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Foreword

The Institutional Services Division is part of the Office of Children

and Youth Services, within the Michigan Department of Social Services.

Youth in care are delinquent wards of the State of Michigan.

The Institutional Services Division 1is responsible for the vperation
of nine residential care and rehabilitation centers for children who
are between the ages of 12 and 17 at the time of admittance. (In
addition, the Division has administrative responsibility for the
first state-operated regional detention center in Flint, This
center provides short-term care and diagnostic services.)

The following report is the eleventh in a series of studies which
integrate the Institutional Services Division's evaluation program
and its management objectives. Reports are semi-annual (July and

January). .Division managers renegotiate objectives and evaluation
procedures annually,

The Appéndix contéins statistical support studies.

Jahuary, 1981
Lansing, Michigan
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0BJECTIVES

Self-Concept, Personal Responsibility

and Socialization

A.

Increase youths' feelings of
self-worth.

Increase youths' belief that
they can influence their
future life events.

Decrease youths' identification
with delinquent values and
attitudes.

Survival Skills

A.

(1) For youth who enter Division
programs at or above the 5.0
grade level, increase educa-
tional performance by (a) 1.5
grade levels per year in the
secure institutions, (b) 3.2
grade levels per year in Camps,
and (c) 1.2 grade levels per
year at Arbor Heights.

(2) For youth who enter Division pro-
grams at or below 4.9 grade level,
increase educational performance
by (a ) 1.2 grade levels per year
in the secure institutions, (b)
2.3 grade Tevels in Camps, and
(c) 1.0 grade Tevels per year
at Arbor Heights.

(3) Increase the percentage of

students who are released
above 5.0 grade level who
had pre-tested at 4.9 or below.

Provide General Educational
Development (G.E.D.) services
to a1l students declared eligi-
ble as part of the individual
education plan.

Objectives

MEASUREMENTS -

Self-esteem scale of the Youth
Opinion Poll.

Locus of Reinforcement Scale
of the Youth Opinion Poll.

Delinquent value scales of the
Youth Opinion Poll.

(1) Educational transcripts
recording pre-and post
academic Tevels.

(2) Educational transcripts
recording pre and post
academic levels.

(3) Educational transcripts
recording pre and post
~academic levels.

B}

Records at release will note
date student is declared eli-
gible or 1ne11g1b1e and date
of completion or partial
completion.

R
*Each residential _center will declare as part of its management plans for

1980-81 specific objectives in each of these areas.

O

LR

-

for 1980-1981

- OBJECTIVES

€. Provide driver education
instruction to all students,
unless declared ineligible
as part of the individual
education plan, and achieve
a 70% completion rate of
those e11g1b1e

D. Monitor the process of de~-
claring appropriate youth
as educationally handicapped.
Establish baseline for num-
ber of youth screened, re-
ferred, and conferenced in
an EPPC at each Center,

TII. Protection of Youth, Staff, and
Community from Harm:

A. Monitor the number of as-
saultive events on youth
and staff which require
first aid procedure or
medical attention.

B. (1) Maintain the number of

youth on the outstand-

ing truancy roster &b no

more than 10% of the
resident population at
any one point in time.

(2) Reduce the incidence of

on-campus and off-campus

sdccessful truancies in
the secure institutional

programs to no more than

14% of residents during
any six-month period.

(3) Increase the percentage

of youth returned from a

truancy attempt within
six hours to 40%.

MEASUREMENTS

Records at release will record
date student is declared eligi-
ble or ineligible, date: -enrolled
and date of completion.

For the first and second half
of each calendar year, Centers
will report:

(a.) Number of youth enter-
ing; (b.) number of
youth screened for an
EPPC; (c.) number of
youth referred for an
EPPC conference; and
(d.) number of youth
successfully conferenced
within 25 days.

As documented by the Unusual
Incident Reports.

(1) Monthly population reports.

(2) Monthly truancy reports.

(3) Monthly truancy reports.

&
W
S

©




BJECTIVES (continued)

G¢. Monitor the number of felonies
comnitted by youth while on
truancy status; study the number
of law violations attributed to
truants within a twenty mile

§ radfus of all Division resi-

4 dential Centers.

IV. Length of Stay:

Release 67% (two-thirds) of youth
; in secure institutions within 11
g months of admission to the Center;
release 90% of youth in rehabili-
tation camps within 7 months of
their admission.

V. Outcome Measures:

; A. Increase *he percentage of youth
P who are enrolled in school, are
i in special training, or who are
o employed three months after re-
{ d lease to (1.) 56% for youth re-
{ i leased in the Jan. - June period;
: and (2.) 60% for youth released
in the July - Dec. period.

B. Increase the number of E.P.P.C.-
declared youth who are receiving

o special education services in the

: community three months after re-
: lease.

o C. Decrease the percentage of youth
: arrested within three months of
release from the Center.

D. Accomplish planned completion
percentages of (1.) 85% for
youth in secure institutions;
and (2.) 75% for youth in
Camps and Arbor Heights.

Ly > N - S T A S T

MEASUREMENTS (continued)

€. Truancy return report forms.

Length of stay computations from
Data Center by 0-3, 4-7, 8-11 and
over 11 month categories.

A. Job/school outcome.scale of
Community Care Telephone
Questionnaire.

B. Community Care Telephone
Questionnaire.

C. Outcome Scale of the Community
Care Telephone Questionnaire.

-D. Weekly Population Information

Reports.

E e

Youth Opinion Poll
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YOUTH OPINION POLL

Assessing Attitudes and Values:

The Youth Opinion Poll is a 120-item test of attitues and values. Items
are true/false. The Y.0.P. is administered to all youth at intake and
release.

The Poll is administered by audiotape, so that results are independent of
reading ability. This procedure is considered essential, given the read-
ing levels of many youth.

The Poll yields a change score on three value scales presumed important to
the successful treatment of preblem youth -- namely self-esteem, personal
responsibility, and delinquent values and attitudes.

.In 1979 the Poll was shortened from 240 to 120 items, to reduce testing

time and facilitate machine scoring. Self-esteem and personal responsi-
bility scale scores are still comparable to previous scores; delinquency
scores have a new baseline, since the scale has been shortened from 100
to 43 jtems. To permit continued comparison with previous scores, ob-
tained scores on the shortened delinquency scale are expanded by a-.43:100
ratio in the reporting.

Problems with Validity:

Research indicates that the Youth Opinion Poll scales display little or no
relationship to youth arrest outcomes. In 1978 an item-analysis was com-
pleted on the Y.0.P. test items, to determine if it were possible to derive
a scale of items that did relate to arrest outcomes of youth. The number
of items that proved predic¢tive of arrest was found to be little more than
what might have been expected by chance alone.

Desirable changes in attitude and values are still valuable as process
or program objectives, however, even though the gains may have no pre-
dictive value in youth rehabilitation. The Y.0.P. serves to keep a
healthy program focus on attitude/value dimensions felt to be of im-
portance in the care of delinquent youth.

Summary of Major Findings:

1. Youth display striking and predictable changes in desired directions
on attitude/value scales during the course of their stay in Institu-
tional Services Division programs. Scores on Self-Esteem and Locus
of Responsibility go up; scores on Delinquent attitudes and values
drop.

2. At the same time, personality test scores have little or no relation-
ship to arrest outcomes.

Pt pag Hank




8 YOUTH OPINION POLL
Objective: Increase youths' feelings of self-worth.
Measurement: Self-Esteem Scale of the Youth Opinion Poll.
SELF-ESTEEM SCORES*
BASELINE 74/75 1/79 - 6/79

Pre Post . Change Pre Post Change
Sequoyah 29.7 38.1 +8.4 35.0 39.4 +4.4%
Olympic 39.9 37.7 +6.8 31.7 39:0 +7.3
Summit 31.1 37.6 +6.5 31.8 41.7 +9.9
ATS (M) 34.3 40.2 +5.9 33.4 39.9 +6.5
ATS (F) 30.6 39.7 +9.1 30.6 38.4 +7.8
G.0.C. 31.4 35.4 +4.0 33.0 39.1 +6.1%
Nokomis 29.5 32.7 +3.2 30.8 35.4 +4.6
Shawono 29.5 32.7 +3.2 31.4 36.9 +5.5
I.T.P. 30.1 | 33.6 +3.5% 29.8 32.2 +2.4%
A.H.C. NA NA NA 33.3 31.0 -2.3%

7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80

Pre Post Change Pre Post - Change
Sequoyah 34.3 39.2 +4.9 33.1 36.7 +3.6
Olympic 33.1 40.8 +7.7 36.1 41.6 +5.5
Summit 31.9 40.4 +8.5 31.4 41.8 +10.4
ATS(M) 33.8 33.8 +5.0 33.6 38.9 +5.3
ATS (F) 30.9 41.3 +10.4 29.3 40.8 +11.5
G.0.C. 31.5 38.4 +6.9 31.5 39.5 +8.0
Nokomis 32.9 .35.9 +3.0 31.6 36.2 +4, 6%
Shawono 32.2 36.4 +4.2 30.6 34.9 +4.3
I.T.P. 28.0 37.2 +9.2 26.6 32.2 +5,6%
A.H.C. 24.0 35.0 +9., 0% 28.7 31.9 +3,2%

* A1l change scores are significant at or

beyond .05 Tevel unless indicated

with an asterisk. If the number of youth observed in a program is small,

even a sizable change may not prove statistically signifi !
7/75 - 12/78 available in previous reports. Y stgniricant. Data for

AT TR A 8 L e i e

)

ﬁ B

S

3

YOUTH OPINION POLL (continued)

Increase youths' belief that they can influence their future

Objective:
1ife events.

Measurement: Locus of Responsibility Scale of the Youth Opinion Poll.
| LOCUS OF RESPONSIBILITY SCORES*
~ BASELINE 74/75 1/79 - 6/79

Pre Post Change Pre Post Change
Sequoyah | 13.3 15.5 +2.2 13.9 15.4 +1.5%
Olympic 13.2 14.8 +1.6 14.1 15.7 +1.6
Summit -13.0 15.0 +2.0 13.0 16.2 +3.2
ATS (M) 14,1 14.9 +0.8% 13.0 15.2 +2.2
ATS (F) - 13.6 15.8 +2.2 13.8 15.0 +1.2
G.0.C. 13.6 14.8 +1.2 13.0 14.8 +1.8%
Nokomis 13.7 - 14.8 +1.1 14.2 15.1 +0.9*
Shawono 13.7 14.8 +1.1 14.2 15.2 +1.0%
I.T.P. 13,5 14.6 +1.1% 10.5 - 10.2 -0, 3%
A.H.C. NA NA NA 11.0 14.0 +3.0%

7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80

Pre Post . Change Pre Post Change
Sequoyah 14.3 16.0 +1.7 13.5 15.4 +1.9
Olympic 14.3 16.0 +1.7 14.1 15.9 - +1.8
Summit - 13.4 - 16.4 +3.0 14.0 16.2 +2.2
ATS (M) 13.7 15,5 +2.8 14.2 15.5 +1.3%
ATS (F) - 14.5 16.5 +2.0 13.5 15.8 +2.3
G.0.C. 13.5 15.8 +2.3 14.3 16.9 ‘ +2.6
Nokomis 14.3 15.0 +0.,7% 13.9 15.9 +2.0
Shawono 13.7 - 15.1 +1.4 13.8 14.9 +1.1%
I.T.P. 10.9 12.9 +2,0% 13.7 14.0 +0.3*
A.H.C. 17.0 15.0 -2.0% 13.0 14,2 +1,2%

* .A11 change scores are significant at or beyond .05 level unless jndicated
with an asterisk. If the number of youth observed in a program is small, .
even a sizable change may not prove statistically significant. Data for
7/75 - 12/78 available in previous reports.
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10
Youth Opinion Pol1 (continued)

Objective: Tn decrease youths' identification with delinquent values and s
- attitudes. ‘ﬁj
Measurement: Delinquent value scales of the Youth Opinion Poll.

DELINQUENT VALUES*
(7/79-12/79 and 1/80-6/80 data prorated for comparison with earlier periods)

‘ BASELINE 74/75 1/79 - 6/79
Pre Post Change Rre Post Change
Sequoyah | 43.2 32.2 -11.0 35.2 29.1 - Bal*
0lympic 42.3 31.1 -11.2 39.1 28.1 . -10.6
Summit 45.0 33.3 -11.7 42.2 24.2 -18.0 .
ATS (M) 40.1 31.8 - 8.3 37.2 28.4 - 8.8
. ATS (F) 38.4 25.4 -13.0 41.6 27.6 -14.0
~ G.0.C. 41.3 36.0 - 5.3 37.8 34.1 - 3.7%
.| Nokomis | 40.9 37.4 - 3.5 39.0 35.1 - 3.9
| Shawono | 40.9 37.4 - 3.5 39.8 33.9 - 5.9
I.T.P. 43.9 33.9 -10.0 49.8 50.2 + 0.4% ]
A.H.C. NA “NA NA 40.0 36.7 - 3.3* )
7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80
Pre Post Change Pre Post Change
Sequoyah 36.3 26.3 ~10.0 . 38.4 29.0 -~ 9.4
Olympic 39.8 24.6 -15.2 38.5 29.6 - 8.9
Summit 41.5 24.5 -17.0 41.1 22.8 -18.3
ATS (M) 36.5 28.1 - 8.4 38.9 29,2 - 9.7
ATS (F) 37.2 20.0 -17.2 38.0 24,0 -14.0
| 6.0.C. 36.8 30.0 - 6.8 42.3 32.0 -10.3
| Nokomis | 35.8 36.2 - 0.4% || 40.2 35.4 - 4.8%
| Shawono | 42.4 39.3 - 3.1% || 40.3 37.4 - 2.9%
L LT.P. 53.0 36.1 -16.9 55,7 45.5 -10. 2%
AH.C. 49.0 28.0 -21.0% 44.1 42.9 = - 1.2*

* A11 change scores are significant at or beyond .05 level unless indicated
with an asterisk. If the number of youth observed in a program is small, -
even a sizable change may not prove statistically significant. Data for iff)
; 7/75 - 12/78 available in previous reports. ~
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EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT

Measuring Achievement:

Throughout the Institutional Services Division educational achievement
is assessed through pre and post administration of the Stanford
Achievement Test.

Development of a Comparison Index:

In order to compare educational progress in programs with different
lengths of stay, an Index of Educational Achievement has been developed.
For each program, this index is determined by the formula:
Average Gain in Grade Level
Average Length of Stay (in days)
Separate Educational Goals:

X 365

Educational goals are now stated separately for youth who enter insti-
tutional programs above or below fifth grade level. Separate goals per-
mit closer analysis of educational delivery to those youth who arrive
with serious academic deficiencies.

A major effort is now underway to provide eligibility determinations
where appraopriate for youth in institutions who are eligible for
special services as educationally handicapped.

Summary of Major Findings:

1. There is a statistically significant relationahip between educa-
tional achievement level at release and arrest outcomes of youth.
The higher the academic ievel at release, the Tower the rearrest
probability.

2. The institutional centers achieve high rates of educational services
delivery with academically disadvantaged youth. 1In community school
programs, these youth have progressed only about .5 grade levels per
year; while in institutional care they progress at nearly three times
this rate (1.5 grade levels per year in program). .

3. The average gain (alil Division programs) for youth who enter at low
academic levels is 1.2 grade levels per year in program. The average
gain for youth entering at the fifth grade level or above is 1.6

/;grade levels per year.

Precedmg page hiank
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EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT (continued) .
Objective: Increase educatioral performance level of youth who enter
Division programs at or above the 5.0 grade level by (a) |
1.5 grade levels per year in the secure institutions; (b) (“» | 15
3.2 grade levels per year in Camps; and (c) 1.2 grade levels o
per year at Arbor Heights.
Measurement: Stanford Achievement Test educational achievement gains. r_‘“———n~‘h-_‘——‘“—*‘*_“—“‘7;“"““““‘*‘-—-—-_*~__~‘_*“_*_______*_~_~__~*-_ﬁ_
' Youth Relesaaq Sy EVEMENT |
- 9 “
EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT _ Avg. Le '
- 19 ; , . vel =
Youth Released 7/78 ~ 12/78 ff Center N at Entry ngée%gggg Gvg. Avg. LOS éggg;t?&nal
Index of 31N in Days ;
; Avg. Level | Avg. Level | Avg. Avg. LOS| Educational Tympic 43 6.95 8.42 ad Achievement
Center N= at Entry | at Release | Gain in Days| Achievement : gummit 33 3.06 9:29 %'g; 355 1.51 yrs
Sequoyah 31 7.49 9.05 1.56 321 1.77 yrs. }4 H,—T: (g? 16 8 o 9.49 151 ggg 1.44 yps
Olympic 2] 7.84 9.25 1.41 348 1.48 yrs. oo M 11 7.02 9.45 1.40 27, 1.44 yys
Summi t 30 8.08 9.50 1.42 345 1.50 yrs. { LT p 18 7.35 8.36 1.34 373 1.86 yrs
A.T.S. (M) 19 7.62 8.82 1.20 221 1.98 yrs. SUBTOTAL 799 8.87 1.52 375 1.31 yrs
A.T.S. (F) 25 7.25 8.40 1.15 355 1.18 yrs. cUre Preasoe= 8.17 0.20  1gp 1.49 yrs
cI;(T)c 1? 83% 10.33 :12.02 ggg Has yrs. ok rograms) 159 7.68 9.02 ‘ 0.41 yrs
. nPo 6. ﬁ?. 0 000 vt ol 0 Omis . T— .__“__ .
SUBTOTAL (Se- o yre Shawono o 8.07 10. 03 L34 329 1.49 yrs.
cure Programs}142 .77 9.20 1.43 329 1.59 yrs, ) A-H.C. 0 8.11 8.67 3592 168 4.26 yys
Nokomis 21 7.69 9.67 1.98 177 | 4.08 yrs. TOTAL (A7 ) =" -- 209 0.98 yrs.
Shawono 19 7.39 8.84 1.45 213 2.48 yrs. Div. Programs) 29 --
A.H.C. 4 7.15 8.02 0.87 429 0.74 yrs. - | ™) === 7.79
TOTAL (AT () e _
Div. Programs) {186 J 9.19 1.48 302 1.79 yrs. ~ f ‘ B v———
EDUCATIONAL ACHI
EVEMENT
EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT e lensed /80 - &80
- Avg.
Touth Released 1/79 - §/79 Index of i Lenter N= gg E#§¥e1 ngé %eve1 Avg. Avg. LoS égdex of
Avg. Level |Avg. Level |Avg. Avg. LOS | Educational Sequoyah 2 £83se  Gain__ip Days Acﬁ?§§§°"a7
Center N= at Entry |at release |Gain in Days | Achievement ‘ O1ympic 23 7.12 9.05 193 cvement
Sequoyah 39 7.76 9.26 1.50 360 1.52 yrs. Ef‘%"‘s’t " 41 ;’gg 9.17 1.4] 3%1 1.94 yps,
Otympic 48 7.55 8.94 1.39 314 1.62 yrs. AT e ) 24 7 9.42 1.42 1.86 yrs.
T.S. (F) 77 348
Sumit 39 7.60 8.96 1.36 336 1.48 yrs, | 6.0 C 16 8.92 9.08 131 21 1.49 yrs,
AT.S. sm; 20 7.13 9.09 1.96 314 2.28 yrs. | TP 22 7.3 10.47 1.55 394 1.98 yrs
A.T.S. (F 25 7.44 8.95 1.51 404 1.36 yrs. ] SUBTOT 4 6.69 8.39 1.05 353 1.44 yrs
6.0.C. 25 8.04 9.09 1.03 405 0.93 yrs. | cure PﬁL (Se- 8.24 1.55 345 1.09 yrs
I.T.P, 3 6.53 6.87 .34 224 0.55 yrs. ; Voo ograms) 164 7,72 0.2 1.64 yrs
- SUBTOTAL (Se- f S§k0m1s 25 ;—-- -2.20 1.46 328 1.6 |
cure Programs }199 1.59 92.01 1.42 349 1.49 yrs. { A Swono 20 7'?3 8.99 1.54 I-- 2:02 yrs, ]
Nokomis 2 7.79 9.53 1.74 166 3.83 yrs. f-: -A.C. 7 e 7.61 3 50 3.49 yrs |
Shawono 19 7.47 9.01 1.54 189 2.97 yrs. _; TOTAL (A1 7.13 47 457 78 yrs
A.H.C. 2 7.83 8.66 0.83 319 0.95 yrs. b Div. Programs) 16 38 yrs
TOTAL (A1l |, ¢ LD S T 8.96 1.34
Div. Programs 249 7.61 9.06 1.45 315 1.68 yrs. ‘ j ' — 2e27 301 1.62 yrs.
M
. |

|
'
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EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT (continued)

B o

RO

Objective: Increase educational performance level of youth who enter
Division programs at 4.9 grade level ov below by (a) 1.2 grade
levels per year in the secure institutions; (b) 2.3 grade
levels per year in Camps; and (c) 1.0 grade levels per year at A.H.C.
Measurement: Stanford Achievement Test educational Achievement gains.
EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT
Youth Released 7/78 - 12/78
- Index of
: Avg. Level | Avg. Level | Avg. Avg. LOS Educational
Center N= at Entry at Release |Gain in Days | Achievement
Sequoyah 21 3.69 4.65 0.96 338 1.04 yrs.
0lympic 22 3.58 4.67 1.09 338 1.18 yrs.
Summit 15 3.60 4.83 1.23 3N 1.44 yrs.
A.T.S. (M 10 3.28 4.37 1.09 326 1.22 yrs.
A.T.S. (F 7 3.91 4.76 0.85 435 - 0.71 yrs.,
G.0.C. 12 3.45 4,99 1.54 410 1.37 yrs.
1.T.P. 9 2.86 3.65 6.79 244 1.18 yrs.
SUBTGTAL (Se-
cure Programs)i 96 3.52 4.61 1.09 340 1.17 yrs.
Nokomis 10 3.57 3.93 0.36 188 0.70 yrs.
Shawono 7 4.01 5.51 1.50 167 3.28 yrs.
A.H.C. 1 3.30 3.70 0.40 354 0.40 yrs.
TOTAL (A1
Div. Programs)|114 3.55 4.60 1.05 316 1.21 yrs.
EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT
Youth Released 1/79 - 6/79 '
i Index of
Avg. Level [Avg. Level | Avg. Avg. LOS Educational
Center N= at Entry at Release |Gain in Days | .Achievement
Sequoyah 18 3.49 4,75 1.26 369 1.25 yrs.
0lympic " 3.73 4.7NM 0.98 - 350 1.02 yrs.
Sunmit 20 3.51 4.48 0.97 374 0.95 yrs.
A.T.S. iM 10 3.38 4.30 0.92 367 0.91 yrs.
A.T.S. (F 14 4.08 5.86 1.78 463 1.40 yrs.
G.0.C. 7 4.07 6.16 2.09 n 2.06 yrs.
1.T7.P, 5 3.00 3.99 0.99 302 1.20 yrs.
SUBTOTAL (Se)
cure Programs)| 85 3.63 4.88 1.25 3719 1.20 yrs.
Nokomis 8 3.64 4.72 1.08 173 2.28 yrs.
Shawono 7 3.63 5.40 1.77 214 3.02 yrs.
A.H.C. 1 3.83 5.61 1.78 397 1.64 yrs.
TOTAL (A1 -
Div. Programs) {101 3.63 4.91 1.28 352 1.33 yrs.

o S
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Youth 4.9 or Below at Entry
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EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT
Youth Released 7/79 -~ 12/79

' Avg. Level | Avg. Level] Av o
| _ o L g. Avg. LOS i
Center N= at Entry at Release| Gain ig Days Egﬁ$25é§2ﬁl
g?;xgggh %g 3.46 4.86 1.30 383 1.24 yrg
Olymp1 1g 3.47 4.43 | 0.96 315 1.11 yrs.
A.T.S. (M) 10 g'gg Z'gg i’%g | ggg L.10 yrs.
AT.S. (F) 5 3.44 ' 2 R
. 4.72 | 1.28 '
6.0.C. 5 4.13 5 5 262 182 e
. 5.4 | 1.31 2 )
zedre 5 62 . 1.82 yrs.
SUBTOTAL (Se- 3.75 5.55 1.80 308 2.13 yrs.
cure Programs)|82 3.66 4,86 1.20 365 1.20 yrs
gggg@;é g g.zo 5.97 1.27 ;Eg 2.84 yrs.
A anor . .49 4,41 0.92 235 1.43 yrs
3.40 4.40 | 1.00 365 1.00 yrs.
_TOTAL (Al . .
Div. Programs) |95 3.67 4.85 1,18 347 1.24 yrs
EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT}
Youth Released 1/80 - 6/80
cent . Avg. Level | Avg. Level} Avg. Avg. LOS éggggtional
ter N= at Entry at Release| Gain in Days | Achievement
g$;;8¥2h %g 3.61 4,84 1.23 364 1.23 yrs
S\ymp s 3.58 4,55 .97 262 1.35 yrs
e 18 3.%27 ., 4.93 1.16 325 1.30 yrs
A.T.S. ) o 3.53 4.58 1.05 297 1.29 yrs
G.O.C: g g.g; 5.34 1,52 510 1.09 yrs
Ny ) 2573 2.6? 1.72 396 1.59 yrs
SoroTaL (se- | : .5 .78 233 1.22 yrs
cure Programs) _§_ 3.63 4.84 1.21 349 1.27 yrs
ggggggz 2 g.oa 5.56 1.50 183 2.99 yrs
e : .18 3.76 .b8 207 1.02 yrs
.C. 2.86 3.54 .68 818 30 yrs
Total (A1
Div. Programs) [109 3.52 4.80 | 1.18 348 1.24 yr§
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EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT (continued)

Objective:

Measurement:

Increase the percentage of students who are released above
5.0 grade level who had pre-tested at 4.9 or below.

Stanford Achievement Test scores on educational transcipts
at release.

THE PERCENTAGE OF LOW-ACADEMIC YOQUTH

REACHING A MINIMAL 5TH GRADE PERFORMANCE LEVEL BY RELEASE

Youth Released.7/78 - 12/78

No. of Youth No. of Youth

Below 4.9 Reaching 5.0 or '
Center .at Intake Better by Release % Reaching 5.0
Sequoyah 21 _ 10 48%
0lympic 22 11 50%
Summit 15 8 53%
A.T.S. (M) 10 2 . 20%
A.T.S. (F) 7 3 43%
G.0.C. 12 7 58%
Nokomis 10 1 10%
Shawono 7 5 71%
I.T.P. 9 2 22%
A.H.C. 1 0 0%
TOTAL 114 49 : 43%
Youth Released 1/79 ~ 6/79
No. of Youth No. of Youth
Below 4.9 Reaching 5.0 or
Center at Intake Better by Release % Reaching 5.0

Sequoyah 18 8 447
Olympic 11 5 45%
Summit 20 8 40%
A.T.S. (M) 10 4 40%
A.T.S. (F) 14 11 79%
G.0.C. 7 6 86%
Nokomis 8 4 50%
Shawono 7 5 71%
I.T.P. 5 2 40%
A.H.C. 1 1 100%
TOTAL 101 54 © Li63%

[ S T A e o R A A AR By
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:ED ) EDUCATIONALHACHIEVEMENT (continued) J

it
i

THE PERCENTAGE OF LOW-ACADEMIC YOUTH . 7 ' 3

REACHING A MINIMAL 5TH GRADE PERFORMANCE LEVEL BY RELEASE

) Youth Released 7/79 - 12/79
N
N No. of Youth No. of Youth
o Below 4.9 Reaching 5.0 or
Center at Intake Better by Release % Reaching 5.0
Sequoyah 25 12 48%
Olympic ' 18 10 55%
Summit 17 10 59%
A.T.S. (M) 10 5 50%
A.T.S. (F) . 5 3 60%
G.0.C. 5 3 60%
Nokomis 3 3 100%
Shawono 9 2 22%
I.T.P. v 2 2 100%
A.H.C. 1 0 0%
o | ‘ —_— — —
m TOTAL 9 50 53%
Youth Released 1/80 - 6/80
. No. of Youth Ne. of Youth™
. Below 4.9 Reaching 5.0 or
Center ~ at Intake Better by Release % Reaching 5.0

“Sequoyah ~ 22 9 41%
0lympic " 13 4 31%
Summit 18 11 61%
A.T.S. (M) 13 5 38%

- A.T.S. (F) 14 9 64%
G.0.C. 9 6 . 67%
Nokomis 6 3. 50%
Shawono 4 © 0 0%
I.T.P. 7 1 14%

‘ A.H.C. 3 0 0% ,
TOTAL 109 48 44% N
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EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT (continued) | | .

GENERAL TREND IN '
ACADEMIC SERVICES DELIVERY
1975 - 1980

The table below represents general trend information on overall educational
performance delivery in the institutions and camps. A11 youth are included
in this summarization:

\

AVERAGE EDUCATIONAL GAIN PER YEAR IN PROGRAM
(Stanford Achievement Tests)*

Institutions amps
7/75 - 12/75 1.0 3.0
1/76 - 6/76 1.1 2.1
7/76 - 12/76 1.3 2.2
1/77 - 6/77 1.4 3.0 O
7/77 - 12/77 1.6 2.4
1/78 - 6/78 1.6 3.1
7/78 - 12/78 | 1.4 3.2
1/79 - 6/79 1.4 3.3
7/79 - 12/79 1.5 3.0
1/80 - 6/80 1.5 2.2 g

* This index is computed from the general formula:

Average Grade Level Gain
Length of Stay in Days

X 365

Objective:

21

Provide driver education instruction to all youth, unless
declared ineligible in an individual education plan; achieve
70% completion rate for eligible youth.

Measurement: Educational Transcripts at Releadse.
DRIVER EDUCATION SERVICES DELIVERY
Youth Released 1/79 - 6/79
Total Declared Remainder Dr. Ed.
Transcripts Ineligible Eligible Completed % Completed
Sequoyah 57 9 48 30 62.5%

. Olympic 59 5 54 36 67.0%
Summit 51 15 36 36 100.00%
A.T.S. (M) 47 0 47 12 26.0%
A.T.S. (F) 25 0 25 13 52.0%
G.0.C. 35 0 35 11 31.0%
Nokomis 41 1 40 36 90.0%
Shawono 29 0 29. 21 72.0%
1.T.P. 11 3 11 1 9.0%
A.H.C. 9 0 9 0 0.0%
TOTAL 364 30 334 196 59.0%

Youth Released 7/79 - 12/79
Total Declared  Remainder Dr. Ed.
Transcripts Ineligible Eligible Completed % Completed
Sequoyah 62 3 59 40 68.0%
O0tlympic 61 6 55 38 69.0%
Summit 52 5 47 34 72.0%
A.T.S. (M) 28 0 28 10 36.0%
A.T.S. (F) 18 0 18 5 28.0%
G.0.cC. 25 0 25 12 48. 0%
Nokomis 46 3. 43 36 84. 0%
Shawono 34 3 32 25 78.0%
I.T.P. 5 0 5 0 0.0%
A.H.C. 8 1 7 1 14.0%
TOTAL 339 . 21 318 201 63.0%
Youth Released 1/80 - 6/80
Total Declared Remainder Dr. Ed. Q i
Transcripts Ineligible Eligible Completed ‘% Comp}eted

Sequoyah 52 4 48 35 1.73.0%
Olympic 41 5 36 28 78.0%
Summit 59 8 51 42 82.0%
A.T.S. (M) 28 1 37 12 32.0%
A.T.S. (F) 31 5 26 - 8 31.0%
G.0.C. 31 2 29 23 79.0%
Nokomis 31 4 27 27 100.00%
Shawono . 30 4 26 21 81.0%
I.T.P. 11 6 5 2 40.0%
AH.C. 12 9 3 _3 v _100.00%
TOTAL 336 48 288 201 70.0%

- SR
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Objective: Provide General Educational Development (G.E.D.) services to all
students declared eligible as part of the individual education
plan. ;

Measurement: E£ducational Transcripts at Release.

G.E.D. SERVICES DELIVERY
Youth Released 1/79 - 6/79
Total Transcripts Total in G.E.D. Pass Partial Completion

Sequoyah 57 19 . 19 0

Olympic 59 24 19 2

Summit 51 29 18 7

A.T.S. (M) 47 9 4 1

A.T.S. (F) 25 9 9 0

G.0.C. 35 11 5 2

Nokomis 41 13 13 0

Shawono 29 19 14 1

I.T.P 11 4 1 0

A.H.C 9 0 0 0

TOTAL 64 ' 137 102 13

Youth Released 7/79 - 12/79
Total Transcripts Total in G.E.D. Pass Partial Completion

-Sequoyah 62 20 13 3

O0lympic 61 27 21 2

Summit 52 23 17 5

A.T.S. (M) 28 12 10 2

A.T.S. (F) 18 6 3 2

G.0.C. 25 10 7 3

Nokomis 46 26 26 0

Shawono 34 22 13 3

I.T.P. 5 1 0 1

A.H.C. 8 3 1 2

TOTAL - 339 150 111 23

Youth Released 1/80 - 6/80
Total Transcripts Total in G.E.D. Pass Partial Completion
Sequoyah 52 22 15 1
Olympic 41 18 11 1
"~ Summnit 59 32 25 1

A.T.S. (M) 38 15 11 1

A.T.S. (F) 31 12 9 0

G.0.G. 31 11 7 0

Nokomis 31 9 6 0

Shawono 30 10 8 0

I.T.P. 11 1 0 0

A.H.C 12 B -0 0

TOTAL 336 135 92 4
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EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT (continued)

Objective: Monitor the process of declaring appropriate youth as educa-
tionally handicapped. Establish baseline for number of youth
screened, referred, and conferenced in an EPPC at each Center.

Measurement: Center educational records.

E.P.P.C. IMPLEMENTATION
1/80.- 6/80
No. of No. No. No. Successfully No. Youth
Youth Screened Referred Conferenced With- Declared:
Entering for EPPC  for EPPC  in 25 Days 1/80-6/80

Sequoyah 69 69 25 12 20

Olymipi ¢ 66 66 20 6 13

Sumit .70 70 18 1 13

Adrian 81 81 17 0 30

G.0.C. - 40 7 3 0 1

Nokomis 56 43 A 0 0 0 -

Shawono . 53 53 4 2 2

Reception 157 ‘ 12* 10 0 8

. AH.C. 13 0 11 9 9

R.D.C. 4 201% © 211 88 1 1

| Total 97

* Only youth referred from CPA to iTP were screened.
**  Remained in Center Tonger than 15 days.
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ASSAULT

Overview:

An important aspect of residential care programming for troubied youth
is the insurance of physical safety. DeTinquent youth often exhibit

- poor controls in the area of physical aggression.. A major goal of the

Institutional Services Division, therefore, is the guarantee of physical
protection for youth and staff.

Early Attempts at Measurement:

Until 1978, goals in the area of assault were monitored by a Behavior
Checklist, completed by staff teams throughout the Institutional Services
Division. A study in 1977 indicated that most of the "assaults" being
reported on the checklist were non-injurious. (Only 9% of the reported
incidents for males, and 18% of the reported incidents for females im-
volved any kind of first aid or medical attention.)

The Revised Unusual Incident Report Form:

On July 1, 1978 the Behavior Checklist was terminated and a revision was

made in the Unusual Incident Report Form that would provide for notice

and detail regarding any assa l

or medical attention, no matter how minor. Staff complete the U.I.R.F.
- before leaving shifts whenever an incident of this sort (or any other

unusual incident) occurs. Copies go to the Center Director, Medical
Services Unit, and Data Center, '

ultive incident that resulted in first aid

i
The use of a "first aid or medical attention" definition for assault

permits closer and more consistent monitoring of assaultive incidents
in Division-programs. .

S s
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ASSAULT (continued)

Objective: Monitor the number of assaultive events on youth and staff
which require first aid procedure or medical attention.

Measurement: Unusual Incident Reports

ASSAULTS ON_YOUTH oo

Truancy

Center INVOLVING‘FIRST AID OR MEDICAL ATTENTION
7/78 -~ 12/78 1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 . 1/80 - 6/80

Sequoyah 2 18 14 ) 15
Olympic 12 6 19 _ 36
Summit 60 37 37 43
Reception 8 2 -2 9
G.0.C. 1 2 3 6
A.T.S. (M) 9 34 34 80
A.T.S. (F) 28 40 36 39
Nokomis 2 10 7 8
Shawono 1 ‘ 7 5 4
A.H.C. (M) 0 4 2 )
A.H.C. (F) 0 1 1 1
TOTAL 123 161 160 . 247
| . ASSAULTS .ON STAFF

Center INVOLVING FIRST AID OR MEDICAL ATTENTION

7/78 - 12/78 1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80

Sequoyah 0 1 0 ‘ 0
Olympic 0 0 0 2
Summit 2 1 1 1
Reception 1 4 0 3
G.0.C. 3 1 3 2
A.T.S. §M) .0 5 0 9
A.T.S. (F) 3 4 5 3
Nokomis 0 0 0 0
Shawono 0 0 0 o
A.H.C. (M) 0 0 0 2
AH.C. (F) 0 0 1 0
TOTAL 9 16 10 22
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TRUANCY

A Perennial Problem:

Truancy is one of the perennial problems in residential care for troubled
youth. Chronic tvuancy is an important predictor of negative outcomes for
youth. The recording of truancies has been a regular part of individual
pregram reporting for many years, but only recently has truancy data been
described and analyzed within a meaningful comparative framework.

Truancy is an event of particular concern. It disrupts a youth's treatment
program, and it engenders real risks to bhoth vouth and community. A truancy
is defined as "successful" if a youth is truant longer than 6 hours. The
Instituttional Services Division carefully monitors law violations by truants.
Violations that occur within a twenty-mile radius of the residential

centers receive special notice. '

Measuring Program Effectiveness:

A useful index of a Center's success in reducing truancy is one that
distinguishes between successful and unsuccessful truancies. When youth
attemnt to truant and are rapidly apprehended, the event is still undesir-
able. But the truancy has not "worked" for the youth, and an opportunity
arises to deal with the problems that the unsuccessful truancy uncovers.
Percentage of youth apprehended within a few hours is therefore a usefui
measure of program responsiveness and strength.

Off-campus truancies generally répresent a risk (not necessarily well-
calculated) taken in the interest of treatment objectives, while on-campus

truagcies are reflective of daily program difficulty with containment of
vauth, ‘ A

L4 R

Sumary of Findings:

1. Institutional Services Division programs have improved dramatically in
their ability to reduce the number and percentage of youth on outstanding

truancy status. From 37% (270 of 733) of the total population in 1973 to
only 7% (53.0f 751) in July of 1980, the percentage of youth on truancy
status has been substantially reduced.

2. Many youth in institutions will truant at some time during the course of

th$ir stay, but 9_in 10 are eventually returned and complete a planned
release.
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TRUANCY (continued)

Maintain the numbér of youth on the outstanding truancy roster (;}
at no more than 10% of the resident population at any one
point in time. ‘

Objective:

Measurement: Monthly Population Reports

-y

’ INSTITUTIONAL SERVICES*
RESIDENT POPULATION AND YOUTH OUT ON TRUANCY

1/1/73 1/1/74 1/]/75«;1/1/76 vy7r 11/18 1/1/79 1/1/80 6/30/80

Active Rolls 463 558 562 545 583 669 689 681 . 698

Truancy List 270 256 161 128 87 77 83 77 53

Total 733 814 723 673 670 746 772 758 751

Percentage 37% 31% 22% 19% 13% 10% Mz 10% 7%
Truant

O

* Includes Youth Rehabilitation Camps

. b
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TRUANCY (continued)

Pbjective:

e A S B o e

Measurement: ‘Monthly Truancy Reports

33

Increase the percentage of youth returned from a truancy
attempt within six hours, to 40%.

PERCENTAGE OF TRUANTS RETURNED

WITHIN SIX HOURS

(On - and OFf - Campus Truancies)

(Secure and
non-secure
Programs)

33% (111 of 335) 32% (85 of 266)47% (158 of 334)

1/78- 7/78- 1/79- 7/79- 1/80-

6/78 12/78 6/79 12/79 6/80
Sequoyah ' - 36% 40% 30% (11 of 37) 404 §6 of 15) 19% &3 of 16)
Olympic 31% 12.5% 9% (4 of 46) 22% (11 of 50) 36% (14 of 39)
Sumit 52% 53% 41% (12 of 29) 32% (8 of 25) 45% (17 of 38)
Adrian 62% 61% 48% §15 of 31) 61% (20 of 33) 59% {26 of 44)
G.0.C. 21% 33% 0% (0 of 8) 0% (0 of 11) 15% {2 of 13)
Reception 36% 44% 41% (7 of 17) 37% (7 of 19) 40% (6 of 15)
‘Nokomis 549 _ 47% 38% (23 of 61) 28% (11 of 39) 53% (27 of 51)
Shawono 21% 27% 41% (14 of 34% 22% (9 of 41) 46% ?25 of 54)
A.H.C. ‘ 11% 16% 35% (25 of 72 39% (13 of 33) 59% (38 of 64)
DIVISION TOTAL 38% 34%
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TRUANCY (continued)
Objective: Reduce the incidence of on-campus and off-campus successful TRUANCY 35
truancies in the secure institutional programs to no more A (Conti""ed)
than 14% of residents during any six-menth period. (T% _ o
‘ i 0b : '
Measurement: Monthly Truancy Reports. Objective: gﬁggggiggei;n:;dence of on-campus and off-campus successfy]
- ‘ é secure instity ' Successfu
than 14% of residents during anfig?ifmﬁﬁgﬁrazﬁetg 0 more
INCIDENCE OF TRUANCY: 7/78 - 12/78 Measurement : Monthly Truancy Report period.
) ' rts
Avg. No. Total Successful  Total Successful Rate of
of Youth On-Campus On-Campus Off-Campus Off-Campus Successful
in Care Truancies Truancies Truancies Truancies Truancy INCIDENCE OF TRUANCY 7
Y | | P19 - 12779
Sequoyah 17 8 4 P 5 8% . A
Olympic 126 39 33 17 16 39% - vg. No.  Total  Successfy)
L Summit 124 20 5 12 10 124 3T Jouth On-Campus ~ On-Campus oftoe] Successful  Rate of
; édrian 1;9 43 13 1% 6 }42 Sequoyah are Truancies Truancies Truanc‘ggs T::;ga?pus puccess ful
. G.0.C. 0 8 4 118 — cies Truanc
- Reception 50 9 3 9 7 20% gz%ggzc 3 ;g; Zg 3; ; 2 azy
4 - 18 7
| suBTOTAL | o — — — adetan 123 29 i / ; 15
| l Recept b 3 3 2 g
. Secure 626 122 60 63 52 18% ption 48 15 8 8 137
~ Programs / SUBTOTAL 9 4 3 m’f
| Shawono 36 42 31 2 1 - 89% Programs Tl TE 5%
| AHC 2 _58 I 4 2482 | Nokonts a 37 % Ty
| TOTAL, ALL : B , awono 4 . : 26 2
| Programs 718 253 152 76 64 - 30% . O A.H.C. 22 % 32 0 5 682
| TOTAL, ALL —_— e — 913
| m rograms 726 231 152 35 : ‘;;‘ —
iy N ) ) 25%
INCIDENCE OF TRUANCY: 1/79 - 6/79 .
T . INCI
Rvg. No Total ~Successful Total Success ful Rate of P ‘ DENCE OF TRUANCY: 1/80 - 6/80
of Youth On-Campus On-Campus Off-Campus Off-Campus Successful of990 35 Total Success fyl Tota]
in Care Truancies Truancies Truancies Truancies Truancy in Cage gn-CamQus On-Campus  OFf-Campys gggcgssful Rate of
Sequoyah | 120 21 12 16 14 22% Sequoyah Q—IIE-—i ruancies Truancies  Tryancies ,Tru;ng?g:s :SU$CESSfU]
Olympic 122 37 30 9 9 32% Olympic I 11 8 s . : w_druancy
Summi t 127 14 5 15 12 134 | ‘ Summit 20 33 19 5 11%
Adrign 127 26 8 5 5.. 10% | | Adriar 126 30 15 6 6  ay
6.0.C, 75 .0 «0 8 8 1% , | : G.0.C. 13; .40 Y g 6 17%
Reception 48 N 5 6 5 21% : “ ; ~ Reception 5 \ g : 5 7 g 139 -
. == R -2 : 12%
SUBTOTAL | —— — - - . §33LT‘EZAL | 7 7 19%
Secure 619 109 60 59 53 18% : , Programs 638 158 -5 - -
NPrngrams : . Nokomis 10 37 7 N
lokomis 43 55 34 6 4 88% , : | Shawono 42 21 9 ( ) ~
Shawono 46 28 15 6 4 4% | . Ci) AH.C 40 49 28 3 607 -
A.H.C. 23 n 46 1 1 204% O . N . 23 64 26 S’ 1 739
TOTAL, ALY . . L _ _ - IR TOFT,AL, ALL — ‘ 0 1133
Programs| : . rograms - —_—
g 731 ; 253 185 72 62 30} _ 2 . | n 741 o 283 138 51 38 2%

- .
g s it e s,

e e L i U K Bmnass




36

TRUANCY (continued)

Objective: Monitor the number of felonies commited by youth while on
truancy status; study the number of law violations attri-
buted to truants within a twenty-mile radius of all Divi-
sion residential centers.

Measurement: Truancy Return Report Forms.

FELONIES REPORTED FOR YOUTH ON TRUANCY STATUS

/77- 7/77- 1/78- 7/78- 1/79- 7/79- 1/80-
6/77 12/77 6/78 12/78 6/79 '12/79 6/80
Sequoyah 1 3 2 3 8 3 3
Olympic . 11 8 9 11 6 9 4
Summit 8 0 10 8 2 9 6
A.T.S. (M) 2 14 6 9 10 21 5
A.T.S. (F) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
G.0.C. 6 8 0 4 2 3 4
I.T.P./Reception 4 0 1 5 1 20 1
TOTAL, 32 33 29 40 29 66 " 23
Secure Programs ‘ (11 from (8 from
' LOA's) LOA's)
Nokomis 7 2 4 1 8 5 3
Shawono 9 "4 9 1 0 7 0
AH.C. NA 2 1 8 2 6 0
TOTAL 48 41 43 50 39 84 26

A11 Programs

FELONIES REPORTED IN LOCAL AREA (WITHIN 20 MILES)

1/79- - 7/79-, 1/80~

: 6/79 12/79 6/80
Sequoyah 0 0 1
Olympic 2 5 1
Sumit 0 1 2
A.T.S. (M) 2 7 0
A.T.S. (F) 0 0 0
G.0.C. 0 0 0
I.T.P./Reception 1 _6_ 0
TOTAL , 5 19 4
Secure Programs
Nokomis "6 4 1
Shawono 0 5 0
AH.C. . 2 4 0
TOTAL, 13 37 5

A11 Programs
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LENGTH OF STAY

Length of Stay and Population Changes: % \

| pecet\m%\‘ | | o

Original (1975) length of stay objectives for the Institutional Services
Division were: {a) to increase percentage of releases within the 4- 7
month period; and (b) to decrease the percentage of releases after 11
months.*

In 1976, the Division's evaluation program unearthed evidence that three

variables --- Productivity (particularly employability), educational
achievement Tevel at release, and age at release (older youth more
successtul) --- were related to community arrest-outcome success. These

variables relate indirectly to length of stay, inasmuch as they may be
influenced by the duration and intensity of care provided.

Since 1976, major policy changes have affected the institutional popula-
tion. Status offenders were removed from institutions, and serious offenders
began to be sent to institutions with regularity. Nearly half of all youth
now entering care have been adjudicated for a serious felony (assault, rob- .
bery, murder, rape, arson). In addition, the percentage of youth with
mental health placement histories has been increasing.

In 1980, Division administrators reconsidered the length of stay goal in
light of changes in the institutional population. They concluded that,
for most youth, the eleven month goal was stili appropriate. - The cur-
rent objective is: "Release 67% {two-thirds) of youth in secure insti- {

‘tutions within 11 months of admission to the center; release 90% of 2

youth in rehabilitation camps w1th1n 7 months of the1r admission."

Summary :

a.) For institutional males, the Institutional Services Division
is now nearly on target with respect to its length of stay
objective. For male youth released 1/80 - 6/80, only 34.5%
remained in care Tonger than 11 months. This is the Towest
figure since the original 1974-76 baseline was established.

b.) At the same time, length of stay for females reached the
highest level ever recorded in the 1/80 - 6/80 period,
with 74% of the girls remaining in care beyond 11 months.

*Note: Averages are generally poor indicators of length of stay trends
(because the distribution of scores on this var1ab1e is skewed
heavily by a few Tong-term youth).

ae h\a\\\\
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ATthough it is recognized that for some

TRENDS IN INSTITUTIONAL LENGTH OF STAY*

youth a stay longer than eleven months

s needed, the current division goal for institutions is to have no more than

one-third of all youth remain in care Ton

Percentage
released
in:

0 - 3 mos.

4 - 7 mos.
8 - 11 mos.

Over 11 mos.

Percentage
released
in:

0 - 3 mos.
4 - 7 mos.
8 - 11 mos.

Over 11 mos.

* Excluding Camps and Arbop Heighfs.

7;74 - 1/78 -
6/76 6/78
N=727 N=231
(Avg. =
334 days)
1% 0%

28% 149

41% 42%

30% 449
7/74~ 1/78- -
6/76 6/78
N=211 N=31

(Avg. =
373 days)
3% 0%
7% 19%
28% 32%
62% 49%

BOYS

7/78 -
12/78
N=218
(Avg. =
334 days)

1%
17%
45%
37%

GIRLS

7/78 -
12/78

N=32

(Avg. =
401 days)

0%
12%
38%
50%

1/79 -
6/79
N=262
(Avg. =
343 days)

2%
16%
36%
269

1/79 -
6/79
N=41
(Avg. =
423 days)

0%
5%
29%
66%

ger than eleven months.

-

9 6/80
N=233°  W=233
(Avg. = (Avg. =
334 days) 321 days)
0% .5%

21% 20%

39% 453

40% 34.5%
7779 - 1/80 -
12/79 6/80

N=18 N=31
(Avg. = (Avg. =

372 days) 447 days)
6% 0%

11% 7%

22% 19%

61% 74%

O

()
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Objective:  Release 67% (two-thirds) of youth in secure institutions within
. eleven months of admission to the Center; release 90% of youth
in rehabilitation camps within seven months of admission.
“Measurement: Length of Stay Analysis from Data Center.
SEQUOYAH CENTER
BASELINE
, 7/74 - 12/75 1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80
Percentage N=135 N=66 N =63 N = 52
released Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in
in: Days = 302 Days = 345 Days = 366 Days = 370
0 - 3 mos. 1% 5% 0% 0%
4 - 7 mos. 24% 12% 8% 2%
8 - 11 mos. 45% 27% 30% 54%
Over 11 mos. 30% 56% 62% 449~
Over 15 mos. NA 9% 16% 15%
OLYMPIC CENTER
BASELINE f
7/74 - 12/75 1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80
Percentage N =130 N = 60 -~ N=61 N =42
released Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in
in: Days = 307 Days = 320 Days = 303 Days = 268
0 - 3 mos. 1% 0% 0% 0%
4 - 7 mos. 28% 18% 30% 36%
8 - 11 mos.. 38% 40% 44% 40%
Over 11 mos. 33% 42% - 26% 24%-
Over 15 mos. NA 8 8% 0%
"SUMMIT CENTER
BASELINE »
7/74 - 12/75 1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80.
Percentage N =98 N = 60 N = 52 N = 59 ]
released Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS 1in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in
~ins Days = 309 Days = 348 Days = 352 Days = 341
70 - 3 mos. : 0% 2% - 0% 0%
4 - 7 mos. 30% 13% 12% 8%
8 - 11 mos. 37% 43% 40% 56%
Over 11 mos. 33% 42% 48% 36%
Over 15 mos. NA 13% 17% 12%

Y




WA e

42

43
Length of Stay (continued)
ADRIAN TRAINING SCHOOL (GIRLS) f; Length of Stay (continued)
BASELINE ‘ ' . YOUTH CAMPS
7/74 - 12/75 1/79 - 2{79 7/79 -‘1%/79 '1/88 4'2{68
Percentage N = 164 N = N=1 : = . _
released Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in 1 73 - 3279 7/73 - é§/79 1/83 - 2180
in: Days = 396 Days = 423 Days =.372 Days = 447 BASELINE  Avg. LOS in  Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in.
0 - 3 mos 49, 0 6% 0 7/74 - 12/75 Days = 181 Days = 173 Days = 177
4 -7 mos’ 7f 59 114 S Percentage N = 240 Nokomis Shawono Nokomis Shawono Nokomis Shawono
8 - 11 mos 279 297 599 199 released Avg. LOS in ~ N=A3~ T N=29 ~N=49 N=35 T N=32 ~ N=29
Over 11 mos. 62% 669, 619 749, in: Days = 158 LOS=162 L0S=208 L0OS=158 L0S=195 L0S=161 L0S=195
------ e 0 - 3 mos. -8 9% 0% 8% 11% 6% 39
Over 15 mos. NA 29% 22% 39% 4 - 7 mos. 85% 89% 79% 86% 69% 85% 80%
- : 8 - 11 mos. 7% 2% 17% 6% - 20% 9% 17%
Over 11 mos. 0% 0% 4% 0% 0% 0% 0%
ADRIAN TRAINING SCHOOL (BOYS)
BASEL INE | ) INTENSIVE TREATMENT PROGRAM
7/74 - 12/75 1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80
Percentage - N =33 T N=230 TN =27 N = 38 7/74 - 12/75 1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80
released Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in: Percentage N=35 N =11 N=5" N =11
in: Days = 329 Days = 331 Days = 305 " Days = 263 : released _ Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS 1w Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in
’ 4 : g?b in: Days = 220 Days = 262 Days = 231% Days = 274%
0 -3 mos. 0% 3% 0% 3% o ‘
4 - 7 mos. 274 20% 37% ‘ 45% 0 - 3 mos. 3% 0% 0% 0%
8 - 11 mos. 30% 27% 37% 31% 4 - 7 mos. 54% 36.5% 60% 36.5%
Over 11 mos. 43% 50% 26% 21% 8 - 11 mos. 37% 36.5% 1 20% . 36.5%
e et ———————— e oo e Over 11 mos. 6% 27% 20% 27%
Over 15 mos. NA 13% ‘ 8% 5% 4 & B T e i
: Over 15 mos. NA 0% 0% 9%
* 309 days if * 345 days if .
GREEN OAK CENTER prev. care in prev. care in
BASELINE ' _ — other ?enters other centers
: ) is included is included
/78 - 12/75  1/79 - 6/19 7/79 - 12/79.  1/80 - 6/80 > e 18 ineluce
Percentage N =131 N =235 N =25 . N =31
released Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in
'in H Days = 307 DayS = 409 Days = 337* DayS = 366* ARBOR HEIGHTS CENTER
0 - 3 mos. 14 0% 0% 0% ' _
4 - 7 mos. 349 117} 245 3%30/57 BASELINE .
8 - 11 mos. 35% 40% Aaz + 3 7/74 - 12/75  1/79 - 6/79 7/79 - 12/79 1/80 - 6/80
Over 11 mos. 30% 49% 28% 51.5% Percentage N =11 N=11 N=28 _L“W';—Té"”
Y ooTTmmmTETEEEm P R released Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in Avg. LOS in
Over 15 mos. NA 31% 20% - 19% in: Days = 667 Days = 234 Days = 238 Days = 514
' * 390 days if * 391 days if ] o )
prev. care prev. care @ 0 - 3 mos. 0% 18% 12% 9%
in other . in other 4 - 7 mos. 18% 37% 38% 9%
Centers 1is Centers is 8 - 11 mos. , 18% i8% 25% 18% ;
included included Over 11 mos. 64% 27% 259 64%
Over 15 mos. NA 0% 0% 45%
e ettty T . c_ﬁaﬁ&mc_:‘%“rtim:;;’:wﬂ_‘?m ’ . P . e ST L S e S St B B 0 50
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ARREST OUTCOMES AT THREE AND TWELVE MONTHS

The Arrest Outcome Scale:

The primary outcome scale in this evaluation program assesses arrest
rates at three and twelve months following release. ("Arrest" means
any formal police or court action against a youth. The question of
guilt is not addressed.)

A11 youth in the Institutional Services Division are state delinquent
wards, and each has a Community Services Worker. Follow-up on youth
is achieved by telephone contact and structured interview with the
worker, i

Early in the research effort, this scale was tested for reliability
against police and court records. It proved highly accurate (96%).

Further Refinements:

The outcome scale has been refined to provide more information on reason
for arrest. Arrest may be on (a) aggressive felony, (b) felony, (c) mis-
demeanor, or (d) juvenile status offense charges. '

Juvenile status offenses are those offenses which would not constitute
crimes if committed by an adult. Shoplifting and marijuana possession
are listed as misdemeanors. Violent felonies include murder) rape
assault, robbery and arson. -

Summary of Major Findings:

1. Of more than four thousand (4,153) youth released between 7/74 and
6/80, outcome determinations can be made on 98% at three months,
and on 90% through twelve months.

2. In the last few years, three-month arrest rates for male youth have
dropped. For 655 youth released in 1979, the rearrest rate was only
17% --- down substantially from the 30% rate that applied in 1974-
1977. In the first half of 1980, the male arrest rate rose slightly
to 21%, but the overall rate remains Tow. : -

‘ (Rates for females have averaged 10% over the past two yeafs. Twelve-
month rearrest rates have been 44% for males and 21% for females.)

3. Most of the arrests that occur in the first year happen'in the first
three months following release. This is a critical period for re-
adjustment.

4, Four out of five arrests for males are on felony charges. (For fe-
males, only 40% of all rearrests are on felony charges;) ¥

" 5. Several program variables have been found to be statistically related

to felony-arrest outcome. These inciude: (1) level of educational

achievement at release; (2) productivity (either job or school) in the

community; and (3) age at release (the older the youth, the greater
the probability of success).

. Procding page bark
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Release Group

7/74 - 6/75
- 7/75 - 6/76
7/76 - 12/76
1/77 - 6/77
7/77 - 12/77
1/78 - 6/78
7/78 - 12/78
1/79 - 6/79
7/79 - 12/79
1/80 - 6/80

]

Boys

608)
554

.295)

335)
320)
441)

INSTITUTIONAL SERVICES DIVISION:
TRENDS IN 3-MONTH ARREST OUTCOMES SINCE 1974

Girls
15% (N = 123)
5% (N = 98)
6% (N = 31)
15% (N = 27)
3% (N = 36)
11% (N = 28)
9% (N = 34)
11% (N = 44)
10% (N = 20)
2% (N = 41)

OUTCOMES AT THREE‘MONTHS FOLLOWING RELEASE
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Objective: To decrease the percentage of youths arrested/charged within
three months of release.

Measurement: | Outcome Scale of Community Care Telephone Questionnaire.

SEQUOYAH CENTER

No police contact
Some contact
Arrested

Unknown

Arrests:

Aggressive Felonies

Felonies
Misdemeanors
Status Offenses

- BASELINE
7/74-12/75 7/78-12/78 1/79-6/79  7/79-12/79
N=150 . N =53 N = 58 N =62
53% 75% n% 85%
14% 2% 8% 2%
27% 17% 19% 13%
6% 6% . 2% 0%
3 2 1
40 4 5 5
3 2 4 0
0 0 0, 2

1[80-6680'

64%
17%
16%

3%

v "y " o G (50 000 B0 o S S S T TR S 4 Bt g R T e R e U B P e 0 S U B Y Bt B A ) O R R S 0 o B S W O T N e Ty S g e S e B R G T

W= N

"OLYMPIC CENTER

3

No police contact
Some contact
Arrested

Unknown

Arrests: . .
Aggressive Felonies
Felonies

" Misdemeanors
Status Offenses

BASELINE

7/74-12/75 7/78-12/78 1/79-6/19 7/79-12/79
N=T144 ~ N=A N=60 N = 61
60% 68% 72% 60.5%
6% 2.5% 7% 10%
26% 27% 20% 28%
. 8% 2.5% 1% 1.5%
3 0 4
32 6 8 12
4 2 3 1
2 0 1 0

1[80—6680

N =
70%
10.5%

18%
1.5%
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OUTCOMES AT THREE MONTHS (continued) (:}‘ OUTCOMES AT THREE MONTHSk(continued)
N " GREEN OAK CENTER
SUMMIT CENTER o L
BASELINE | 72935%§ZE ‘
‘ : -12/75 ~ 7/78-12/78 1/79-6/79 7/79-12/79 1/80-6/89
7/74-12/75 7/78-12/78 1/79-6/79 7/79-12/79  1/80-6/80 . 1 s ' ) = n - P
N =130 N = 46 N = 60 N = 52 N =284 ) ‘ . . ‘N 3 ! . N= 28 N= 5
- ‘ o No police contact 50% . 7 '
No :police contacts 52% 76% 80% .. 19% 79% ‘30m2 contact * 13§ '§§ 73§ 7g§ Sgi
Some cogtact 32; ];2 1§§ }Aé : ]gg‘ Grrested. ; 36% 28% 142 17% 3%
Arreste J nknown @ 1%
nknown 8% , 0% 2% 0% 1% -----n----_----_-------;&-----_--_----_9?-___”-_-___gf ........... 9? ........ A,?f ______
. .- . i o o e e St S 0 e o 0 B 5 e S e o o B W B O ! & {\, > »
e o e e e e e S e Arrests: u
Arrests: )
Aggressive Felonies 3 1 0 v Aggressive Felonies 2 ) ,51 0 1
Felonies 35 5 8 4 4 Felonfes 42 4 3 1 3
elon 1 1 0 Misdemeanors 0 1 1 3 2
Misdemeanors 5 0 Status Of
Status Offenses 1 0 0 0 5 tatus Offenses 3 2 0 0 10

INTENSIVE TREATMENT PROGRAM

ADRIAN TRAINING SCHOOL

BASELINE .A 3
‘ 22/78-12/75  1/78-12/78 1/79-6/79  7/79-1275s " 1/80-6/80
BASELINE ‘ ' . N =35 N =13 N=T1 N=5 N=20
- 8-12/78 79-6/79  7/79-12/79  1/80-6/80 | o ‘
1/74-12/75  1/78-12/78 1/79-6/79  1[73-1/ /ﬁ’ L b o police contact 401 621 9t 100 60%
Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys ‘Girls Boys ~3ce contact 0% 0% 0% 5%
N=T65 N=33 N=3T N=30 N=d1 N=31 N=18 W=27 WN=37 ﬁ=§T . Arrested 40% 31% 9% 0% 35%.
| Unknown 3% 7% 0% 0% 0%
No police contact 70% 70% 80% 60% 78% 77% 83.5% 78%  89% 65% e e e e e e e e e e e |
Some contact 13z 6% 10% 10% 7% 13% 5.5% 7% 8% 6% : A . ’ ‘
Arrested 129 21% 102 30% 12% 3% 5.5% 15% 3§ zgé - | ';;g::;s!ve Felonfes 0 0 0 i
e e e e S m e oSS Misdemeanors 1 0 0 0 1
Arrests: 7 | Status Offenses 0 0 0 0 5
Aggressive Felonfes 0 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 y
Felonies 6 7 0 5 2 0 1 1 1 . 5 4 =
Misdemeanors 9 0 2 2 1 0 0 1 0 2 T
Status Offenses 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 7 \
‘ i
o ;o
. g 00 |
& . ' e Y : .
. o ‘\1) X 1’1,5)
& f a ) v o
)
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OUTCOMES AT THREE MONTHS (continued) ) ‘ o _‘ {:} ' (N) OUTCOMES AT THREE MONTHS (céntinued)
. - ' | YOUTH CAMPS (TO
CAMP SHAWONO | | | , (TOTAL)
BSEL I | oo | E | 73§§E%§N55 7/78-12/78  1/79-6/79 7/79-12/79 1
7/76-12/76  7/78-12/78 1/79-6/79  7/79-12/79 1/80-6/80 : 4- 5 ‘ - -12/79  1/80-6/80
[N=54 N=37 N=29 N=35 N="37 | | ~ - N=268 N=73 = N=283 N=83
No'police contact 69% 70% 66% 77% | 67.5% , No police contact 54% 70% 74% 76% 75%
Some contact 59 39 149 6% 1% : Some contact 13% 74 7% 5% 7%
Arrested 24% 27% 17% 17% 21.5% \ ‘ Arrfes ted 30% 23% 18% 18% 18%
Unknown 2% 0% 3% 0% 0% | Unknown 3% 0% 1% 1% 0%
Arrests: ) Arrests:
Aggressive Felonies 1 2 2 2 : , Aggressive Felonies 1 2 3 2
Felonies 8 6 2 3 | ‘ Felonies 69 1 10 8 7°
Misdemeanors 4 3 1 1 1 v ‘Misdemeanors 1 5 1 4 3
Status Offenses 1 0 0 0 1 . Status Offenses 1 0 0 0 3
ARBOR HEIGHTS CENTER
CAMP NOKOMIS
BASELINE | | | o et/ a7 7/78 1/79 7 1 1/8
7/76-12/76 . 7/78-12/78 1/79-6/19 1/79-12/79  1/80-6/80 | : 1/14-6/77 1/18-12/78  1/79-6/79 1/79-1%/79 1/80-6/80
N=42 N=36 N=43 N=48 N=46 ‘, | ~ Girls Boys Girls Boys  Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys
S . | - N=14 N=26 N=3 N=7  N=3 N=8 N=2 Ns6 N=4 N=10
No police contact 48% 69% - 79% 75f 80.5f :
Some contact 10% 12% 2% 4% e No police contact ~ 50% 73%  33% 72%  J00% 50% 50% 16.5% 75% 50%
Arrested 38% 19? 19% 19f o Some contact 22% 15%  67% 0% 0%z 0% 0% 16.5% 25% 0%
Unknown - 4% 0% 0% 2% O Arrested ' . laz 2% 0% 143 0% 50% 50% 67% 0% 40%
T niaistsisteis ettt ettty Unknown 142 0% 0% 14% 03 0% 0% 0% 0% 10%
Arrests: e e e e A 88 e O B e o e
- Aggressive Felonies " g g é g Arvests: |
J%ﬁ;ggésinors 2 2 .0 3 2 Aggressive Felanies 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Status Offenses 0 0 0 0 2 Felonies 0o 2 0 1 o 1 ] 4 0 3
o Misdemeanors 2 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
[ Status Offenses 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
O |
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Objective Increase the percentage of students who are enrolled in
school, are in special training, or who are'emp1oyed three
months -after release, to 56% for youth released in the
January - June per1od and 60% for youth released in the
July - December period.

Measurement: Job/School Outcome Scale of the Community Care Telephone

This outcome scale assesses the rate at which youth achieve job or school
participation within three months following release from an institutional
center. (Tra1n1ng programs and military are also counted productive.)

Job and school outcomes are combined in one index entitled "Productivity",
but the variables are studied separately as well as in combination.

The "Productivity" index is determined by telephone contact with the Com- (w}
munity Care Worker at a po1nt 3 months after release from an institutional
center. "Productivity" is determined as of the date of the telephone con-

tact. (i.e., the Productivity Index is not a summary of the three—month
community period.)

Summary of Major Findings:

JOB/SCHOOL OUTCOMES AT THREE MONTHS

Questionnaire :

THE PRODUCTIVITY (JOB/SCHOOL) OUTCOME SCALE

1.

SRR ey s e

Productive status is the most important factor to date predicting arrest
outcome success. The felony arrest rate for non-productive youth 1is
nearly four times the arrest rate for Yroductive youth. Even when youth
who are in jail or detention are omitted from the comparison (these youth
couldn't be product1ve since they were in jail) the arrest rate for
non-productive youth is still more than double the rate for productive
youth (36% to 14% in one study.)

Since 1974, nearly half of all youth have been totally non-productive
(no_job or school) three months after release. Supports are needed to
help youth achieve productive status 1n the post-release period.

There appear to be seasonal f]uctuat1ons in productivity, with cons1der-
ably less productivity in the summer months.

1%
.
4

)
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TRENDS IN PRODUCTIVITY RATES AT THREE MONTHS
- A1l Centers -
1-6/76 7-12/76 1-6/77 7-12/77 1-6/78 7-12/78 1-6/79 7-12/79 1-6/80
(N=303) (N=320) (N=260) (N=327) (N=296 (N=312) (N=362) (N=330) (N=468)
41% 51% 45% 64% © 529 60% 56% 60% 56%

PRODUCTIVITY RATES BY CENTER

Release Groups
1-6/77 7-12/77 1-6/78 7-12/78 1-6/79 7-12/79 1/80-6/80
(N=260) (N=327) (N=296) (N=312) (N=362) (N=330) (N=468)
Sequoyah 43% 72% 52% 60% 56% 70% 60% (N=73)
0lympic 37% ' 64% 46% 587 70% 48%  66% (N=64)
Summit 59% 599 76% 56% 52% 65%  54% (N=83)
A.T.S. (M) - 524 63% 50% 73% 48% 52%  63% (N=51)
CAT.S. (F) 48% 64% 36% 54% 35% 63%  54% (N=35)
G.0.C. 34% - 50% 514 43% 52% 52%  43% (N=49)
Nokomis 36% 70% 58% 67% 68% 62%  53% (N=45)
Shawono 57% 73% 44% 73% 57% 60% 51% (N=35)
I1.T.P. 44% 44%  25% 50% 73% 100%  60% (N=20)
AH.C. (M) 50% 100% 0% 67% 12%  67%  44% (N=9)
A.H.C. (F) 100% 100% 0% 0% 67% 0% 75% (N=4)
Total ‘ 45% 64% 52%  60% -  56% 60%  56% (N=468)
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Objective: Accomplish planned completion percentages of (a) 85% for
youth in secure institutions; and (b) 75% for youth in
Camps and Arbor Heights.
Measurement: Weekly Population Information Reports.
REASONS FOR CASE TERMINATION: 1/79 - 6/79
Planned Crisis Truancy 1
Center N = Completion Completion Completion
Sequoyah 72 57 79% 1 15% 4 6%
Olympic 91 70 77% 16 18% 5 " 5%
Summit 70 61 87% 8 12% 1 1%
G.0.C. 47 39 83% 1 2% 7 . 15%
I.T.P. 20 17 85% 1 5% 2 10%
A.T.S. (M) 43 2 14 9 23 |2 _5%
Institutional | _
* Male Total 343 276 81% 46 13% 21 C 6%
A.T.S. (F) 42 42 100% 0 0% 0 0%
A.H.C. 12 2 17% 4 33% 6 50%
Nokomis 53 39 7w |7 13% 7 13%
Shawono k) 2 ze8 07 1 |2 5
" Camps Total 90 67  74% | 14 % | 9 10%
i | ~ !
REASONS FOR CASE TERMINATION 7/79 - 12/79
Planned Crisis Truancy
Center N = Completion Completion - Completion
éequoyaﬁ 77 68 88% 8 10% 1 2%
Olympic . 88 66 75% 16 18% 6 %
Sunmit 64 52 81% 7 11% 5 8%
6.0.C. 31 26 84% 2 6% 3 10%
I.T.P. 9 6 67% 2 22% 1 1%
AT.S. (M) kK] 27 82 4 12 2 6
Institutional
Male Total 302 245 81% 39 13% 18 6%
A.T.S. (F) 19 18 95% 0 0% 1 5%
A.H.C. 8 1 12.8% 1 12.5% | 6 75%
}
. Nokomis 53 44  83% 2 4% 7 13%
| Shawono 54 29 54y A 1 23 4
Camps Total 107 73 68% 4 4% 30 28%

Q
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Objective: Accamplish planned completion percenta es'of a) 85
youth in secure institutions; gnd (b) 75% for(yguth%igor
Camps and Arbor Heights.
Measurement: Weekly Popula;jon Information Reports.
REASONS FOR CASE TERMINATION: 1/80 - 6/80

; Planned T Crisis Truanc
Center N = Completion Completion Completign
Sequoyah 57 52 9% 4 7% 1 2%
Olympic 80 47 59% 17 21% 16 20%
Summi t 67 61 91% 4 0% 2 32
G.0.C. 35 30 86% 3 8% 2 6%
;';'2' ) lg ;g 92% 1 8% 0 0%

.T.S. 89%

Institutional - "' T -2 2 - 22
Male Total 295 240 81% 33 11% 22 8%
A.T.S. (F) 32 32 100% 0 0
A.H.C. 13 10 77% 2 15% 1 8%
Nokomis 39 31 80% 4 10% 4
Shawono 32 28 88% 0 _0% 4 }gé
Camps Total 7 59 83% 4 6% 8 11%
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ARREST OUTCOMES AT 12 MONTHS FOLLOWING RELEASE

Although the Institutional Services Division does not maintain a program goal
for rearrest rate at twelve months after release, nevertheless the 12 month

rate is monitored for general purposes.

{

RELEASE
PERIODS:

~ Sequoyah

Olympic

Summit

' Adrian (M)

Adrian (F)
G.0.C.

 Nokomis

Shawono
I.T.P.
A.H.C. (M)

A.H.C. (F).

TOTAL

" Males
Females

BASELINE

7/73-6/74

46% (N=352)*
46% (N=352)*
46% (N=352)*
54% (N=26)
18% (N=141)
68% (N=53)
47% (N=154)%*
47% (N=154)%
56% (N=9)

40% {N=10)
14% (N=7)

52% (
19% (

12 Month Arrest Rates by Center

/77 - 11T - Y18 -  7/718- 1779 -
6/77 12/77_ 6/78 12/78  6/79

53% 29% 1% 37% 41% (N=58)

64% 40% 56% 445 35% (N=60)

33% 38% 31% 49% . 48% (N=60) |

46% 33% 37% 53% . - 45% (N=31) R
274 18% 27% 16% 32% (N=41) O
56% 44% 32% 59% 49% (N=35) |
39% 44% 46% 562 35% (N=43)

39% 38 51% 46%  46% (N=28)

86% 33% 50% 503 27% (N=11)

33% 50% 33% 20% 60% (N=5)

100% 0% 25% 20% 0% (N=3)

48 38% 42y 47% 429 (N=331)

26 174 26% 16% 30% (N=44)

*  Computed as one Maxey figure
**  Computed as one Camps figure

O
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INTAKE AND CASE FLOW

Overview:

Case flow is a fundamental component of residential care planning and
operations. The following section depicts trends in institutional
population, waiting Tists, and intake from Wayne County and Outstate.
Reasons for case termination (planned release, crisis release, or re-
lease from truancy) are discussed on pp. 56 and 57, in the Outcomes
section of this report.

Summary of Trends:

(;D 1. The waiting list of youth in detention or jail awaiting insti-
‘ tutional placement remains unacceptably high, although the last
six months has seen major fluctuations in number of youth on
. the l1st.

2. Between 1976 and 1978, institutional programs were expanded. by
168 beds in response to intake pressurss. All of the expansion
was 1n the boy's programs. The institutions have been operat-
ing at capacity since 1978.

. 3. Wayne'Cbunty is consistently contributing 43% of all institu- -
“tional intake for males. (In the period-1973-1975, Wayne
County used institutional resources sparingly.)

4, Approximately 8 in 10 youth admitted to institutional programs
(see pp. 56 'and 57) will eventually receive a planned compie-
tion. Few youth are released or discharged because of truancy.
Every institutional center but one meets the goal of 85% suc-
cessful (planned) completion established by the Institutional
Services Division in the summer of 1980.

o~
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STUDENTS ON ACTIVE ROLLS
INSTITUTIONAL SERVICES DIVISION*

61

Y

Institutional Institutional Camps
‘ Males Females Males Total
June, 1969 918 316 80 1,314
December, 1969 833 301 65 . 1,199
June, 1970 838 281 80 1,199
December, 1970 739 270 76 1,085
June, 1971 560 190 L 84 834
December, 1971 578 105 59 742
@ June, 1972 429 72 70 571
December, 1972 344 67 51 462
June, 1973 324 105 64 493
December, 1973 386 109 63 558
June, 1974 387 111 71 569
December, 1974 384 98 80 562
June, 1975 387 93 70 550
December, 1975 380 85 80 545
June, 1976 405 61 81 547
December, 1976 446 59 78 583
June, 1977 529 69 84 682
December, 1977 513 75 81 669
June, 1978 542 77 85 704
December, 1978 . 526 75 88 689
June, 1979 551 57 70 678
December, 1979 567 60 54 681
June, 1980 565 57 76 698
* Figures include Camps, but not Arbor Heights Center or Regional Detention
Center.
Preceding page blank -
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THE WAITING LIST INTG INSTITUTIONAL CARE
| 12/77 - 12/80 N

Waiting Tist pressufes have been pronounced in recent years. Between 1976
and 1978, institutional programs were expanded by opening 168 unused beds
in response to intake pressures. The final (40 bed) expansion was in Apri}/

May 1978. Since that time, institutions have been at capacity.

After temporary reduction due to the impact of the 1978 expansion, the
In June of 1980, there was
a sudden, sharp decline in the active 1list, and a corresponding increase
Later in the year, the active 1ist again climbed into

active waiting 1ist resumed a steady climb,

in the hold 1ist.
the 50's.

Week Ending (date):

12/30/77
2/10/78
3/17/78
4/14/78
5/5/78
6/2/78
6/30/78
8/4/78
9/29/78
10/27/78
11/24/78
12/29/78
2/2/79
4/20/79
6/29/791
8/27/79 °
9/5/79
11/7/79
1/31/80
3/18/80
5/30/80
6/30/80
10/1/80
12/3/80

ACTIVE WAITING LIST

NA
NA
71
. 58

NA

Holds*

Total

* Youth referred, but unavailable to active waiting list for a variety
of reasons including truancy, pending court hearing, pending Youth
Parole and Review Board hearing, 111ness, etc. ' In October of 1980,

-the hold 1ist was "cleaned up" by removing youth who had been in

hold status longer than 30 days (unless workers requested an: exten-

sion).
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~ INTAKE BY QUARTER - INSTITUTIONAL BOYS

1976

1st Quarter
2nd Quarter
3rd Quarter
4th Quarter

1977
A11 Quarters

1978
A11 Quarters

1979

1st Quarter
2nd Quarter
3rd Quarter
4th Quarter

1980

1st Quarter
2nd Quarter

-3rd Quarter

INTAKE BY QUARTER - INSTITUTIONAL GIRLS |

1976
A1l Quarters

o 1977
A1l Quarters
. 1978
A11 Quarters
1979 .
A1l Quarters

1980 -

1st Quarter -
2nd Quarter
3rd Quarter

e S S R M S A

Wayne County
24 §26%)

36 (34%)
44 (36%)

78 (589
y “T7§“§Eﬁ%%‘
266 (50%)

207 (41%)

<

62 (46%)
60 (39%)
76 (47%)

54 (409
?EE‘%E§%}

55 (44%)
64 (42%)
73 (43%)

Wéyne County

13 (27%)

32 (41%)

21 (34%)

]

Not Wayne County

68
70
77
53
. 268 (60%)

263 (50%)
L 302 (59%)

73 (54%)
95 (61%)
87 (53%)

82 %60%;
337 (57%

71 (56%)
I 88 (58%)
97 (57%)

Not Wayne County
36 (73%)

47 (59%)

41 (66%)

28 (67%)

- 00 00 -
A~~~
[l o ")
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Total

49

79

62

42
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REGIONAL DETENTION CENTER (RDC)

History of RDC and Counties Served:

The Genesee County Children's Facility was transferred to the administration
of the Michigan Department of Social Services in October, 1978, and was
designated as a Regional Detention Center for the following counties:

Eaton Huron Sanilac
Genesee Lapeer Shiawassee

Gratiot Tuscola ‘Livingston

Purpose of RDC and Youth Accepted:

The Center was established to provide shovrt-term custody, assessment, and
assistance to youth in preparing them to return to the community, or to an
alternative placemerit. Youth alleged to be delinquent may be detained as
ordered by juvenile court pending an adjudication hearing, and/or pending

completion of a placement subsequent to a disposition hearing.

Program Description and Services:

Four interdisciplinary teams provide supportive and secure care for up to
68 youth (16 females and 52 males). .

Each youth receives a physical examination within 72 hours of admission and
a dental examination within one week.

Educationally, each youth is administered the Wide Range Achievement Test
(WRAT) their first school day, and has a two week Individual Lesson Plan
(ILP) developad for both Basic Education and Career Education. The ILP is
updated every two weeks thereafter which assists staff teams in assessing
school performance, in completing transcripts, and in screening youth for an
educational handicap. Each youth daily receives two 1% hour periods of
basic education, a 1% hour period of career education, a 1% hour period of
physical education, and a 1% hour period of art education. "

" From a social service standpoint, each youth's adjustment is reviewed

weekly at staff team meetings and a formal intake conference is held after
two weeks if the youth is still in detention. This allows for the develop-
ment of individual case plans for detention, the completion of monthly
progress reports (as appropriate), and the preparation of release summaries.

Besides the preceding services, which are made available to all youth in
" the Center, the Juvenile Court or a local DSS office may request the

Center to administer a psychological and/or a psychiatric examination,

case planning and placement search assistance, and testimony at hearings.

¢
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1. Secure Detention Objective:

Provide short-term secure detention to all youth referred to the Center
by the 9 Primary Courts and local DSS offices.

Baseline

(12 Months) (12 Months)
Measurement(s) 10/78-9/79  10/79-9/80
a. # Primary County Admissions 670 614
b. # Primary County Referrals 691 633
€. % of Referrals Admitted . - 97% S 97%
d. Total # Youth Served 825 ‘ 707
e. 7% of Total from Primary Counties 81% - 86%

2. Diagnostic/Casework Services Objective:

Of those youth released with 15 or more d@yé %j the Center, increass the
percentage of JC/DSS requests for diagnostics and casework services that
are honored.

Baseline _
(5 Months) (6 Months) (6 Months)
5/79-9/79 10/79-3/80 4/80-9/80.

Number  Number  Number Number  Number  Number

Measurement(s) Requests Honored Requests Honored Requests Honored
a. Youth Released with '
15+ Days 202 217 233
b. Secure Detention Only 62 62 64 64 64 64
¢. Copies of Medical Exam 103 100 94 94 117 116
d. Copies of Dental Exam 84 81 72 72 102 102
e. Copies of School Trans. 8 8 19 19 16 16
f. Copies Case Plan/Rel. 49 46 25 25 31 31
Summary .
g. Interim Adjustment Rpr. 40 32 39 . 39 4] 40
h. Psychological Exam 82 75 102 101 107 . 106
i. Psychiatric Exam 5 5 6 6 17 17
J. Educational Prg. Plann. 0 0 0 0 1. 1
Conference : .
k. Placement Reconmendation 22 19 20 20 35 34
1. Court or P & R Testimony N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
m. Placement Counseling 9 9 7 7 4 4
n. Family Counseling 2 2 1 1 0 0
0. Total JC/DSS Req.(w/0"b")405 377 385 384 470 467
p. % of JC/DS5 Requests 93% 99%. ' 99%
Honored
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3. Education Plan Objective:

69

outh released with 15 or more days in the Center, increase
QZetggiié%tage who successfully completed their Individual Education

Plan (IEP).

Baseline
(5 Months) (6 Months) (6 Months)
Measurement(s) 5/79-9/79 10/79-3/80 4/80-9/80
a. Number of youth released , '
with 15+ days in the Center 202 - 217 233
b. Number of IEP's prepared 542 756 766
c; Number of IEP's successfully 419 575 624
completed
d. Percent of IEP's 77.3% 76,1% .81.5%

successfully completed

4, Jailing Objective:

Determine by the 9 Primary Counties frequency of juveniles booked

at a jail and placed in a cell.

Baseline .

' (4 Months) (6 Months) (6 Months)
Measurement(s) - " 6/79-9/79  10/79-3/80  4/80-9/80

a. Eaton ’ 3 3 g

b. Genesee 2 4 :

¢c. Gratiot 0 7 3

d. Huron 3 5 :

e. Lapeer 0 0 .

f. Livingston 10 17 .

g. Sanilac 31 26 2;***

h. Shiawassee 1 o

i. Tuscola 12 9 5;

j. Total Youth 62 74

* Does not include Xay riport .
** Does not include August repor _
*%% Doas not include May, July, August and September reports

**kx Noes not include July report
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Status Offender Objective:

Determine by the 9 Primahy Counties the number of Statds Offenders admitted

to the Center where alternatives to detention have not been tried:

Baseline

(4 months) (6 months) - (6 months)
Measurement(s) 6/79-9/79 10/79-3/80 4/80-9/80
a. FEaton ' 0 3 1
b. Genesee 1 5 2 .
c. Gratiot 0 0 0
d. Huron 1 1 0
e. Lapeer , 6 1v 0
f. Livingston 6 n’ "6
g. Sanilac 1 1 1
h. Shiawassee 2 1 0
i. Tuscola 1 - 3 5
j. Total Youth 18 26 15

Lengthk of Stay Objective:

T s e <yt | B S e

A

Determine the primary purpose of detent1on, for: the maaority of time at RDC
for youth released after 31+ days.

(5 months) (6 months) (6 moﬁths)

Measurement(s) 5/79-9/79 10/79-3/80  4/80-9/80
a. HWaiver Hearing 3 1 ‘40
b. JC Adjudication Hearing 22 30 9
c. P & R Hearing 16 7 10
d. DSS Acceptance of Case 0 ' 5 4
e. Diagnostics 0 ] OU
f. Placement/Search 30 37 40
Tra1n’ng/5choo1 ;
Naitimg List 10 18 28
h. Other wa1¢ing Lists 14 16 13
i. Other S 1 6 5
j. Unknown o 0 3 ' 2
k. Total Youth 96 124 m.
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. STATISTICAL SUPPORT STUDIES
~ January, 1981
INSTITUTIONAL EVALUATION PROGRAM

A

R

P NN

\

0

. . . 3
* For detailed analysis, see previous Centers rggzrts.

SUMMARTZATION:
STUDIES COMPLETED 1974 - 1976 *

1) Productivity (job or school pérticipation) and Arrest Outcomes:

-/Job/schoo1 productivity is highly predictive of success at
avoiding arrest within three youths of release (see page 48;
) this report). Arrest rate of productive youth studied = 14%
non-productive youth = 50%.

- Youth display high rates of non-productivity (more than 50%)
three short months after release.

2) Educational Achievement and Arrest Outcomes:

- The higher the achievement level of students at release, the
greater their probability of success at avoiding re-arrest.

- Academic level attained is predictive of success, while the
amount of academic gain is not.

- 3) .Educationa] Level at Ehtry and Amount Gained During Stay:

'

- Youth entering at 2.9 grade level or below do not gain as much

as youth entering at higher levels.

4) Age at Re]ease and Arrest Outcomes:

AR i 3 b g e

)

- Youth released at 17 years or older have a significantly lower
arrest rate than youth released under 17. (0lder youth studied =

19% and younger = 33%,)
5) Length of Stay and Arrest Outcome5°

- Length of stay averages do not descr1be the relationship between

length of stay and arrest probability very well, because the
relationship is curvilinear.

- Youth with very short length of stays tend to be 10wer risk
youth, and their arrest outcomes are indeed better. But
contrary to prediction, youth with longer than average stays
have better arrest outcomes than youth with aver a%e stays.
(Apparently, other factors such as age, employability, etc.,
affect the expected outcome rates, since long-term residents
are often difficult, high-risk youth.) .

G

e T

e UL,



(2) - December, 1980

PREGNANCY AND CHILDBIRTH
AMONG ADRIAN GIRLS
12 MONTHS AFTER RELEASE

in 1974-76, of 289 girls released from the Adrian Training School, 63 (22%)
were either pregnant or had given birth one year after release, according
to their community care workers.

Pregnant Mothers Total
38 25 63 (22%)

In 1977-78, of 121 girls released at Adrian, onIY'19f(16%) were.either preg- '

nant or had given birth within one year.

Pregnant Mothers . Total

13 - o 6 19 (16%)

Analysis:

{:,' i
The rate of pregnancy and childbirth in the period immediately tollowing
release has dropped somewhat for girls at Adrian Training School. The

decline is not statistically significant, however.

)
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PROFILES OF
YOUTH IN INSTITUTIONS

(a) Institutional Boys (Sequoyéh, Olympic,

Summit, Adrian)

(b) Boys in Camps

{c) Boys in Green Oak Center/ITP

(d) Girls in Institutions

=
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December, 1979 (%)
PROFILE:
BOYS IN INSTITUTIONS
The following profile is descriptive of the typical male youth currently .
entering Institutional Services Division Centers(excluding G.0.C., I.T.P. o
and Camps). . ' ‘
Age: (intake for 1/78 - 12/78, N=546)
Average age at entry = 16 years, 11 days
Average length of stay = 334 days i
Average age at re]ease‘ = 16 years, 345 days {

Academic Level: (re1eqsed youths 7/78 - 6/79, N=374)

Average grade level at entry = 6.25" |
Average grade-level at release = 7.58
Averade academic gain during stay = 1,33
Average gain “"per year in.program" = 1,48

1,33 x-365 dazso

(= 329'days'
Previous Offense Patterns: '
(Most seriolis adjudications - Intake for 1/79 - 9/79, N=373)

Aggressive felons = 479 7
Property felons = 51%
Misdemeanors = V2%
Status Offenders 0%*

Previous Actions and Placements: (Intake for 1/79 - 9/79, N=373)

At point of intake, the average youth:

averaged 3.4 previous court appearances

averaged 3.1 previous adjudicated offenses

averaged 1.1 prévious out of home placements ‘
one youth in nine (11%) had seen previous placement in a residential
facility for the mentally 11 or emotionally disturbed.

* Since 7/1/76

7 7 . ’ & . TR

|

(5
May, 1980 - (5)

PROFILE:
BOYS IN CAMPS =

7

W //
The following profile is descriptive of the typical male youth currently

.entering the Institutional Services Division's Youth Rehabilitation Camps.

Age: (Intake for 1/80 - 3/80, N=63)

Average age at entry = 16 years, 113 days
Average length of stay = 189 days.
Average age at release = 16 years,.314 days

Academic Level: * (Youth released 1/80 - 3/80, N=28)
Average grade Tevel at entry =6,1
Average grade level at re]ease = 7.4
Average academic gain dgr1ng stayb = 1.3 1.3 % 365 days)
Average gain "per year in program" = 2.5 (

189 days

Previous Offense Patterns: : | ‘ :
{Most serious adjudications - Intake from 10/79 - 3/80, N=83)

Aggressive felonies = 13%
Property felonies = 77%
Misdemeanors = 5%
Status offenses 5%

- Previous Actions and Placements:

- had averaged 2.7 previous coqrt_appearances
- had averaged 3.1 previous adjudicated offenses
- had averaged .8 previous out-of-home placements

A
Va

* Figures not available for two yquths.
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July, 1979 (7)

(6) December, 1979 ' | 0
. N “ '
PROFILE: ~ Y T
() PROFILE
GIRLS IN INSTITUTIONS

BOYS IN SPECIAL PROGRAMS .
. . .

The following profile is descriptive of the'typical male youth éufrently .

“entering Green 0ak Center and the Intensive Treatment Program
The folTowj TP .
Hitusions) S descrintive of the typical female youth ¢ |
Urrently

Age: (intake for 1/78 - 12/78, N = 67) = - : | - cntering Instituti '
| : M 9 Institutional Services Division Centers (Adrian Traini |
oo” Age: (Intake for 1/78 - 12/78, N = 69) v ” SChoo})& o

Average age at entry = .16°years, 47 days .
: |

Average length of stay = 334 days
Average age at release = 17 years, 15§ da¥§ . ‘ |
, | | Average Tength of
sta
Average age at re1easg

6/79, N = 77) , i ' |
Academic Level:

Average age at entry 15 years, 263 days

N\ year, 22 days (387 dau
16 years, 300 da§s days)

>

nnon

Academic Level: (released youtfis 7/78 -

Average grade level at entry = 6.10 . ‘ )
Average grade level at release = 7.44 ' . 7 ‘
Average academic gain during stay = 1.34 ) ‘ C - , .
Average gain "per year in program" = 1.34 (1.34325335 days) ' . QVerage grade Tevel at eﬁfhy = 5.9
ays o | o . verage grade level at A
| | ) herade acadenc satn during siay - 1
- e gai - _oa
J€ gain Pef}year n program = 1,04 1.1 x 365

(Most serious adjudications, intake for 1/79 - 9/79, N = 116) n
(Most serious adjudication - 1,78 - 12/78, N = 69)

56% : /// £
a4y B - 1'» 0 Agqr
| ' ressive felonjes | |
assault, robbehy:esaégggder’ Unaaughter, rape, !

0% “
: : o . and
Criminal sexual conduct), unarmed, arson , R ,

' 52% . R TS

Aggressive felons
Property felons
Misdemeanors

S

]

, Status offenders 0%
. . Previous Actiogs and Placements: (Intake for 1/79 - 9/79, N = 116) .

P ro 30, {

1ar5§;;y gsaon;es (car theft, breaking and enteri | . ;
2 CTUG law violations: exclyds Sl ' : ‘ §

Possession), - _ ‘ uding marijuana ' | :

1)

. 33%

Previous Offense Patterns: - . o
‘ ' {j) ’ o : ” 387 days ‘ ;o
: Previous Offense Patterns: ' ' !

At point of intake, the average youth:
Misdemeanors (malici s )
1clous destruction n
d ‘ uction
pgggg and disorderly, shoplifting mgiiPEOperty,
ssion, viglation of PPObatioﬁ) Juana

St72us offenses :
Spee2 U1 hom
‘ &y‘orr1g1b71ity,(curﬁeﬁ?? School truancy,
7 . . = 0%

averaged 2.7 previous court appearances

averaged 2.5 previous adjudicated offenses -

averaged 1.8 previous out of home placements

- nearly one youth in three (30%) had seen previous placement in a
residential facility for the mentally i11 or emotionally disturbed.

15%
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Prey1ous Actions and Placements:

- 23::3353 f.g bPevjous court appearances
Averaged 1'3mﬁ§§3}33§ gngd;Cgted offenses - N
- 2Ot ut-of-hq '
iciart 10012, ) e st ey |
. ldential facilj °
mentally 111 op emotionally d?ggaﬁgegpr the o
’ o . :

!

At point of intake, the average youth: SN s

b

=
w’ww;ﬁm‘ﬂxnwv‘« [

ST o
A ;




S T ESUR PRV

(8) | " August 22, 1977

A STUDY OF AGGRESSIVE ADJUDICATION HISTORIES
IN INSTITUTIONAL INTAKE:

WAYNE COUNTY AND OUTSTATE

OBSERVATION GROUP: 569 wale youth admitted to Sequoyah,. Summit, Green QOak

Center, and Intensive Treatment betweenr12/75 and 7/77.

"WAYNE COUNTY QUTSTATE
Record of
Aggressive Felony 54% 35%
Adjudication (N=115) (N = 92)
No Record of
Aggressive Felony ' 46% 65%
Adjudication (N = 97) (N = 265)

X? for this distribution (df = 1)

= 39.06 which is significant beyond thé
.001 level of probability.

Wayne County youth have significantly greatef rates of

CONCLUSION:
aggressive felony adjudications than outstate youth..

Aggressive felonies include murder, rape, assault, robbery and arson,
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April, 1978

THE VIOLENT OFFENDER
(OUTCOMES)

Overview:

One »outh in three (34%) currently entering the Institutional Services
Division has been adjudicated for a violent felony. The remaining two-
thirds (66%) have been committed for property felonies. (Currently, the
misdemeanant is rare. The status offender is not admitted.)

We know a good deal more today about the outcomes of youth in state
institutional care than we have in recent years. This sheet is necessar-
ily a simplification. (Detailed information available upon request.)

What we know about the violent offender:

- The violent offender is principally male.

- While property offenders have higher rearrest rates, violent offenders
are more likely to-commit another violent offense.

- In short, property offanse predicts probability of rearrest,~but
violent offense prediciz violence.

- The probability of a ysuth being rearrested on a violent felony
charge within one year of release is:

1 in 9 for institutional youth as a whole;
tut .

1 in 12 for youth admitted as property offenders;
and |

1 in 5% for youth admitted as violent offenders.

- More than one ma1e de11nquenf state ward in 100 will be discharged
from state care because he is dead. This is three times the normal
mortality rate. A disproportionate number of these deaths (about

4 in 5) are among youth who have committed offenses harmful to persdns.

- In short the violent youth is a high-risk youth -- not on1y to the
conmun1ty, but to h1mse1f .

Conclusions:

An.intensification of effort is needed to focus on the violent youthful
offender group. This is pdrt1cular1y the case in the post-institutional
period, where more than half of all institutional re]easees are typically
1dle w1#h1n three months of re]ease

J¢The risks -- and the neeﬁs -- of th1s group appear extreme.
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Subject Groups:

Navember, 1980

Longitudinal Tracking of Youth Entering
Adult Department cf Corrections Programs

Three hundred sixty-one male youth released from Institu-
tions between 7/1/74 and 6/30/75; 115 male youth released
from Youth Rehabilitation Camps between 12/1/74 and 6/30/75;
119 females released at Adrian, 7/1/74 - 6/30/75. '

A comparison group of youth released in 7/77 - 6/78 is now
available. This group may be compared (at 2% yrs.) with
the initial study group.

Procedure Youth in the subject groups were checked annually against
: Department of Corrections population rosters, to detérmine
if they had entered the adult correctional system. (Note:
Names only appeared on the rosters if a young person has
drawn a sentence greater than one year. Sentences of less
than a year were served in the county jail system.) Figures
below include youth who have entered D. of C., served
sentences and been released.
No. of 2 Yrs. 3 Yrs. 4% Yrs. 5% Yrs. No. of 25 Yrs.
Youth % in % in % in % in | Youth % in
Released Prison Prison Prison Prison Released Prison
1974/75 6/30/77 6/30/78 -6/30/79 6/30/80 1977/1978 6/30/80
G.0.C. 91 34(37%) 42(46%) 49(54%) 51(56%) 81 28 (35%)
Adrian (M) 9% 4(44%) 4(44%) 4(44%) 4(44%) 48 6 (13%)
Sequoyah 89 24(27%) 32(36%) 41(46%) 43(48%) 113 26 (23%)
0lympic 85 20(24%) 29(34%)  33(39%) 35(41%) 88 25 (28%)
Sunmit 64 | 9(14%) 17(27%) 20(31%) 25(39%) 105 21 (20%)
Camps 115 16(14%) 26(23%) 30(26%) 33(29%) - 176 22 (13%)
Rec./ITP 23 3(13%) 5(22%) 7(30%) 10(43%) 17 3 (18%)
Total (M) 476 110(23%)  155(33%)  184(39%) 201(42%) 628 131 (21%)
Adrian (F) 119 5(4%) 6(5%)  7(6%) 7(6%) 69 0 (0%)

* Adrian figures are small because programming for males was in early stages

in 1974-75.
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July, 1979

Center

Adrian Training School (F)

N =69

Adrian Tfaining School (M)

N=176

O

i
-

Arbor Heights Center

N =35

Green QOak Center
N = 4]

Olympic Center

N =134
Receptioh/I.T;P.
N =26

- Sequoyah Center

N =134

Summit Center
N =135

AT1 Institutional Males

N = 546

Youth Rehabilitation
N = 181

1.S.D. Total
N = 831

AVERAGE AGES 1978
INTAKE

Average Age

16 yr.
16 yr.
15 yr.
15 yr.

- 15 yr.

Camps

16 yr.

16 yr.

15 yr.

16 yr.

16 yr.

15 yr., 263 days

59 days
7 days

181 Aays
47 days
202 days
'326 days
363 days

30 days

89 days

39 days

(11)
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Center

Adrian Training School (F
N = 65

Adrian Training School (M)
= 6]

N

Arbor Heights Center
N =27

Green Oak Center -
N = 68

Olympic Center
N = 85

Reception/I.T.P.
N =24

Sequoyah Center
N=T112

Summit Center
N = 98

A1l Institutional Males
N = 448 o

Youth Rehabilitation Camps
N =183

I1.S.D. Total
N =723

July, 1979

AVERAGE AGES 1978
RELEASE

Average Age

) 16 yr., 300 days
17 yr., 75 days

15 yr., 312 days
17 yr., 18@ days
16lyé.f 362 days
16 yr,?'94 days

16 yr., 350 days
1§ yr., 350 days
17 yro, 17 days

16 yr., 267 days

16 yr., 330 déys
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AGE DISTRIBUTIONS
1978 INTAKE
FOR INSTITUTIONAL MALES

N = 546
13 or under = 3%
Ry = 13%
15 = 249
16 = 45y
17 = 15%
18 =0

AGE DISTRIBUTIONS:
1978 INTAKE
FOR INSTITUTIONAL FEMALES
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N =69
13 or under = 4%
1 = 13
15 - 48
16 = 29% ’
17 = 6%
18 = 0
) 5
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,( ) [N January, 1980 (15)
i \
AGE DISTRIBUTIONS AT ) /ﬁ e
RELEASE FOR C} ) @
| INSTITUTIONAL MALES (1978) (( '
| N = 448 7 %\; TRENDS IN INSTITUTIONAL INTAKE:
| , e MALE YOUTH WITH PREVIOUS PLACEMENTS
13 or under = 0% . "IN A RESIDENTIAL FACILITY
y " FOR THE MENTALLY ILL OR EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED
15 = 12%
| /v - 1977 INTAKE INTAKE FOR 1/79 - 9/79
16 = 26% | (
17 = 449 Open Programs . 7% (N=302) 11% (N=373)
18 = 16 Green Oak Center 14% (N=110) 319 (N=86)
Intensive Treatment Program 16% (N=19) 33% (N=24)*
Total for males ( 9% (N=431) 16% (N=483)
A ‘ *\'\Qs \\\:‘\\ :
3 @ Adrian females 16% (N=76) 18% (N=40)
/ ) :
: / : \ Total, males and females 10% (N=507) 16% (N=523)
AGE DISTRIBUTIONS AT ) ' |
_RELEASE FOR : /
INSTITUTIONAL FEMALES (1978) ; — | (,
3 N.=65 * Includes five (5) youths from October & November 1979 \
¥ 13 or under = 0% -
i 14. . = 6%
N
% 16 = 39%
| 17 = 35% ;
o 18 = 11% ; %
” =z 3 g )“ . \\ A
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