Very 

. GO()d" Bad 
• .' I ' 

328.. What· kinds of !activities :-r.ere you exposed to? 
" . 

-. 

'to •. 

CAREER COUNSEL.lNG."· ··.·0 
,WORK EXPOSURE ' 

.~" CJ 
·~'SENIORI.JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL;,EDUCATION , .. ' ."..." 

.. FIELD TRIPS 0 
CAMPING AND OUTINGS '0 
SWll1Y.J:NG, CANOEING "0 
ARTS . AND CRAFTS D 
DANCE 0 
DRAMA '" 0 
MOSIC 0 
INDIVIDUAL/GROUP GAMES 0 
0'rnER 0, (Specif~) 

q 

...: ..... 

6. 
NIA 

'0,',':' .~:.:~_: ........ : ... -"''' ........ _ ~ ....... '" ..... ,_ .,. 

:', i 

"Interviewer I S comments 

.. 

'32b. HoW' would you describe your experiences with activities you ~iere exposed to? 

1 
Very 
Good 

2 
Good 

3 
Fair 

4 
Bad 

5 6 
Very NIA 
Bad 

Interviewers. comments. 

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

. ·33~ HOliT would ypu describ.e yoUr experiences with people at: 
--------~A~g-en--cy----------

", .. __ ._- --", ..... .' 1 2' 3 4 5' 6 
.0 Veiy::'Go6d:'Fa:Lr' Bad Very N/A 
,GO?~ • ..,.;:"~·. Bad 

Interviewers comments ,. 

'" -, 

[lFYOU.TH ONLY 'ATTENDED 'ONE 'AGENCY, 'GO 'TO 'Q>39, PAGE 11 I 
i' .. 

8 

. 
; i 
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134. How 'io1ould you describe. your experiences with: 

Agency youth 
participated in 

1 2 
Very Good 
Good 

3 4 
Fail" Bad 

5 
Very 
Bad 

35a. What kinds of 'a!=-tivities were ,\Tou exposed to? 

CAREER COUNSELING o 
D ..,WORK EXPOSURE ..... . 

: ... t""' .... 
'SENIOR1~IOR HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION 

FIELD TRIPS c:J 
CAMPING AND OUTINGS D 
SWIMMING, CANOEING 0 
ARTS AND CRAFTS 0 
DANCE c:J 

... 
DRAMA D 
MUSIC 0 
INDIVIDUAL/GROUP GAMES .0 
OTHER D (Specify) 

D 

"-

6 
N/A 

" -

!nterviewers comments 

--
35b. Bow wouJ.d you describe your experiences with activities you were exposed to? 

'. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 Interviewers comments 
Very Good Fair Bad Very N/A 
Good Bad 

3 f. How would you describe your experiences ~vith people at ____ -:-______ _ 
Agency 

1 234 
Very Good Fail" Bad 
Good 

5 
Very 
Bad 

6 
N/A 

Interviewers comments 

@yOtiTH'DID NOT ATTEND ANY OTHER AGEN~IES, GO TO Q:39. PAGE Ii] 
o 

" '. '-om 

1:0 

r 
!, 
" If 

II 

37 a.' '" How would you describe your experiences with: 

37b. 

38. 

.~ .... '" --

1 2 
Agency youth Very Good 

particlpated in Good 

3 . 4 5 6 
Fail" Bad Very N/A 

Bad 

What kinds 6£ things were you exposed to? 

CAREER COUNSEL;tNG 0 
WORK EXJ?OSURE· f 0 
SENIOR/JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION c::I 

~~ 

';~IELD TRIPS 
i' 

CAMPING AND OUTINGS 

SWIMMING, CANOEING 

ARTS AND CRAFTS 

DANCE 

DRAMA 

MUSIC 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

INDIVIDUAL/GROUP GAMES 0 

Interviewers comments 

OTHER. 0 (Specify) ________ ":"-_______________ _ 

Bow would you descr:f.be your experiences with actl.v·it; ~s you we~e exposed to? 
~ . 

Bow would 

- ... ,>-<>... • .-~ 

1 
Very 
Good 

2 
Good 

3 4 
,Fair Bad 

5 6 
Very N/A 
Bad 

you describe your experiences with people at 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
Very Good Fair Bad Very N/A 
Good Bad 

10 

Interviewers comments 

Agency 

Interviewers comments 

J", 

, , 
I , , 
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'I~r · 'Now, I', would like to ask you sOUle·>questions'~bout your experiences outside of m, 
. '., ,after your enrollment',in theAF'l,:i'rogram. 

.,",' 

".1 

3.9., Are·you attending school?· .. '.. ~: 
."r--~- YES 0 l' 

.-;r,. 

.' 

.,'," 
I"~'. 

" 

.' 

NO 0 2 , 

Name sChoo"'l y~tt. '';''1:;'1: end. 

" 

40. Specify gr,ade en 
~., .. 
.' .. 1"'1 

41.. Why not 
" 

GRADUATED 0 1 I I I ] 
MO. YR. 

SUSPENDED 0 2 CI 'I ~ 
MO. YR. 

EXPELLED 0 :3 I I 0 
MO. YR. 

DROPPED OUT 0 4 r I I 
MO. YR. 

OTHER ,0 5 I I I 
MO. YR. 

~ 

48. When did you last attend school? L \.\ \' 
MO. YR. 

S 2. While you were enrolled in the AFY PrograD,l" ,~ere you ever suspended from school? 

--
Y'ES D 1 

1 .. 0 02 

'- ~ .1 
"--

, , 

Did your AFY counselor ever go with you to school to get you reinstated 
after a 'suspension?' 

YES, [Jl 

NO 02,' (If no, didhe/s?eJmow about the suspension?) 

YES O,li" 

NoD 2 
\ ~ '.' , 

,'1.1 

11 

! 
i 
J , 

I, 
i 

..,. 

Do you have a j~~? 

YES 0 1 If yes, part-time or full-time? 

NO D 2 If no, go to Q 60 

5 7. wpat kind of work do you do? 

59. Did A:Fy help you get this job? 
r 

t YES~ .~D 1 
"'''' _ .... _-- . 

NO 0 2 

~ 60. :~id AFY ever help you get a job? 
t 

.YES D 1 

NO 02 
61. vrnat kind of ~ork would you like to eventually do? 

PIT CI3 04 

J 

IJ 
64. Right now, w~~ do you feel is your greatest need/concern? (Select only one response) 

SUPPORT OR ENCOURAGEMENT FROM FAMILY 0 1 

JOB 0 2 

MORE EDUCATION/ACADEMIC COURSES 

NEW FRIENDS 

MONEY 

CAREER TRAINING/VOCATIONAL SKILLS 

OTHER (Specify) 

65. Have }'Ou been arrested since ? 
(date of offense) 

YES 0 1 If yes, how many times C! I:J 
NO' 0 2 If no, go to Q 7.1 

1- 69. What were you arrested for? 

71. Are you presently involved in any other type of youth program? 

YES 01 If yes, specify 

NO 0 2 
t .., 
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I. 
l~ 
I, 

:~ 
11 
It 
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i 

. " 

D, 

• j ".,... 

1 ' 2 ,'3 
72. Home is Very Good.Fair.Poor 'TU!iry 

Good 'B~d 

Finally, thinking back over all the things you did in the AFY Program, the people 
you met, your experfences with different programs, etc., ••• 

76. What, in youJ1 opinion, was the best part of the AJ!Y Program 

. ~\,." . 

-

78. What, in your opinion, was the worst part of the AFf Program? 

\' \' 
8Q. m 

Card ___________ ~ ________________ ~-----------------------~-----------
----------. , , I 

- ,- CARD 3 'BEGINS . 

\ j' I ·1 I 1. 
Youth I.D. 

'. t 

J 

I 
i 

\ 
\. I 

"I 

/' 

t 
• 

.-',; 

"',tt·, 
,,:' ... ." .. ~." .... ,-•. -;<-~"."." 

'. ~ " .' " , 

Wh~t do you think would/could lower the youth crime rate? (Il~TERVIEWER: IF 
YOUTH IS CONFuSED, PROBE. WHAT KINDS OF THINGS DO YOU· THINK COULD KEEP KIDS 
OUT OF TROUBLE?) - .. 

4 

... 

11. Do you have any additional comments you wish to make regarding the AFY Program" 
how it can be' improved, etc.? 

.......... : 

.' 
,Thank you very much for tak"i?g the time to be interviewed. 

13. ,7?eafY"!si ' 

ITJ ,:~ . 

.. COlU.ft'o,N: I~- I ~ 

.15 . :,'b;"5pos;ft~,.r 
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rn OJ IT] ~·ITJ '5"lt? 17-/g /Q"20 -'.1-22. 
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Race Initial Offe.1se 

Black Reckless use of weapon 
Black Theft 

.. vThite, Th~t 
Black . Burglary 
White . ShoPl:r:f~:ing 
White Burglary 
Black Theft 

...Black Loit'ering 
lUacIC:: Weapons - Carrying 
White Theft 
Hispanic Burglary (attempted) 
Black Theft 
Hispanic Sex Offense - Non-Rape 
Black Narcotics 
Black Burglary 
Blacle:: Auto Theft 
White Burglary 
BLack Burglary 
White Theft 
Black Disorderly Conduct 
Black Autq, TI1eft 

... 

Rearrest Offense 

Shoplift:fng 
Theft 
Disorderly Conduct 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
Weapons 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
Auto Theft 
Burglary 
Runaway 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
Shoplift:ing 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Eurglary 
Runaway 
No rearrest 
Narcotics 

Degree of Seriousness 

Mor e seriou s 
Same offense 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
More serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
More serious 
Less serious 
Same offense 
Less serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
More serious 
Same offense 
Same offens. 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 

I 

" 

r , 

,.'. 

t. " 

Non-Diverted N"'S 7' 

~Ra~c~e ______ ~I=n~i~t~al Offense 

Black 
Black. 
Black 
Black 

~".Whi:te 
'~rWhite 

White 
'Black 
Black 
Missing 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
White 
Black 
White 
White 
White 
Black 
lfuite 
Black 
White 
Missing 
White 
White 
White 
lfuite 
White 
Hispanic 
Black 
Hispanic 
lfuite 
Black 
White 
Black 
Hispanic 
Black 
Black 
White 
w1tite 
Black 
White 
White 
Missing 
Blacle:: 
Black 
Black 
Black 

, 
Shoplifting 
Disor~erly Conduct 
Burglary 
Weapons 
Disorderly Conduct 
Auto Theft 
Offense against Prop. 
Vagrancy /Loi,t / Truancy 
Battery 
Narcotics 
Auto Theft 
Weapons-carrying 
Battery 
Burglarv 
Theft 
Auto Theft 
Theft 
Theft 
Burglary 
Auto Theft 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Theft 
Auto Theft 
Burglary 
Theft 
Theft 
Theft 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Theft 
Narcotics 
Auto Theft 
Auto Theft 
Disorderly Conduct 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Battery 
Loitering 
Shoplifting 
Burglary 
Criminal Tres/Vandal 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Theft 
Burglary 
Narcotics 
Burglary 

Rearrest Offense 

Shoplifting 
No rearrest 
Robbery 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Att. Armed Robbery 
Burglary 
Missing data 
No rearrest 
Weapons-carrying 
No rearrest 
Miss'ing , data 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Runaway 
No rearrest 
Auto w/o Driv·.'Lic. 
No rearrest 
Rob'bery strong arm 
No rearrest 
Disorderly Conduct 
Theft 
Arson 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
Theft 
Narcotics 
Robbery - strong arm 
No rearrest 
Att. entry/lock vehicl 
No rearrest 
Disorderly Conduct 
No rearrest 
Narcotics 
Criminal Tres/Vandal 
No rearrest 
Disorderly Conduct 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Narcotics 
No rearrest 
Reck use of weapon 
Auto Theft 
No rearrest 

.',' ,. .' 

Degree .of Seriousness 

Same offense 
No rearrest 
More Serious 
No rearrest 
No' rearrest 

iNo rearrest 
No rearrest 
More serious 
More serious 

No rearrest 
Same offense 
No rearrest 

No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
Less serious 
Less serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Same offense 
No rearrest 
Same'offeuse 
Same offense 
More serious 
No rearrest 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
More serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious ,,11 

No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
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Initial Offense Rearrest Offense Degree of Seriou sn..2~ 

White . Disorderly Conduct 
Black Burglary 

No rearrest 
M:l 88mg da ta 
No rearrest Black • Theft, 

~ . 
White Cr±irc damag~ 
Whit e Burglary 

to property Crim Trespass/Vandalism 
No rearrest 

Black Arson Battery 
Disorderly,Conduct 

subst No rearrest . 
·~te ';'~" _. Tlua£t 

:'White Poss controlled 
\' 

Black Poss controlled subst No rearrest 
,Black Shoplift:ing 
Black Burglary 
White Forgery 
White Shoplifting 
White Theft 
Black Burglary 
Black Burglary 
Black Burglary 
Black Burglary 
Black Crim '!respass/Vandal' 
HisPanic Bur~lary 
Black Burglary 
Black Burglary 
Black Burglary 
Black Shoplifting 
BlaCK Burglary (attempted) 
White ThIaf t 
Black Burglary 
Wh:tte Disorderly Conduct 
Black Pass of marijuana 
Black Theft 
Black Shoplifting 
BlacR Batt t"..t' Y 
White Auto Theft/Op ~t/o Licen 
White Battery 
Black Burglary 
White 2nd degree Sex Assault 
White Receive Stolen Prop 
Black Disorderly Conduct 
White Theft 
Rispanic Burglary 
White Auto Theft 
Black Burglary 
Whi. te TO.ef t 
Black Burglary 
Black Bursla~ 
Black Shoplifting 
Black Auto Tneft 
Black Snoplifting 
Black Burglary 
Black Theft 
Black Burglary 
Black Disorderly Conduct 

Narcotis 
Theft 
No rearrest' 
Theft 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Burgla.ry 
Theft 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Shoplifting 
Burglary 
Theft 
No rearrest 
Narcotics 
Shoplifting 
No rearrest 
Battery 
Robbery 
Battery 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Runaway/Coded "other" 
Oost1:Uct:ing Officer 
Crim Trespass/Vandalisn 
No r.earrest 
Theft 
Op Auto' w/o Dr. License 
'No rearrest 
D1sorderlyConduct 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Disorderly Conduct 

No rearrest 

No rearrest 
Same (jff ense 
No rearrest 
,Hore serious 
'Less serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
l.ess serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Same offense 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Same offense 
Same off ense 
Same offense 
More seriou s 
Less serious 
Same offense 
No reanest 
Same offense 
More serious 
No rearre~t 
No rearrest 
tess serious 
More serious 
MOTe: Iserious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Same offense 
Hore serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
More serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest ' 
Less serious 
Less ser:tou s 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
No rearrest 

',No rearrest 
No reanest 
Same offense 

'I 
~ __ -------------_~~\. __ L-

, , 

Race 

Black 
White 
Black 
White 
Black 
Hispa.nic 
Black 

(,.mute 
;Black 
Wbite " 
Black' 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Blc'\cI<: 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
White 
White 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
White 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
iolh:1.te 
White 
Black 
Black 
Wl'lite 
Black 

. ' 
Initial Offense 

D,isorderly Conduct 
Theft 
Crim Trespass/Vandal 
Narcotics 
Shopl':r:f.t :inS 
Disorderly Conduct 
Burglary , 
Rece'ive Stolen Prop 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Shoplifting 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Auto Theft 
Burglary 
For~ery 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Auto Theft 
Auto ~ft 
Theft 
Burglary (attempted) 
Disorderly Conduct 
l'lleft 
Shoplift:1ng 
Crim Trespass/Vandal 
Disorderly Conduct 
Shoplift:1ng (attempted) 
Disorderly Conduct 
Offense against Prop 
Auto Theft 
Theft 
Burglary 
Auto Teeft 
Theft 
Burglary 
Shoplif ting 
Shoplifting 
Crim Trespass/Vandal 
Burglarry 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Burglar¥ 
Theft 
Pro stitut iOll 

Weapons - Carrying 
Tlieft 
B~rglary (attemptedl 
Tneft 
Burglary 
Burglary 
B~'t'glary 
Endangering Safety 

Rearrest Offense 

Battery 
Disorderly Conduct 
Burglary 
Narcotics 
Miss:inS da ta 
Theft 
No rearrest 
Auto Theft 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
Auto Theft 
No rea.rrest 
Shoplifting 
Burglary 
Shoplifting 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Receive Stolen Property 
Robbery 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Disorderly Conduct 
Battery 
Theft 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Robbery 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Disorderly Conduct 
Theft 
Vagra.ncy/Loiter/Truancy 
No rearrest 
Lisorderly Conduct 
Theft 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Burgla1:Y 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Burglary 
Op Auto w./o Dr, License 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 

Degree of Seriousness 

Hore. serious 
loess serious 
More serious 
Same offense 

More serious 
No rearrest 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Same offense 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
More serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
More seriou s 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Less seriou s 
~!or e ser iou s 
Same offense 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
More serious 
No rearrest 
~10 rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
Same offense 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
lfore serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
More serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
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Black 

Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Hispanic 
vnrl'l:e 
1Uack 
Black. ,. 
Black 
White 
Black 
Black 
White 
Black 
Black. 
Black 
Black 
Black 
White 
Black 
White. 
Black 
Blac~" 
Black 
Black 
Nat. Amer .. 
White 
White 
Blacl~ 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Bl.ack. 
Black 
Ri.spanic 
White 
Black 
White 
Wbite 
Black 
Black 
Black 
Nat, Amer .. 

White 
Black. 
Black 
White 

. Burgla:r:y . " 
Shoplifting 
Bu:r:g'lary 

.. The:ft· ,(~ttempted) 
Theft 
Wea.pon- Carrying 
Shopl:Lfting 
Theft 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Crim Trespass/Vandal 
Weapons - Carrying 
Crim Trespass/Vandal 
Burglary 
Crim Trespass/Vandal 
Weapons - Carrying 
Sbopl:tft:tng 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Theft \ 
Shop'!L:Lf t in.g 
Obstructing Officer 
Theft 
Auto Theft 
Theft 
Burglary 
Crfm Trespass/Vandal 
Auto Theft 
Liquor Laws 
Burglary 
i.J'eapons - Carrying 
Disorderly Conduct 
Auto Theft 
Weapons - Carrying 
Entry locked vehicle 
Fraud 
Endangering Safety 
Burglary 
Disor.derly Conduct 
Theft: 
Auto Theft 
Shoplifting 
Possess Marijuana 
Burglary 
Burglary 
Sbopl:i.fting 
Shoplifting 
Burglary 
Burglary 

Burglary 
Burglary 
Auto T.Iieft 
Burglary 

{No. rearrest; however is 
LUQW incarcerated adult 
No rearrest 
BurgJ,ary 
Robbery 
Theft 
Theft 
Auto theft' 
No rearrest 
Theft 
No rearrest 
Battery 
Theft 
No rearrest 
Disorderly Conduct 
No reauest 
Tbeft 
No rearrest 
·ieapons - Carry & Possess 
B'attery 
No reaI."l:'est 
Shoplifting 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Theft 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No. rearrest 
Runaway 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
Narcotics 
Burglary 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Snopl:lft:tng 
Sex Off anse - Non-Rape 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Theft 
Runa'(.,"3Y 
Obstructing Officer 
Missms Data 
No rearrest 
Shopl:tftlng 
No rearrest 
Tli.eft 

(Op motorcycle w/o proper 
Lheadgear; Weapons 
Disorderly Conduct 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 

No rearrest 

No rearrest 
Same off anse 
More serious 
Same offense 
More serious 
Less serious 
NQ rearrest 
Le.isaseriou s 
Nc.rearrest 
Mot'e serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
More serious 
No rearrest 
Less Serious 
Less seriou s 
No rearrest 
Same offense 
No rearrest 
No. rearrest 
No rearrest 
Same Offense 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
Same offense 
No rearrest 
More serious 
More serious 
No rearrest 
No rearr.est 
No rearrest 
Less serious 
Less serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
More serious 
Less serious 
More seriot1,s 

No rearrest 
Same off anse 
No rearrest 
Less seriou s 
Less serious 

Less serious 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
No rearrest 
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. Eace ;; Initial Offense - Rearrest'Ot:£ens'e .. T\;.. 

-~--~ __ ~'_'~~~&~r=e=e~o~f~S~e~r~i~o~u~s~n~e~s~s 
White . Theft 
HSipanic Theft I.", Rac • stolen' property Less serious 
Black . Burgi~rY Sexoffense-Non-rape .. ,Less 'serious 
Hispani..: Narcotics No rearrest ·No rearrest 
Hhite Theft . No rearrest No rearrest 
White Theft ' No reanest No'. rearrest 
Black Disord· 1 Con Shoplifting Same. offense e'1' Y ducc B 

<,..; Black The'ft ur.glary . .. More serious 
'.:~ Obstructing officer Le' 
~-----;;~, ________________________________ ~ __ ~~ ___ ~~~~:s:s:.~s:e:r:i:o:u:s~ ______ _ 
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TOTAL n CLIENTS 

Non-diverted 
Other (Rejections, voids, 

non-par ticipan ts) 

893 

71 

19 

TOTAL ANALYZED CLIENT PROl'ILES 803 

RACE 

~.white 181, 
Black 570 
Hispanic. 35 
Native American 12 
Other 
Unknown 

Toto1 n 

Male 
Female 

1 
1 

803 

687 (85.6%) 
116 (14.47.) 

TOTAL 0 803 

(22.9%) 
(71. 0%) 
( ',.',%) 
( 1. 5:t) 
( 0.1%) 
( O.lX)' 

I 

ALTERNATIVES FOR YOU Tn 

CLIENT PROFILE 

.'-

AGE 

12 years 
13 years 
14 years 
15 years 
16 years 
17 years 
18 year"l 

TOTAL n 

FAHILY TYPE 

41 <. 5.U) 
77 (9.6%) 

151 (18.8%) 
189 (23.5%) 
201 (25.0%) 
127 (15.8%) 

1'1 <. 2.17.) 

803 

Nuclear Family 
Single Parent Family 
Relative 
Guardian 
Friends 
Live Alone 
Unknown 

TOTAL 0 

Public Assistance 
Social Security 
Under $5,000 
$5,000 - $9,999 
$10,000 - $14,999 
$15,000 - $19,999 
$20,000 and over 
Unkno~1lI 

TOTAL n 

261 (32.5%) 
490 (61.0%) 

30 (3.7%) 
17 (2.1%) 

2 (0.2%) 
o <. 0.0%) 
3 (0.47.) 

803 

20 (2.57.) 
o (0.07.) 

151 (18.8%) 
299 (37.27.) 
126 (15.7%) 

69 (8.6%) 
51, (6. j'%) 
8/, (10.5%) 

803 

j' 
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FILE NUMBER 78-1668-q 

1 Resolution authorizing a Prime Contract between the Community Development 
2 Agency and the Community Relations - Social Development Co1J:l:!;li.ssion 
3 for fif~h year Community Development Program activity. 

If 
5 
6 
7 
8 

-Analysis-

': This resolution authorizes a contract agreement between the Community 
"Relat~ons - Social Develop~ent Commission and the Community Development 

Agency for implementation of fifth year Community Development Program 
proj ects 

Whereas, the Mayor and Common Council of the City of }tllwaukee have 
authorized the Community Development Agency to execute and implement the 
City of }tllwaukee's fifth year Community Development Program upo~ approval 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development and the availability of 
funds j.n Resolution File Number 78-1668 and 78-1668-a; and 

9 Whereas) the Application for fifth year Community Development Block 
10 Grant funds has been submitted to the Department of Housing and Urban 
11 Development and approval eA~ected before June 1, 1979; and 

12, . wnereas, said Application includes the following projects relative to 
13 the Community Relations - Social Development Commission: 

14 

15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

27 
28 
29 

30 
31 
32 
33 

Project Name 

(1) Alternatives for Youth Program 
(2) Braggs-Brooks Physical Fitness Center 
(3) Crime Prevention/Victim Assistance 
(4) Emmaus Community Center 
(5) Housing Social Services Delivery - lCDP 
(6) Housing Social Services Delivery Urban League 
(7) Kingsley Galena Center 
(8) Sojourner Truth House - Operations 
(9) Southside Community Physical Fitness Center 

(10) Winterization Program 
(11) Work Exchange, Inc. 
(12) Youth Development Center 

$ 

Amount 

65,250 
85,000 
65,850 
28,000 
35,000 
13,000 
29,590 

140,000 
90,700 
69,850 
57,00.0 
37,750; and 

IYhereas, Federal Community Development Block Grant funds in the amount 
of $716,990 w~ll be supplied to the City of }tllwaukee to support the cost 
of these projects; and 

Whereas, the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Milwaukee have set 
forth procedural guidelines to be followed by the appropriate City Officials 
in the handling of the Community Development Program in Resolution File 
Number 74-92-5v; now, therefore, be it 

,I,' 
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5 
6 

7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

, ,,"'t~' 

78-166S':"q 

Reisolved,by the Common Council of the City ofM1.lwaukee 
Commun tyDevelopment Agency is hereb h' that, the , 
with the; Community R~lations /_ SocialY D au\ on.zed to e~te: into ~n agreement 
.the fifth year Community De;elo ment Pr~ve opmen7 COIDmJ.sswn to J.mplement 
Scope of Services inPiime cont~act C797~~~~ proJec~s as delineated under 

<. ... File Number 78-1668-q; and. be it . , attac ed to and made part of 
..... l" ".,--. 
~~f 

F.urther Resolved, that the'City of M~l k ti f i ' . n . .!. ,wau ee agrees . on 0 ts reversJ.onary rights t th I 

'ScHedule "A" of 'd P . 0 . e personal. property 
saJ. rJ.me Contract; and, be it 

to suspend invoca
detailed ill 

Further Resolved that th . 
of funds and the signing of esetproJects be contingent on the availability 
Relations So' 1 n 1 a con ract agreement between the Community 

- cJ.a eve opment COmmission and the Community DevelopmE'"t Agency. 

.j)) 1[\ 

Community rr~velopmen t Agen~y'. ',: 
MFP/yk 
April .9,'1979 
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Community Development Agency 

;' 
May 6, 1980 

Mr. Donald Sykes, Executiye Director ' 
Community Relations - Social De'llelopment 

ComInis s iO.n , 
161 West Vlisconsin Avenue, Suite~ 7156 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53203 

Dear Mr. Sykes: 

: . 

" 

Wallace E, Burkee 
Director 

John H, Givens, III 
Auoclale O"~Cl0t 

• Edith Blackhali 
ASSOcIAte O"ector 

'This is to advise you that the Community Development Policy Committee which 
met on May 5, 1980, approved the extension of the Alternatives for Youth 
project (16-405-0700) to September 30, 1980. 

\ 
I 

If you have any questions regarding this please contact us. 

WEB: DO/ka 

cc: Anne Bahr, Comptrollers 
Edith Blackhall 
Earl Baywood 

S~inCerelY' II: 
w~J· '. 

\V 1 ace E. Bu~~e ) 
Director L./ 

" 

b&~ 
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