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of 184 youth comm1tted to the Department of Institutions and the criteria
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The major findings of an eight month survey of the characteristics

upon which Division of Youth Services d1agnost1c1ans base thelr place-

a

ment recommendatlons are as follows:

1. No diSparity was found among detention centers in their
- use of institutional-versus community placement.

2. The number of pr1or adJud1cat1ons of a youth was not signi-
flcantly re]ated to the placement decision.

3. Youth recommended for 1nst1tut1ona1 p]acement had more
' prlor out-of-home p]acements than did those recommended
for commun1ty p1acement a1though the difference was not
stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1cant

63

4. The majority of youth had been comm1tted for property crimes.
/ Those committed for cr1mes aga1nst persons were not ; o
~necessarily referred to 1nst1tut1ona1 p]acement

7.
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The I- Level class1f1cat10n of a yo th was a'significant
factor in the placement decision. . |

D1agnost1c1ans reported a w1de rarge of var1ab]es whlch

influenced the p]acement dec1s1on.

were cons1dered 1n the maJor1ty ‘of cases.

Two or more tr1ter1a

c

The overwhe]m1ng maJor1ty of p1acement dec131ons were

thought by dfagnost1c1ans to be appropriate. DYS diagnos-~

. ticians take many -factors into cons1derat1on when mak1ng a

"0,

[

p1acement decision.’

the “impact of prior 1ntervent1ons.

Nl

Among. the most often cited factors are
treatment needs offense or runaway h1story, I- Leve] and

There Was no- ev1dence

that d1agnost1c1ans felt 11m1ted in p1acement“opt1ons or that
commun1ty p]acement, it 1t was avaw]ab1e wou]d be more

approprlate than® inst1tut1ona1 p]acement for many comm1tted

youth
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In order to explore the criteria used by Division of Youth Services
(DYS) diagnosticians, when making placement dec1s1o%s for committed
youth, a survey was undertaken in September, 1980. Prior research
(K1hm, 1980) had suggested that such criteria were "vague," and that "at
least 50% of the ch11dren committed to DYS could be safely and effec-
t1ve]y treated 1n a wellestructured community setting " As suggested
by Kihm, the 11m1ted time frame ‘and the small number of cases (N=34) in

his research prec]uded definitive -conclusions. The present study was

-conducted to assess the va11d1ty of Kihm' s conclusions using a much

larger sample and a more -comprehensiye questionnaire The intent of
P :
this report is to address each of the conclus1ons in the Kihm report

Beg1nn1ng in September 1980, a questionnaire (Appendlx A) was
comp]eted by the d1agnost1c1an for every youth comm1tted after

September 21, 1980, for whom a p1acement dec1510n was made. Questionnaires

were completed for 184 committed youth before the end of data co]lect1on

in May,11981 Following are the resu]ts of ana]ys1s of those data.

Tab1e .1 indicates the number of youth o]aced from each detentlon

center and the p]acement decision.
- N N . : - \\j‘
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Theﬂdata 1nd1cate that 146 (79.3%) of youth were recommended for inst1tu-

t1ona1 p]acement wh11e 31 (16 8%) were recommended’to pa;d p]acement and

-5 (3. 8%) were p]aced at Fort Logan Menta] HeaTth Center or paro]ed These

f.gures are: comparab1e to those reported by K1hm The d1spar1ty among

o

:d1agnost1c centers in use of paid p]acement versus 1nst1tut1ons reported

)

TABLE I

Recommended Placement by Diagnostic Center

Placement

Detention : -

Center Institution Paid Placement Total
Adams' 10 (62.5%) 6 (37.58) 16 ( 9.0%)
" Arapahoe 'x\\ﬁ 8 (88.9%) 1 (1.1%) 9 ( 5.1%)

Gilliam 62 (88.6%) 8 (11.42) 70 (39.5%)

Jeffco 19 (82.6%) 4 (17.4%) 23 (13.0%)

PuebTo 32 (84.2%) 6 (15.8%) 38 (21.5%)

Zeb Pike 15 (71.4%) 6 (28.6%) 21 (11.92)

TOTAL 146 (79.3%) 31 (16.82)

177 (96.2%)!

1F1ve commitments (2. 7%

were paroled.

N
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) were ‘transferred to FLMHC and two (1.1%)
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"by' Kihm was not found wﬁen the presen't data were analyzed.

Among the committed youth, 19.5% had no prior adjudications.

No signi-
ficant differences were found among detention centers in their use

of the two placement alternatives (x*(5) = 8.32, p=.14).

TabTe 2 presents data relating to the number of ad3ud1ca.1ons prior

to the one resu]txng in commi tment for youth referred to 1nst1tut1ona1

and paid placement facilities. S,

---------------

Of,those‘

with fewer than two prior adjudications (58.0%);(56.7% were referred to

an ihstitﬁtionai placement and 64.3% to a paid placement. Results indi-

céted that the number of prior adjudications was not"signif{caot1y
re]ated to p]acement\reoﬂﬁmEZZat1ons A

Data presented 1n “Table 3 indicate that 64.9% of the comm1tted
youth had experienced at least onekout-of-home re§1dent1a1 placement
and that 40.4% had been in reSident;al placement two or more times.
Further aoalysis‘indicated thet nomber of prior;reeidential plaoements
was not d1rect1y related to the p]acement recommendat1ons a]though
higher percentages of those referred to pald p]acement had either no

prior p1acements (53 3%) or fewer than two such pIacements (80.0%).

- Data in Table 4 indicate’thet the majority oﬁxy@pthlreferred to
both inetitutions and'oaid’pTaCément‘were»charged with crimee.against
property (67 6%, 1nst1tut1ons 66.0%, pa1d p]acement) The fact of

being comm1tted for " cr1mes against persons d1d not un1form1y resu]t in

o

a recommendation for 1nst1tut1ona11zat1on as reported by‘K1hm 0? .
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TABLE 2

Placement by Number of Adjudications

Placement
Adjudications Institution Paid P]aoement ) Totall
No Prior ' x ‘
Adjudications 29 (20.6%) 4 (14,3%) 33 (19.5%)
Prior - = _
Adjudications 112 (79.4%) 24 (85 7% )= 136 (80.5%)
141 (100.07)

TOTAL

“28(]00.0%)

169 (100,0%)

" Fewer than 2 prior

Adjudications
B
- Two or More
Adjudications

N \‘
TOTAL

¢ {56.7% )y

=

N
61 (43.3%)

141 (100.0%)

18 (64.3%) 98 (58.0%)

S o ‘
10 (35,7%) 71 (42.0%)
28 (100.0%) 169 (100.0%)

”"Excludes those for whom the informati
oaro]ed direct]y or referred to FLMHC,

Q

<

ion was unavaw]ab]e or who were
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; were, 1n decreas1ng order of frequency, offense or runaway h1story, I- Level

those referred to paid,p1acement: 10.0% had been committed for a

person offenSe.,fAnalyses indicated that type of commitment. offense

- was not Systematieally reiated to placement decisions.

‘Table.5 presents data on the I-Level classification of youth

referred either to an institution or tokpaid p1acement., The majority

of youth‘(55 4%) were classified I,Cfm.. Re]ative1y more youth (67.7%)

referred to paid p1acement were Cfm than were those referred to insti-

\tut1ons (52 7%).  Unile 1nst1tut10na1 referra1s covered the full range

'of I Level subtypes only I3Cfm, 14 unclassified, and I4Nx youth were

urecommended to paid placement. This ev1dence that I-Level is a factor

in the d1agnost1c1ans placement decision is supported both stat1st1ca11y
(x? (6) = 16.63, p< 01) and by the fact that I-Level was specifically -

nent1oned by d1agno$t1c1ans as a placement criteiria in 27. ]% of the cases.

- W e e g e e W e o m e wm w

- Insert Tab]e 5 about here- i

In the present survey, d1agnost1c1ans were asked to indicate spec1-

f1ca11y what cr1ter1a were used in making their placement dec1s1on In

only. three cases (1 6%) were no criteria ment1oned Two -or more criteria

o

were c1ted in 77% of the cases. Table 6 presents those reasons for

placement wh1ch were ment1oned the number of youth for whom the criterion

" was app11cable, and the percentage that number renresented of the 146 .

1nst1tut1ona] or 31 paid p1acement referrals. The most frequently c1ted
pchement cr1ter1on for all youth was specificvtreatment needs. Treatment .

needs were mentioned %or 49.2% ofkthese;youth Other criteria ment1oned

pr1or 1ntervent1ons and needs for structure. For pa1d p]acement youth

TABLE 3 ” oy, | }, 1
Recommended Placement ‘ ' :j
By Number of Prior Residential Placements ‘\ R
# L . DYS Placement
f Prior Resi- ‘ e ; |

' gentga]‘PTacements Institutions Paid Placement Total! - % :

No Placements 44 (31.2%) 16 (53.3%) . 60 (35.1%) .
. : ) i ‘ »_;
More § I i
Onengcements, . 97 (68.8%) 14 (46.7%) © 117 (64.9%) 5
ToTAL 141(100.0%)  30(100.0%) 171 (100.0%)

" o S : @ l ]
acoments 78 (55.3%) 24 (80.0%) 102 (59.6%) R R
Tw31§2e$§;§s _ 63 (44.7%) 6 (20.0%) 69 (40.4%) Q?
TOTAL 141 (100.0%) 30(10930%) , J71(100.0%) £

B Excluding those for whom the 1nformat1on was unava11ab1e and those ) h;?
d1rect1y paroled or referred to FLMHL :
. ) !
¢ Y f
¥ o
TS o ; £
. S . ; N D
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IS A | ' ~ TABLE 5
. ” Recommended Placement by I-Leve]

- TABLE 4
Placement

Recommended Placement by CommitmentVOffenses,1 _
» I-Leve1 , —_Institutions  Paid Placement Total

| P]acement

| e LT | = D I3 _ o204 - 2 ( 1.1%)
Type of Offense _Institutions  Paid Placement __Total ‘ g -

‘ e | | Iy gy (s2gm) 21 (67.7% 98 (55.
Person C33(15.3%) 5 (10.08) 38 (14.3%) e B AP - IR (677 N

CProperty . 146 (67.6%) 33 (66.08) 179 (67.3%) N B e o o PR - 7 (40%)
Other 2 37.(17%) 12 (24.0%) 49 (18.4%) | AR o Lgcta : 12 (829 - 12 ( 6.8%)

TotAL . 216(100.02)  50(100.0%) 266 (100.0%) o B cA— e 2L dte.m * L 2.)
» I, Na T L LTS

A

! Includes ali offenses reported inhconnection with the present Commitment. : ) \ , A
' ' ‘ ' ‘ N Iy Nx : 25 (17.19) 7 (22.6%) 32 (18.1%)

$ 146(100.02)  '31(100.08) 177 (100.0%)
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only, the prior 1ntervent1on history of the Juven11e was the most :
frequently mentioned factor in the placement dec1s1on For insti-
tutional referrals, the two most often c1ted factors were treatment
needs and offense/runaway history.

These results indicate that d1agnost1c1ans consider a wide

variety of factors before making a p]acement dec151on.

A mejor issue js the proportion of committed youth for whom ineti-
tutional placement is recommended. The Kihm report suggests, based on
prior research and interviews with DYS diagnosticians, that at leastV
50% of committed youth Could be effective]y placed in community-based

programs The statement was a1so made that when not enough conmunltv

'beds were . ava1]ab1e or the "best" group home was full, a youth might be

sent to an 1nst1tut1on by default. It 1s~beyond the scope of this
report to evaluate the effect1veness of community-based programs. The -
opinions of DYS d1agnost1c1ans were, however, d1rect]y addressed as was
any d1spar1ty between what a diagnostician recommended and where the

'youth was actually placed. : ' . \\&”y

" Actual p]acement ot youth was in agreement with recommended place—

ment for 95.5% of the cases. Only one youth was recommended to communyﬁy

placement but, in fact,- p]aced at GGYC The'other cases represented a
youth be1ng referred to one 1nst1tut1ona1 un1t but p1aced 1n another

u'It would appear that d1agnost1c1ans recommenddt1ons are be1ng very

closely. followed.

In response to the question Would another type of placement (e.g.,

community alternative)_be:more aopropriate'if‘such were'available?",

L

&

TABLE 6

Placement Criteria Reported by Diagnosticians

Number of Cases

P]aoement
Criterion Institutions Paid Placement Total
I-Level 48 (32.9%) -- 48 (27.1%)
Age 17 9 ( 6.22) 1(3.24) 10 ( 5.6%)
Educational Needs 22 (15.1%) 8 (25.8%) 30 (16.9%)
Need for Structure 39 (26.7%) 3(9.72) 42 (23.7%)
Treatment Needs 76 (52.1%) 11 (35.5%) 87 (49.2%)
Offense or : 8
Runaway History 50 (34.2%) 10 (32.3%) 60 (33.9%)
Danger to Community 15 (10.3%) - 15 ( 8.5%)
Emot1ona1 Needs- 35 (24.0%) 2 ( 6.5%) 37 (20.9%)
Vocational Needs 8 ( 5.5%) 9 (29.09) 17 ( 9.6%)
Pr1\r Intervent1one 27 (18.5%) 17 (54.8%) 44 (24 9%)
Hea]th Needs % | 4 ( 2.7%) - 4 ( 2.3%)
Temporary Placement 1(0.7%) -- 1( 0.6%)
~ Other! '; 18 (12.33) . 11 (35.5%) 29 (16.4%)
TOTAL CASES - 146 31 177

The "other" tategory consists of spe
cific or1ter1a,
ticians, which did not fall clearly into any of the

10

defined by diagnos-
other categories.

LR
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diagnosticians replied "no" for 89.5%“of the cases for whom an insti-

tutional placement had been recommended.

Diagnosticians clearly do not feel that many committed youth are
being p1a¢éd in an institutional setting because of lack of available o

community. placements. Indeed, they report that the institutional

—i

’ X . o
placement, where made, is appropriate for/kne vas

t masar
5N

N

nosed youth. ) ‘ ‘\

ity of diag-

In conclusion, it appears that DYS| diagnosticians cowsider many
facets of the information available on a\youth whengmaking a placement
decision and, in the overwhelming majorify of cases, fe;ﬁ that the

y VA

. . . 4 P

placement recommendation is appropriatz for that-youth.
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, . Child abuse victim
DIVISION OF YOUTH SERVICES _Chronic runaway
~ YOUTH PLACEMENT SURVEY Seveye emotiona?/behavioral disabilities
Other (please specify) &
‘ 8. Commitment status:
(Diagnostic Center) dg h ~ .
' ’ Nonmandatory o 1
- ‘ \
(Diagnostician) . Mandatory - repeat \ﬁ
: I , Mandatofy - violent :
(Date of Placement Decision) i =
: 9. Sentencing: :
. : ; ‘ —_Indeterminate , o ‘(4x\\ ‘ @
Instructions : | " — o ( ) (¢
: R , . , . _Determinate (length of sentence . P
Please complete this form for all youth committed to DYS for whom a place- I .\ ; _ , = s “
ment decision is made. On the 15th and 30th of each month, please send 10.  List all previous DYS commitments: ‘
completed forms to Carol Garrett or Melody Moore, Planning and Evaluation : , T . . Placement from Detention .
Unit, Division of Youth Services, 4255 S. Knox Court, Denver, €O 80236. | Date” Commitment Offense (facility and cottage) f
If you have any questions, please contact Carol Garrett or Melody Moore ' : ) , :
at (303) 761-3707. o a) J . R ;
: o ~ Month =~ Day Year ‘ ;
1. Name of youth : B . ;
. DOB Ethnicity b) , N ;
. | \ | .“Month ~ Day Year ;
2. Committing county ‘ ‘ S g
il c) / /- ;
3. County of juvenile's residence “Month™  Day Year ;
4.7 Date of current commitment /oo : d) oy ?.
. ‘ : , | Month Day Year ' ' ‘Month  Day. _Ygar N :
5. Current commitment offense_ | | ) ’ 1. 'Mpsf serious offense committed by youth é‘
aJ Charge on petition_ _ 12. List all prior adjudications. For each adjudication, show all offenses j
P A L . (after plea bargaining) for which Juvenile was found guilty by the )
| b)¢was,chargevmod1f1edﬂ Yes Juvenile court. - Also, list the final disposition for each adjudica- {
. e A T e T ,tlon, ‘If the final disposition;was placement out of home, list the ‘
';C),Adaudjcated,charge v o specific placement and agency (i.e., Brockhurst Group Home, 0ss).
6. -I-Level classification ;  | a) Offense(s) | " B
' e . S gl s i SR SR - T s B : s
7. Check other outstanding diagnostic features: : b Date of adjudicition. . .,
S ) ' o . e ‘ ‘. Month  Day = Year
‘ Suicidal ‘ & S o e ]
, Ry e o o “ | Disposition_ :
,pangerous/assaultive - . i ~ (oo
» SubStan;é abusef : ’ ' )
| *User‘bf pSychbtropic;mgdiéations ‘ o i |
' o ' k , B 14 e
. ] 3 . ;!)l - “ | L} . }
N ! y S




!
| . - :"/) - "
L {
! A e - c). Placement
N e b) “ Offense(s) - '
) o = - ‘ Date /
¢ Date of adjudication A A Month ~ Day Year
: ‘ Month Day Year . o
: e . . Agency
| - Disposition ; -
: A Length of stay
j c) Offense(s) .
BT st ‘ Placement upon termination
o = Date of adjudication / / n .
; ’ Month — Day ~ Year ° d) Placement .
Disposition . ° Date /
| ' , ‘ B . Month Day Year
d) Offense(s) - )
’ e Agency- ©
Date of adjudication™ /I 1 G '
/%7 ‘ Month Day Year Length of stay
/ . ) o
.\/97§position Placement upon termination
e?é Offense(s) e) Placement
Date of adjudication -/ -/ Date / /
: Month Day Year Month Day Year
. Disposition LD N Agency
: (use back for additiona] space) > Length of stay
; ) N - X, B ) S i ) ’ i
2 13. List all prior out-of-home: placements including ptacements with friends/ Placement upon termination
: relatives.” Indicate agency jurisdiction.(if applicable), date of place- o :
2 ment, length of stay, and placement upon termination. ‘ . (use back for additional space)
R a) Placement ' « . ~14.  Has_the youth. previously received an
i ’ ' ’ ’ _outpatient mental health services,
- . Date /] "] - services,-diversion services)? If so, please indic
e o Month  Day Year tion, name, and nature of the intervention.
& - Agency a) Date / [
Ca . : - : " Month - Day Year 4
7 Length of ‘stay b égﬁﬁm 5 o o o 8
@f' | ; ; | 5 . ~ Duration
¢ Placement ‘upon ‘termination : B :
: ‘ P ‘ 0 Name of program '
b)  Placement; s ~ ¥ ' L ‘
T \ ¢ L » . Nature of program . o
. Month. " Day Year . . e . b) Date -/ AP
‘ o : R s ~ Month Day =~ Year
’ . Agency - R : :
‘ - L - T e Duration
Length of stay Lo o L
,0 L ' . i ; P IR AR lame of program
: Placement upon termination 8" R AR ' .
RRRI : . N <\ L Nature of program ~
15 " o & et o 0 ])\5
“a ) * 5 L : :
o d - B S T T " B T L TN S S T SRR K

e

y nonresidential intervention (i.e.,
'school counseling, drug treatment

ate the date(s), dura-
. (fi’/ ) :

o
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15.

6.

17.

C)

e e s e S © e . ) oL ee T STl R A s e AT IR AL T A o b e

Date / /
Month Day

Year

Duration

Name of program

Nature of program

(use back for additioﬁal space)

Indicate your recommended placement decision for the current commitment.
Please indicate facility (cottage if applicable).

Placement decision

On. what crﬁteria did you basé your plécement decision?

WOuld another type of plazement (e.g., community alternative) be more
appropriate if such were available?  If so, please indicate what place-
ment(s) you wou1d recogmend and why ‘
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