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This report continues the analyses o~ post-release arrest and 

institutionalization of youths released from residential facilities of the 

Division for Youth. l It contains studies of three samples, representing 

youths (1) released from state schools and centers from Janaury 1, 1971 

through June 30, 1971 (2) released from state schools and centers from 

July 1, 1971 through March 31, 1973 (3) released from experimental facilities 

(Home, Camp, START and YDC centers) and other Title II facilities from July 1, 

1971 through March 31, 197302 

The statistics on post-release arrest and re-institutiona1ization of 

youths released from state schools and centers are unique in that this is 

the first time such information has been systematically collected and 

presented for these facilities. 

11. J o Goldman. Studies of Post-Discharge Arrest and Commibncmt among 
1969-1970 Dischargees. New York: New York State Division for Youth, 1972; 
10 J. Goldman 0 Multivariate Analyses of Post-Discharge Arrest, Post-Discharge 
Commitment and Nongraduation. New York: New York State Division for Youth, 
1972; 10 J o Goldman and M. Kohn. Referral Characteristics Associated with 
Arrest and Conunitment after Discharge. New York: Ne~v York State Division for 
Youth, 1971. I. J. Goldman. Characteristics Associated with Recidivism. 
New York: New YorK ~tate Division for Youth, 1970. 

2The term state training school was replaced in July 1, 1971 by the term 
state schoo10 The state schools and centers comprise those facilities that until 
July 1, 1971 were part of the state training school system. On that date the 
Division for Youth assumed responsibility for these institutions. Since then, 
there have been attempts to integrate the training school system and the system 
of programs and services ~.,hich the Division had previously developed. A distinc­
tion is now made between Title III youths who are committed or placed by court 
action into a state school or center; and Title II youths who enter a program 
as a condition of probation or by consent of a legal guardian and whom the 
Division is under no legal compulsion to accept. Programs accepting Title II 
youths are called Title II programs o They comprise the experimental facilities 
of the Division, and certain state centers. TIlese particular state centers 
may no~., accept both Title II and Title III youths. The first two samples cited 
above are restricted to Title III youths,and the last sample is restricted to 
'£i tle II youths. / 
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The analyses of this report arc mean~ to assist administrators and 

researchers in answering two basic questions (a) how adequate are the 

schools and other programs in the prevention of recidivism and related 

outcomes, such as re-institutionalization, and (b) for which types of 

youths are these programs more adequate and for which types are they less 

adequate o TIle analyses arc conceived as part of an ongoing effort to 

answer these and related questions by cumulatively building up a base of 

empirical knowledge, and by developing methodological and c~nceptual 

tools required to answer such questionso 

In addition to a focus on state schools and centers, the report 

departs from previous ones by inclusion of females as well as males, and by 

extend i.ng the age range of the sub j ec ts under study. The studies continue 

the analyses of predictors of outcome related to recidivism and, in doing 

so, explore the use of ne'tv indicators of recidivism and test hypotheses 

derived from previous work. 

A procedu·,<nl innovation also characterizes two of the three studies. 

Reliance is made for the first time on the knowledge and reports of Division 

for Youth aftercare workers as a primary source of data, in order to supplement 

information on arrests and re-institutionalization obtained from the New York 

State Department of Cr:i..minal Justice Services. 

STUDY-ONE 

The first study examined outcome of 843 youths whose last release from state 

schools and centers ,vas after the age of 15 and during the period Janu;;:ry 1, 

1971 through June 30, 19710 On July 1, 1971 the Division for Youth assumed 

administrative responsibility for the state schools and centers, so that 
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the study population represents youths released in the six month period 

prior to the Division for Youth's assumption of responsibility. The 

reference point of the study is a youth's last release from the state 

schools and centers, and the general question is "\-7hat occurs j.n the three year 

period after a youth's last release, i.e., after all intervention by these 

institutions in the youth's life has been completed. The outcomes examined 

are post-release arrest and re-institutiona1ization after age 16, i.e., 

when the youth has become an adult within the context of the criminal 

law. The study therefore examines the adequacy of the state school and 

center to the problem ot adult recidivism (as indicated by arrest and 

re-institutiona1ization).1 

Subjectso Subjects of th study were 843 youths (a) \vho were in a 

state school or center on December 31, 1970 and (b) who left during the 

period January 1, 1971 through June 30, 1971 (c) without ever returning to a 

state school and (d) who were over 15 years old as of June, 1971. Since 

there is no central file that would provide this information completely, the 

State School Fiscal File of December 31, 1970 was used t..o determine (a) and 

(d) and the Division for Youth Current Master File to infer (b) and (c)o 

The State Training School Fiscal File was obtained on tape from the New 

York State Division of Social Services. In problematic cases, individual 

case records were consulted where available. 

lBy the choice of last release as the reference point to define the 
beginning of the study period, no youths in the study had re-entered a state 
school or center after the start of the study period (the period for which 
observations of outcome were made). The presumption is that no 
serious offenses committed prior to age 16 and which would lend to re-entry 
into a state school or center came to the ,attention of authorities during 
the study period. It may be assumed, therefore, that for the study population 
as a totality the official post-release offense history at age 16 or over 
closely approximates the official offense history after release, evc:n though 
a part of the study population was released prior to age 16. 
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Sources of ~ For post-release arrest and Gommitment records, 

the New York State Department of Criminal Justice Services was the source 

of data. These records (except in rare instances) refer to fingerprintab1e 

arrest and commitment for offenses after the age of l6~ For background 

information about the youths) the State Training School Fiscal File of the 

New York State Division of Social Services was the source of data o As 

noted above, the Division for Youth Current Master File was also used to 

define the sample. 

Cut-off date. The statistics On post-release arrest and commitment 

were determined until the cut-off date of April 1, 1974G This provided a 3 

year study period for all youths, plus or minus 3 months. 

Terminoloay regarding, tirile .Eerj.~ The midpoint of the January 1, 1971 -

June 30, 1971 period, ioe., April 1!) 1971 was used to approximate the exact 

release data o 1 The phrase first year after release ,means the time period 

from date of release to April, 1972, or exactly one year plus or minus three 

months. Similarly the first t'tvO years after release means the time period 

from date of release to April 1, 1973 or exactly two years plus or minus three 

months. The phrase first three years after release should be similarly inter-

preted, i.e., from date of release to-April 1, 1974 or exactly three years 

plus or minus three months o 

Age subcateaories~ Two age subcategories were used in the analyses. 

~le l6-and-older group refers to youths whose 16th birthdays were in April, 1971 

or before. Youths whose 16th birthdays were after April, 1971 are referred to 

Inle exact release date of course did not appear on the December, 1970 
Fiscal File (which preceded the releuse date). The Current Master File 'tvas 
not used to obtain this dute because (a) it did not contain the records of all 
youths front the training school system prior to July 1, 1971 and (b) it was 
previously found to be erroneous in its release dates with certain youthso 
It 1vas felt that the approximate release date would suffice for all substantive 
purposes of the study. 
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as the under-16 group. The distinction was made to differentiate those 

youths who were able to have ?du1t arrest and commitment data during April, 

1971 and thereafter (because they "tV'ere 16 or over at this time) from those 

who were not. 

Missing information and problematic cases. Subjects with missing 

information on post-release arrest and commitment were excluded from the 

study. These included seven 'with records sealed, ten whose DCJS 

identification was considered uncertain and fout' for whom information 'tvas 

not given. Records may be sealed for marijuana possession offenses which 

are dismissed, ·and for adjudications of youthful offender. Their ex­

clusion from the study may introduce a slight b).as into the statistics. 

Three youths were reported deceased and were also exc1uded o 
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Adult arrest of male youths 

The numbers and percentages of male youths found to have acquired 

fingerprintable arrest records in the first year after release from the 

training schools and centers are given in Table 1. Corresponding 

stati.stics for the first two years after release, and the first three 

years after release are given in Tables 2 and 3. 

As may be seen in the tables, 43% of the total group were arrested in 

the first year after release, 62% were arrested in the first two years, and 

69% in the three year period. About one-third of the youths (31%) did not 

acquire an arrest record in the three year period. 

Statistics for the age subcategories are given separately in the tables. 

The t,vo subgroups differed significantly only for the first year; 36% of the 

under-16 group were arrested in the first year compared to 47% of the 16-and­

older group. Since arrests refe~ only to police apprehension of a youth when 

he is 16 or older, and since members of the younger subgroup were between 15 

and 16 years old at release, the smaller percentage should not be taken to 

necessarily mean fewer police apprehensions 0 Th.e difference vanishes by the 

end of the second and third years o 

TI1e number of fingerprintable arrests per youth for the three year 

period is given in Table 4. About one-third (31%) had no arrest r\~cord 

in the three year period, somewhat under one-half (43%) had one to three 

arrests, and about one-quarter (26%) had four or more arrests o 

Among those arrested, the median number of arrests was 2.8. If a youth 

was arrested at least once, the chances were about 3 to 1 that he was arrested 

more than once. Of those arrested, 26% had exactly one arrest and 74% had more 

than One arrest. 
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By comparing the numbers in Tables 1, 2 and 3 a relation between 

first arrest and time since release may be inferred. Since the l6-and­

older subgroup was vulnerable to arrest for the full duration of their 

first year after release, this group is used for this purpose. If a first 

arrest were equally probable at any point in time in the threc year period, 

one would expect 33% of those who acquired-arrest records in the three year 

period to have their first arrest in the first year, 33% in the second year 

and 33% in their third year. In fact, for the older subgroup, 69% of those 

who acquired arrest records in the three year period had their first arrest 

in the first year, 22% in the second year, and 9% in the third year. From 

this one may infer that the acquisition of a first arrest was more probable 

in the first than in the second year, and more probable in the second than 

in the third year. That is, the first arrest for members of this sample 

was much mo:;:e likely to occur earlier in time than later in time, as 

measured from date of release. 

The numbers in Tables 1, 2 and 3 also throw light on youths who wcre 

not arrested. The probability of a first (':rrest after release occuring 

in a time period of defined duration decreases the longer a youth is without 

a first arrest. For the l6-and-older subgroup: of 419 youths, 47% were 

arrested in the first year. However, of the 221 remaining youths only 29% were 

arrested in the second year; and of the 156 youths not arrested in either the 

first or the second year the percentage arrested in the third year drops to 

16%. 

These analyses suggest that recidivist acts of the group under study 

tended to be repetitive and to occur relatively early in time after release; 

while, contrar~~ise, youths who did not recidivate up to some point in time 
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were increasingly unlikely to do so in a subsequent period of time. 

Findings regarding seriousness of offense for which a youth was 

arrested are given in Tables 5 and 6. The numbers and percentages of 

youths with at least one arrest with a felony charge (in the three year 

period) are given in Table 5. For Table 6 the mos~ serious arrest of the 

youth in the three year period was recorded, based on the legal offense 

category and class. The numbers and percentages of youths with their 

most serious arrest falling into the designated categories are presented 

in Table 6. 

TIle percentage of youths with at laast one felony arrest in the three­

yeaj7 pe1iod was 57% (Table 5). About four in ten youths (43%) had no felony 

arrests in this period. Slightly over one-fifth (22%) of the youths had 

at least one arrest for the most serious felonies (class A and B) about 

one-third (35%) had as their most serious arrest a felony of class C, D or 

E, and about one-tenth (12%) were arrested solely for misdemeanors or other 

legal categories (Table 6). 
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Adult re-institutionalization of male youths 

Adult re-institutionalization here refers to commitment to a state 

correctional facility, a local correctional facility or a narcotic re-

" habilitation facility for individuals over the age of 16~ 

Tables 7, 8 and 9 present the numbers and percentages of male youths 

with at least one adult re-institutiona1ization during the first year after 

release, during the first two years after release, and during the first 

three years after release. 

The percentages of youths re-institutionalized during the first year was 

lQ%, during the first two years was 24% and during the first three years was 

32%. About two-thirds of the youths (68%) had no adult re-institutiona1ization. 

Again, there was a significant difference in the first year between the 

younger and older subgroups (6/0 re-ins titutionalized versus 13/0), which 

was probably due to the inability of the younger group to be re-institutionalized 

until they are above the age of 16, i.e., to a methodological artifact. The 

difference ceases to be significant by the end of the second and third years. 

The likelihood of a youth being re-institutionalized for the first time 

does not show the same diminishing trend with time since release that the 

arrest statistics indicated. In the 16-and older subgroup 54 of 419 youths, 

or 13% w-ere re-institutionalized for the first time in the first year after 

release. Of the remaining 365 youths (who had not been re-institutionalized 

during the first year) 53 or 14% were re-institutiona1ized for the first time 

during the second year qfter release. Of the 312 youths who had not been 

re-institutionalized in the first two years after release, 31 or 10% were 

re-institutiona1iz~d during the third year after release. The probability 
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of re-institutionalization does not appear, to decline the longer a youth 

does not have a first re-institutionalization for the first and second 

years, and declines only slightly in the third year. 

The numbers and percentages of youths \vho had at least one corrunitment 

to a state, local and narcotic rehabilitation facility in the three period 

are given in Tables 10-12. TIle overall percentages are 11% for state 

correctional facilities, 21% for local correctional facilities and 5% for 

narcotic rehabilitation facilities .. 

Adult arrest of female youths 

The numbers and percentages of female youths with fingerprintable arrest 

records, in the first year after release from the training schools, in the 

first two years, and in the first three years are given in Tables 13, 14 and 

15. 

It is apparent that these figures are markedly lower than those for 

males. For the first year, the percentage with an arrest record is 9.5%, 

about one-fifth of the male rate; for the first two years it is 22%, about 

one-third of the male rate; and for the first three years is 25%, roughly 

one-third of the male rate. l~ree out of four females (75%) had no finger­

printable arrest record in the three-year period. 

The differences bet~veen the younger and older subgroups were not 

significant for either the first year, first two years or first three years. 

For the l6-and older group, of those arrested in the three-year period, 

46% had their first arrest in the first year and 50% in the second year. 

However, only 4% of those arrested had their first arrest in the third year. 

i 
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Thus, unlike the male, a first arrest was as likely to occur in 

the second y<;!ar after release as in the first year. However, it was very 

unlikely to occur in the third year. 

In the first year 12 of 93 youths (in the older subgroup) or 13% had 

a first arrest. Of the remaining 81 youths (not arrested in the first year) 

13 or 16% were arrested in the second year. Of the 68 youths not arrested 

in the first two years only 1 (2%) was arrested in the third year. It 

would appear that the probability of arrest for those without a prior arrest 

record (since release) did not increase or decline with time since release 

for the first two years, but declined sharply after that point. 

Unlike the male sample, if a female youth had an arrest record, it 

was more likely that she would have only one arrest than have more than one 

arrest. Table 16 presents the findings on number of arrests in the three 

year period since release. nlree-quarters (75%) had no arrest, about one­

seventh (14%) had one arrest, and about one-ninth (11)% had more than one 

arrest. Among those arrested, the median number of arrests \Vas 1.4. 

The percentage of female youths with felony arrests was 12.5% (Table 17). 

Only 2% were arrested for an A or B felony, one-tenth (10%) for a C, D or E 

felony as their most serious arrest, and about one-eighth (12.5%) were 

arrested solely for misdemeanors and offenses in other legal categories 

(Table 18). It may be noted that among those arrested, one-half had as their 

most serious arrest a felony arrest and one-half had a misdemeanor or other 

category. For males the most serious arrest was about five times more likely 

to be a felony arrest than a misdemeanor or bther categoryo 

/ 
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Adult re-institutionalization of female youths 

For the vast majority of females (96%) there was no re-institutionalization 

during the three-year period. Only 6 of the 168 female youths were committed 

to a state or local correctional facility or to a narcotic rehabilitation 

facility after release from training school or center. Statistics for the first year 

after release, the first two years and the first three years are given in 

Tables 19 to 21_1 

Characteristics predictive of recidivism among male youths 

The file which was used in this study to define the study population 

also contained certain background and program information on the youths. This 

information was used to extend the findings presented in previous reports on 

predictors of recidivism. The previous reports had pertained solely to male 

youths released from the experimental facilities. 

The variables assessed as potential predictors were ethnicity, 

religion, type of adjudication, admission age, discharge age, marital status 

of child 1 s parents, county, training school, and duration of time in the 

trainhlg school system. 

The main indicator of recidivism chosen for these analyses was an 

arrest with a felony charge (versus no arrest with a felony charge) for the 

three year period after release. This indicator was used because it was 

believed to be a more sensitive measure of recidivism than simple arrest or 

any re-institutionalization measure. 2 

I There were 5 youths with one local commitment, one with a state commit­
ment, and one with a commitment to a narcotic rehabilitation facility. One 
youth had more then one type of commitment. 

2Based on findings in the previous reports of experimental (Title II) youths. 
See footnote 1, page 1. 
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Only one of these variables corresponds to those contained in a 

scale predicting Arrest and Serious Arrest, or a second scale predicting 

Commitment and Serious Commitment, which had been derived from a study of 

experimental (Title II) youths released in 1966-1968 and found to be valid for youths 

released in 1969-1970.1 This was adjudicatiol, status. It was therefore 

hypothesized (1) that adjudication status \vould be associated with 

different probability of post-release felony arrest; specifically, that 

the Person In Need of Supervision would have lower probability than the 

Juvenile Delinquent. 

The other hypotheses (below) regarding which groups would have higher 

versus lower probability of post-release arrest were considered more 

problematic. While ethnicity was found to be a unique predictor of post-

release arrest among experimental youths released 1969-1970, it had not 

been a unique predictor among experimental youths released 1966-19680 

Residency in New York City had been found to be a unique predictor of serious 

arrest among experimental youths released 1969-1970 but not a unique predictor 

of arrest among these same youths or among experimental youths released 1966-

1968.2 Nevertheless, on the basis of these findings, it was hypothesized that 

black youths and youths from New York City would have greater probability of 

post-release felony arrest than non-black youths and youths from outside 

New York City, respectivelyo 

One predictor contained in the above-mentioned scales for Arrest, Serious 

Arrest, Commitment; Serious Commitment was whether a youth had at least one 

petition prior to the one that led to referral to the Division facility 

lSerious arrest was defined as an arrest for robbery, burglary, drug 
offenses, assaultive acts or grand larceny. It is believed to largely correspond 
to felony arrest in the present analysis. Serious commitment was a commitment 
with a sentence of 3 months or overo The other variables in the scales were not 
available from the file used in tl\.1..s study (See footnote 1, page 1, first reference). 

2Serious Arrest was not studied in the case of the 1966-1968 group, 
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(versus none). It was felt that the age at which a youth entered the 

training school might tap a similar dimension, i.e., early or repeated 

misconduct. It was therefore hypothesized that youths entering the 

training school at very early ages would have greater probability of post-

release felony arrest than those entering at later ages. 

On the assumption that at least some of these variables would be 

predictive, and none would show a significant reverse direction than that 

expected, it was also hypothesized that a scale based on these variables 

(using simple dichotomies) would be associated with probability of post-

release felony arrest. 

In the study of experimental youths released in 1966-1968 and 

1969-1970 the content of the items making up the set of unique predictors 

was considered consonant with the theory that disattachment from, or lack 

of integration in, conventional social institutions and adult-structured 

settings was associated with higher likelihood of recidivism. Empirical 

support in a test of this theory (derived from concepts of Emile Durkheim) 

has been given in a study by Hirschi. 1 Hirschi's interpretation is that 

absence of social integration of the youth implies the absence of inter-

nalized authority figures that would otherwise be psychologically present 

to a youth faced with the choice of participating or not participating in a 

delinquent act. Under the assumption that a birth out of wedlock implies 

the absence of the father figure for at least the early part of life, and 

therefore the probable absence of the possibility of internalizing a 

significant authority figure at this important time, it was hypothesized 

that a youth born out of wedlock would have a higher probability of re-

cidivism (as measured by felony arrest) than one not born out of wedlock. 

IT. Hirschi. Causes of Delinguencyo Berkeley: University of 
California Press, 1969. 
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Based on the findings for the experimental youths, which have 

consistently shmm no significant differences for the following variables with 

larger sample sizcs~ it was expected that there would be no significant 

difference in recidivism due to a youth coming from a t1brokentl home versus 

int~l,ct home, (i.e_, both natural parents living together); and no significant 

difference beDveen Catholic and Protestant youths. 

It was assumed that duration in the training school system would 

correlate highly with age at first admission, and therefore that the re-

lation found for age at admission with recidivism "ivould be similar to the 

relation found for duration in the training school system with recidivism 

(at the'zero-order level). The question was posed whether duration in the 

training school system "ivould be related to recidivism, adjusting for age 

at admissiono On the one hand, it might be expected that the more 

recidivism-prone youths would be kept longer in the training school system; 

and that there would therefore be a positive relationshipo On the other, 

it might be expected that a longer time in treatment would reduce the 
'" 

probability of recidivism, if treatment were effective. Therefore, no 

hypothesis was posed regarding this relationshipo 

The question was also posed whether participation in one rather than 

another state school or center was associated with different probability 

of recidivism. This question was also examined by multiple regression, 

"ivhich permitted the control of background variables. No hypotheses were 

put forth regarding this question o 

/ 
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Results for individual predictors 

The relations of the various independent variabl.es to felony arrest 

for male youths at the zero-order level are given in Tables 22 to 28. All 

the hypotheses were confirmed by the anlayses. 

The hypothesis that the Juvenile Delinquent would be more likely to 

recidivate than the Person In Need of Supervision is confirmed by the 

findings in Table 22. Of youths with the label Juvenile Delinquent> 6n% 

had at least one felony arrest; while of youths with the adjudication 

Person In Nped of Supervision, 46% had at least one felony arrest. 

The hypothesis that the youth of black ethnicity would be more likely 

to recidivate than others is confirmed by the findings in Table 23. Of 

black youths, 65% had at least one felony arrest, compared to 49% for 

others. 

Similarly, the hypothesis that youths from New York City would be more 

likely to recidivate them youths from outside New York City is confirmed by 

the findings in Table 24. The percentages of youths from New York City and 

from outside New York City with at least one felony arrest ~vcre 64% and 47%. 

The hypothesis that youths with very early entrance into the state 

training school would be more likely to recidivate than youths with later 

entrance is con'trmed by the findings in Table 25. Of youths entering the 

system prior to age 14, the percentage with at least one felony arrest after 

release was 63%. Of youths entering after the age of 14, the percentage was 

55%. 

The hypothesis that youths who were born out of wedlock would be more 

likely to recidivate that others was confirmed by the findings in Table 260 

Of youths born out of wedlock, 67% had at least one felony arrest; of other 

youths~ the percentage was 54%. 
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Neither t~e distinction bet\o1een natural parents living together, 

versus all others, nor the distinction between Protestant and Catholic re­

ligious affiliation showed significant predictive pow'er (Tables 27 and 28). 

The nonsignificant difference between youths 'with natural parents living 

together versus others w'as mainly dUE; to the difference be tween 

youths born in wedlock versus youths born out of wedlock (Table 27). 

Results on scale scores 

The scale cited in hypothesis 5 was constructed as follo\o1s: a youth 

was given one point each if he were (a) a Juvenile Delinquent (b) of black 

ethnicity (c) from New York City (d) first entered the training school 

system prior to age 14. Values or "scores" could thus range from Q (if a 

youth had none of these characteristics) to !±. (if a youth had all of these 

characteristics). 

The relation of these values to felony arrests is given in Table 29. 

Of those male youths whose scores were Q, 32% had at least one felony 

arrest in the three year period since release. Of those with scores of 1=., 

the percentage was 46%, of those whose scores were~, the percentage was 

57%, of those whose scores were 1" the percentage was 76%, and of those 

whose scores 'i'lere!±., the percentage 'was 71%. In general, the scores were 

related to felony arrest in the manner hypothesized. It may be noted that 

the chance of a youth with scores of 1 or ~ being subsequently arrested 

,.;rith a felony charge was about 3 to 1. These youths represented 30% of 

the total group. 
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The relation of scale scores and arrest (any fingerprintable arrest) 

is given in Table 30. mlile the differentiation is in the hypothesized 

direction, the relation is someivhat weaker than that for felony arrest. 

The relation of the scale scores to re-institutionalization is of 

interesto This is given in Table 31. Of those with a ~ score, 18% 

were re-institutionalized during the three year period after release, of 

those with a score of 1" 23% were re-institutionalized, of those with a 

score of 1, 30% were re-institutionalized, of those i'lith a score of 1., 

44% were re~institutionalized, and of those with a score of ~, 58% were 

re-institutionalized o Here it may be noted that those youths with a score 

of 1 or ~ had about a fifty-fifty chance of being re-institutionalized 

after release. 

Finally, the relat;ion of the scale scores to the offense class and 

category of the most serious arrest of the youth is given in Table 32. The 

table indicates that those scoring 1. and ~ not only were more likely to have 

felony arrests but were more likely to have the most serious felony arrests Q 

They account for 55% of those whose most serious arrest is a class A felony, 

55% of those 'whose most serious arrest is a class B felony, 38% of those 

whose most serious arrest is a class C felony, 25% of those whose most 

serious arrest is a class D felony, 30% of those whose most serious arr<,st 

is a class E felony, and 18% of those whose most serious arrest is a class 

A misdemeanor. 

Seriousness of Arrest as a continuous outcome variable; Predictors of 

seriousness among male youths with arrest r.c;cords o 

The combining of primarily dichotomuus predictor variables into a 

\ , 
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scale produces c: m<;asure yielding a. number of ordered values (e.g., 0 to 4). 

As a measure it thereby accords better than the original variables with the 

assumption that the variable hypothetically measured, (which may be called 

"proneness to a certain outcome, e.g., recidivismll
) has the properties of 

a continuous variable. However, the outcome measure used in all preceding 

analyses has been a dichotomy (e.g., arrested versus not arrested). Glaser 

has critized the use of such a dichotomy (within the context of program 

evaluation), recommending as a preferred outcome variable, time spent in 

correctional settings after re1ease. l Findings concerning youths in the 

Division's experimental programs indicate that any outcome measure based 

on re-institutionalization may be faulty as an indicator of recidivism in 

that the factors leading to a decision (a) to commit a youth to a correc-

tional facility and (b) to impose a long versus a short sentence, may 

include characteristics of the youth logically unrelated to the offense 

for which he is tried; and these may be quite potent determining factors. 

For example, in the study of 1969-1970 dischargees (from experimental 

facilities) a youth born outside New York City was over twice as likely 

to receive a state co~nitment, i.e., a commitment with a sentence of over 

one year, in a 2.5 to 3.5 year post-release period than a youth from New 

York City; and this did not appeal~ attributable to the youths from outside 

New York City having more serious arrest records. The findings also 

suggested that the offense record of the youth prior to entering a 

program and his discharge status on leaving (representing adjustment 

to the program) were factors in judicial considerations to commit a youth. 

lD. Glaser. Routinizing Evaluation: Getting Feedback on Effectiveness 
of Crime and Delinquency Programs 0 DHEW Publication No. (HS1:''1~ 73-9123 0 

Superintendent of Documents, UO S. Government Printing office, Washington, D.C., 
1973 0 

I 

I 
~ ___ J 
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In short, an outcome measure based on post-release re-institutionalization 

may directly reflect many factors Lther than post-release offense history, 

including pre-release characteristics determining the initial selection of 

a youth into the program, and adjustment to the program. If used as a 

measu:r:e of recidivism in comparing the outcome of different programsl or in 

developing predictive measures, one may be led to erroneous conclusions. 

The offense class and category of an arrest change provided an obvious 

ordered set of va;:iables that might be used as a hypothetical measure of 

recidivismo The measure most serious arrest in the first three years after 

release (MSA) was created in order to examine its properties as a nleasure, in 

the context of a study of a substantive issue. ~le issue was: among male 

youths with arrest records, which background variables correlate with 

seriousness of recidivism. 

The measure was scaled in a rudimentary manner giving the value 7 to a 

felony A arrest, 6 to felony B etc., and ending with a value of 1 for a mis-

demeanor B or lesser infraction. Table 32& presents the product-manner 

correlations of the background variables examined o 

It was hypothesized that the background variables previously predicted 

as related to recidivism would also be related to seriousness of recidivism 

within the arrested group. If these hypotheses are valid and if the measure 

of seriousness of arrest in the three year period is a valid measure of 

seriousner.s of recidivism, it is expected that these background variables 

lIf random allocation is used in assigning youths to different programs or 
interventions, these factors are then controlled in program comparisons. How­
ever, in all other situations they are liable not to be controlled. 
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would significantly correlate with the measure. 

It may be noted in Table 33a that significant corre13tions with the 

measure were found for ethnicity, Le., black versus white (r=.25 p<.OOl), 

county, i. e., New' York City versus other (r=o33 p<,.OOl), type of adjudication 

i.e., Juvenile Delinquent versus PINS (r=.08 p<.05), age at admission as a 

continuous variable (r=.09 p<.04) and birth status, i.e., born out of wedlock 

versus in wedlock (r=.12 p<.Ol). The hypotheses were all confirmed. Neither 

religion, iDe., Protestant versus Catholic, nor family intactness, i.e., 

natural parents living together versus other, showed significant correlations. 

The results then, were in accord with initial expectations, given (1) 

the assumptions of the hypotheses and (2) assumptions regarding the validity 

of the measure o TI1e results therefore support both types of assumptions. l 

Predictors of arrest among female youths 

It was hypothesized that the same variables that discriminated between 

males who did- and did not recidivate would discriminate among females as 

well. The indicator of recidivism used was Arrest (at least one arrest in 

the three year period versus no arrest). Because of the small number of 

females with a felony arrest, i.e., 21 youths, this variable was not considered 

suitable for the tests. Because of the smaller number of subjects in the 

analysis, \\1hen compared with males, the statistical tests were much weaker 

than those for males. 

lHowever, other explanations of the results are possible. In particular, 
since Number of Arrests is expected to correlate with Most Serious Arrest in the first 
three years after release,it may be argued that the results are due to greater 
poliCE:! activity among certain groups of youths (e.g., New York City blacks). 
Analyses controlling for Number of Arrests and other variables would assist in 
determining the validity of alternative explanationso 
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Two hypotheses were confirmed,both at the .025 level. Black youths 

were more likely to have post-release arrest records than others; and youths 

born out of wedlock were more likely to have arrest records than youths born 

in wedlock. Black youths were about twice as likely to have arrest records 

than others: the percentages with at least one arrest were 32% for blacks 

16% for others. Youths born out of wedlock were somewhat under twice as 

likely to have arrest records as youths born in wedlock: the percentages 

with at least one arrest were 36% for youths born out of wedlock and 20% 

for youths born in wedlock. 

The results for these two variables are given in Tables 33 and 34. 

TIle results for the other variables are given in Tables 35 to 400 

Although the results in the comparison of youths from New York City 

versus outside New York City were not statistically significant, the direction 

was as hypothesized (Table 35). Of youths from New York City 2.8% had arrest 

record compared to 20 0 5% of those from outside New York City. This variable 

(New York City versus outside Ne'tv York City) did significantly discriminate 

among those with at least one felony arrest (see Table 36)0 Eighteen percent 

(18%) of those from New' York City had at least one felony arrest compared 

with 5.5% of those from outside New York City. 

Only 41 female youths were adjudicated Juveriile Delinquents. The 

differencE:! in arrest rate bet'tveen those adjudicated Juvenile Delinquent and 

those adjudicated Person In Need of Supervision was in the hypothesized 

direction: 35% of those 'tvith the Juvenile Delinquent adjudication had post­

release arrest records compared to 23% of those with Person In Need of 

Supervision adjudication (Table 37). 
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For the v~ll~iable Age at First Admission, however, the size of 

the difference was very small, and the difference was not in the hypothesized 

direction. There was, therefore, no evidence to support the hypothesis that 

Age at First Admission was positively related to recidivism among the female 

group. 

Differences 1:letween those with Protestant and those with Catholic 

affiliations were small and nonsignificant (Table 39)0 Differences between 

those with parents married and living together compared to others were not 

significant and became very small when the youths born out of wedlock were 

removed from the analysis (Table 40). 

One may conclude that the hypotheses that female youths of black 

ethnicity and youths born out of wedlock have higher probability of post-

release arrest ivas substantiated for the sample; that there was some support 

for the hypotheses that female youths from New York City and that youths 

adjudicated Juvenile Delinquent have higher probability of post-release 

arrest, but that this support was too iveak to confirm the hypotheses; that 

there was no support for the hypothesis that female youths entering the 

training school system at earlier rather than later ages have higher 

probability of post-release arrest; and that the expectati.Jn that religious 

affiliation (Protestant versus Catholic) or intactness of family would not 

be significantly related to post-release arrest was bOUle out. 

Multiple regression analysis: program related characteristics 

A mUltiple :regression analysis was used to examine the relation of 

months in the training school system, (as approximated by the measure: months 

between first admission age and last release age) to post-release felony arrest. l 

lnle training school system includes both institutional stay and time on 
parole. In certain cases, a youth may have left the svst~lll and subsequently 
returned. ~he measure, therefore, only approximat;:.es "months in the training school 
Syst~lll." 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 24 -

By means of a r'egression analysis, age at admission could be controlled 

in the examination. There were only three independent variables: Agp. 

at First Admission, Months between Age at First Admission and Age at Re­

lease, and the interaction of the two preceding variables. TIle dependent 

variable was felony arrest. 

The results are given in Table 41 for males and Table 43 for females. 

The variable representing months in the training school system was not 

found significantly related to felony arrest in either analysis. 

A second multiple regression analysis was designed to determine whether, 

after adjusting for the background variables previously found related to 

felony arrest, there would be a relationship between the particular training 

school from which a youth was released and felony arrest. 

In the analysis of male youths, a set of variables representing the 

training schools was added to the mUltiple regression equation after the 

background variables. The results for males are given in Table 42. 

The addition in predictive power due to the set of variables represent­

ing the training programs was negligible o The hypothesis of a relationship 

between training school and felony arrest was not upheld. 

In the case of females, Training School tlG" was compared to all the 

other facilities combined. Training School "G" represented the school with 

the largest number of female youths. The numbers from the other schools 

were too small for individual analysis,and they were combined. The back­

ground variables were controlled in the analysis (by being entered into the 

regression equation in the prior step). The results were not significant, 

i.e., there was no eVided~e of a different probability of arrest for those in 
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Training School "G" as opposed to the set of other schools, with background 

variables controlled (Table 44). 

Sex differences on background and program variables 

Males and females were compared on background and program variables. 

The results are given in Table 45. 

The main results were as follows: 

Males were adjudicated Juvenile Delinquents far more often than 

females. Of males adjudicated either Juvenile Delinquent or Person In 

Need of Supervision, 58% were adjudicated Juvenile Delinquent. Of females 

adjudicated either Juvenile Delinquent or Person in Need of Supervision, 14% 

were adjudicated Juvenile Delinquent. 

Parental marital/cohabitation status of males and females differed. 

The parents of males were more often living and married (32% compared to 25% 

for females), more often living and divorced/separated/deserted/annulled 

(38% compared to 33% for females), but males were less often born out of 

wedlock (23% compared to 32% for females), and less often full or half 

orphans (7% compared to 10%). In general, one may say that males more often 

had two currently living natural parents who had been married to each other 

\vhile females more often had only one parent currently living or had been 

born out of \vedlock. 

Females tended to be older at their first admission. While one-quarter 

(25%) of the males had their first admission before age 14, this was true of 

only 13% of the females. However, females appeared to be younger at re­

lease. For males, 25% were 16 or under by July, 1971 compared to 34.5% 

of females. 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 26 -

There were no significant differences between males and females 

on Ethnicity (black versus others), Religion (Protestant versus Catholic), 

or County (New York City versus other). 

These findings, in conjunction with the preceding findings showing 

markedly lower post-release arrest and re-institutionalization of females 

compared to males, suggest that different criteria were used in decisions 

to commit or place a youth within state schools or centers; depending on 

the sex of the youth. It may be hypothesized that in these decisions the 

home situation had relatively greater weight in the case of females compared 

to males and the degree of anti-social behavior had greater weight in the 

case of males compared to females. 
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TABLE 1 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 All 
Under 16 16 and Older Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 148 63.8 221 52.7 369 56.7 

One or More 84 36.2 198 47.3 282 43.3 

Column Total 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0 

TABLE 2 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF ~~LE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER ~ELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 All 
Under 16 16 and Older Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 91 39.2 156 37.2 247 37.9 

One or More 141 60.8 263 62.8 404 62.1 

Column Total 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0 
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TABLE 3 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subj ects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 68 29.3 131 31. 3 199 30.6 

One or More 164 70,7 288 68.7 452 69.4 

Column Total 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0 
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TABLE 4 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH SPECIFIED NUMBERS 
IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Ase at Release 
Over 15 

Number of Arrests Under 16 16 and Older 
N % N % 

0 68 29.3 131 31.3 

1 41 17.7 78 18.6 

2 37 15.9 50 11. 9 

3 30 12.9 45 10.7 

4' 23 9.9 34 8.1 

5 15 6.5 31 7.4 

6 2 0.9 22 5.3 

7 5 2.2 11 2.6 

8 4 1.7 6 1.4 

9 7 3.0 11 2.6 

Column Tota1:1 232 100.0 419 100.0 

.I 

OF ARRESTS 

All Subjects 
N % 

199 30.6 

119 18.3 

87 13.4 

75 11.5 

57 8.8 

46 7.1 

24 3.7 

16 2.5 

10 1.5 

18 2.8 

651 100.0 
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TABLE 5 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FELONY ARREST 
IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Felony Arrest N % N % N % 

None 94 40.5 185 44.2 279 42.8 

One or More 138 59.5 234 55.8 372 57.2 

Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0 
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TABLE 6 

NU:t:<IBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH SPECIFIED OFFENSE 
CATEGORY AND CLASS AS MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 

IN THE FIRST TlffiEE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 

Offense Category Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 
and Class N 'Yo N 'Yo N 'Yo 

None 68 29.3 131 31.3 199 30.6 

Felony A 9 3.9 9 2.1 18 2.8 

Felony B 43 18.5 82 19.6 125 19.2 

Felony C 31 13.4 41 9.8 72 11.]. 

Felony D 47 20.3 83 19.8 130 20.0 

Felony E 8 3.4 19 4.5 27 4.1 

Misdemeanor A 22 9.5 44 10.5 66 10.1 

Misdemeanor B 2 0.9 5 1.2 7 1.1 

Violation 1 0.4 4 1.0 5 0.8 

Other 1 0.4 1 0.2 2 0.3 

Coltnnn Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0 
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TABLE 7 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Reinstitutionulization N % N % N 

None 219 94.4 365 87.1 584. 

One or More 13 5.6 54 12.9 67 

Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 

TABLE 8 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All 

Reinstitutionulizution N % N % N 

None 185 79. 7 312 74.5 497 

One or More 47 20.3 107 25.5 154 

Column Totuls 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 

% 

89.7 

10.3 

100.0 

Subjects 
% 

76.3 

23.7 

100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 33 -

TABLE 9 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS HITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
. REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age. at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All 

Reinstitutionalization N % N % N 

None 164 70.7 281 67.1 445 

One or More 68 29.3 138 32.9 206 

Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 

Subjec~s 
% 

68.4 

31. 6 

100.0 
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State Commitment 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Local Commitment 

None 

One or More. 

Column Totals 
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TABLE 10 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS \-lITH 
AT LEAST ONE STATE CO~lliITMENT 

Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older 
N· % N % 

205 88.4 372 88.8 

27 11.6 47 11. 2 

23'l 100.0 419 100.0 

TABLE 11 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS \-lITH 
AT LEAST ONE LOCAL CO~MITMENT 

Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older 
N % N % 

191 82.3 326 77.8 

41 17.7 93 22.2 

232 100.0 419 100.0 

All Suh~·.;-!cts t.; ..... _ 

N· % 

577 88.6 

74 11. 4 

651 100.0 

All Subjects 
N % 

517 79.4 

134 20.6 

651 100.0 
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!fABLE 12 

Nu~rnERSAND PERCENTAGES OF }~E YOUTHS WITH 
AT LEAST ONE NARCOTIC COMMITMENT 

Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older 

Narcotjc Commjtment N % N % 

None 223 96.1 396 94.5 

One or More 9 3.9 23 5.5 

Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 

All Subjects 
N % 

619 95.1 

32 4.9 

651 100.0 
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TABLE 13· 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 71 94.7 81 87.1 152 90.5 

One or More 4 5.3 12 12.9 16 9.S 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0 

TABLE 14 

NUlffiERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subj ects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 63 84.0 68 73.1 131 78.0 

One or More 12 16.0 25 26.9 37 22.0 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0 

/ 
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TABLE 15 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Ove"!: 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 59 78.7 67 72.0 126 75.0 

One or More 16 21.3 26 28.0 42 25.0 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0 

/ 

I 

i 

J 
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TABLE 16 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS HITH SPECIFIED NUMBERS 
IN THE FIRS T THREE YEARS AFTER RELEAS E 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older 

Number of Arrests N % N % 

0 59 78.7 67 72.0 

1 11 14.7 13 14.0 

2 4 5.3 7 7.5 

3 0 0.0 2 2.2 

4 1 1.3 1 1.1 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 

6 0 0.0 1 1.1 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 

8 0 0.0 0 0.0 

9 0 0.0 2 2.2 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 

/ 

OF ARRESTS 

All Subjects 
N % 

126 75.0 

24 14.3 

11 6.5 

2 1.2 

2 1.2 

0 0.0 

1 0.6 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

2 1.2 

168 100.0 
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TABLE 17 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTP.GES OF FEMALE YOUTHS HITH AT LEAST ONE FELONY ARREST 
IN T}ill FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Felony Arrest N % N % N % 

None 67 89.4 80 85.9 147 87.5 

One or More 8 10.6 13 14.1 21 12.5 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0 
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TABLE 18 

'NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH SPECIFIED OFFENSE 
CATEGORY AND CLASS AS MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 

IN THE FIRST TI-illEE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 

Offense Category :under 16 16 and Older All Sub jects 
and Class N % N <11 

/0 N % 

None 59 78.7 67 72.0 126 75.0 

Felony A 1 1.3 0 0.0 1 0.6 

Felony B 1 1.3 2 2.2 3 1.8' 

Felony C 1 1.3 4 4.3 5 3.0 

Felony D 5 6.7 5 5.4 10 6.0 

Felony E 0 0.0 2 2.2 2 1.2 

Misdemeanor A 8 10.7 10 10.8 18 10.7 

Misdemeanor B 0 0.0 2 2.2 2 1.2 

Violation 0 0.0 1 1.1 1 0.6 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0 
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TABLE 19 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOlJTH3 HITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All 

Reinstitutiona1ization N % N % N 

None 75 100.0 91 97.8 166 

One or More 0 0.0 2 2.2 2 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 

TABLE 20 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS HITII AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All 

Reinstitutiona1ization N % N % N 

None 75 100.0 88 94.6 163 

One or More 0 0.0 5 5.4 5 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 

Subj ects 
% 

98.8 

1.2 

100.0 

Subjects 
% 

97.0 

3.0 

100.0 
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TABLE 21 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Ove.r 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All 

Reinstitutionalization N % N % N 

None 75 100.0 87 93.5 162 

One or More 0 0.0 6 6.5 6 

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 

Subjects 
% 

96.4 

3.6 

100.0 
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Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 21.55 
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TABLE 22 

FELONY ARREST BY TYPE OF ADJUDICATION 
(MALES) 

Type of Adjudication 
Juvenile 

PINS Delinguent 
N % N % 

138 53.5 124 34.4 

120 46.5 236 65.6 

258 100.0 360 100.0 

1 DF 

p<.0005 (one-tailed test) 

Note--33 subjects \vith other adjudications excluded. 

All Subjects 
N % 

262 42.4 

356 57.6 

618 100.0 
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Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 15.48 1 DF 

p<.OOOS (one-tailed test) 

TABLE 23 

FELONY ARREST BY ETHNICITY 
(MALES) . 

Ethnicity 
Black White 
N % N % 

115 35.2 163 50.8 

212 64.8 158 49.2 

327 100.0 321 100. a 

Note -- 3 subjects with unknown ethnicity excludl?d. 

All Subjects 
N % 

278 42.9 

370 57.1 

648 100.0 
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Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 18.18 1 DF 

TABLE 24 . 

FELON'{ ARREST BY COUNTY 
(MALES) 

NYC 
N % 

134 35.6 

242 64.4 

376 100.0 

p< 0005 (one-tailed test) 

Note -- 4 subjects with unknown county excluded 

/ 

Outside 
NYC All Subj ects 

N % N % 

143 52.8 277 42.8 

128 47.2 370 57.2 

271 100.0 647 100.0 
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TABLE 25 

FELONY ARREST BY AGE AT ADMISSION 
(MALES) 

Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 2.92 1 DF 

Under 14 
N % 

60 36.8 

103 63.2 

163 100.0 

p< .05 (one-tailed test) 

Age at Admission 
14 and Older 
N. % 

219 44.9 

269 55.1 

488 100.0 

All Subjects 
N % 

279 42.9 

372 57.1 

651 100.0 
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Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 7.03 1 DF 
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TABLE 26 

FELONY ARREST BY BIRTH STATUS 
(MALES) 

BLl:tb S ta tllS 
Out-of-

In-Wedlock Wedlock 
N % N % 

231 45.7 47 32.9 

274 54.3 96 67.1 

505 100.0 143 100,,0 

p<.005 (one-tailed test) 

All Subjects 
N % 

278 42.9 

370 57.1 

648 100.0 

Note -- 3 subjects with missing data excluded but thirty subjects coded as unknown 
on the characteristic Civil Status of Child (from ,vhich the above 
variable was derived) were placed in the In-Wedlock catego~y. 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 48 -

TABLE 27 

FELONY ARREST BY FAMILY INTACTNESS 
(MALES) 

Family Intactness 

Natural 
Parents Not 
Together Together All Subjects 

Felony Arrest N % N % N % 

None 91 46.4 173 40.7 279 42.9 

One or More 105 53.6 252 59.3 372 57.1 

Column Totals 196 100.0 425 100.0 651 100.0 

Chi-square = 1.57 1 DF 

p not significant (two-tailed test) 

Not Together 
Excluding 
Youths Born 
Out-of-Wedlock 
N % 

126 44.7 

156 55.3 

282 100.0 
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Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 
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TABLE 28 

FELONY ARREST BY RELIGION 
(MALES) 

Protestant 
N '10 

150 39.9 

226 60.1 

376 100.0 

Chi-square = 2.19 1 DF 

p not significant (two-tailed test) 

Religion 
Catholic 
N '10 

123 46.1 

144 53.9 

267 100.0 

Note -~ 8 subjects with other or unknown designations excluded. 

All Subjects 
N % 

273 42.5 

370 57.5 

643 100.0 
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I TABLE 29 

I SCAlE VALUES AND FELONY ARREST 

I :-' 

Sca:e Values 
All 

I Felony Arrest 
0 1 s 2 3 4 Subjects 

N % N '10 N % N % N % N % 

I 
None 

One or More 

46 67.7 92 53.5 93 42.9 37 25.8 11 29.0 279 42.9 

22 32.3 80 46.5 124 57.1 119 76.2 27 71.0 372 ·57.1 

I Column Totals 68 100.0 172 100.0 217 100.0 156 100.0 38 100.0 651 100.0 

Chi-square = 51.34 4DF 

I P < .001 

I 
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I 
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None 

Je or More 

101umn Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I 

jone 

'ne or More 

IOlumn Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I 

N 

32 

36 

68 

N 

56 

12 

68 
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TABLE 30 

SCALE VALUES AND ARREST 

0 1 2 3 
'Yo N 'Yo N 'Yo N 'Yo 

47.1 65 37.8 67 30.9 26 16.7 

52.9 107 62.2 150 69.1 130 83.3 

100.0 172 100.0 217 100.0 156 100.0 

TABLE 31 

SCALE VALUES AND REINSTITUTIONALIZATION 

0 1 2 3 
% N % N 'Yo N 'Yo 

82.4 133 77.3 152 70~0 88 56.4 

17.6 39 22.7 65 30.0 68 43.6 

100.0 172 100.0 217 100.0 156 100.0 

I 

.I 

Al1 
4 Subjects 

N 'Yo N % 

9 23.7 199 30.6 

29 76.3 452 69.4 

38 100.0 651 100.0 

All 
4 Subjects 

N % N 'Yo 

16 42.1 445 68.4 

22 57.9 206 31.6 

38 100.0 651 100.0 



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

Scale 
Value 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Column 
Total 

NOTE: 

TABLE 32 

SCALE VALUES M"'D HOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 

Arrest Charge 

None Fe1. A Fe1. B Fel. C Fel. D Fel. E His. A His. B Other All Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % 

31 15.6 1 5.6 3 2.4 3 4.2 13 10.0 2 7.4 9 13.6 2 28.6 4 57.1 68 10.4 

.65 32.7 2 11.1 17 13.6 15 20.8 37 28.5 9 33.3 23 34.8 4 57.1 0 0.0 172 26.4 

68 34.2 5 27.8 36 28.8 27 37.5 48 36.9 8 29.6 22 33.3 1 14.3 2 28.6 217 33.3 

26 13.1 8 44.4 58 46.4 20 27.8 25 19.2 8 29.6 10 15.2 0 0.0 1 14.3 156 24.0 

9 4.5 2 11.1 11 8.8 7 9.7 7 5.4 0 0.0 2 3.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 38 5.8 

199 100.0 18 100.0 125 100 0 0 72 100 0 0 130 100.0 27 100.0 66 100 0 0 7 100.0 7 100~0 651 100.0 

Unlike the preceding table, percentage bases are the totals for each arrest charge category. The table, for 
example, is read as follows: of those with a Felony A charge 5.6% had a scale value Q, 11.1% had a scale value 1, 
27.8% had a scale value £, etc. 

I..n 
I'V 
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TABLE 32a 

CORRELATIONS OF VARIABLES WITH MOST SERIOUS ARREST 
IN FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

Correlation 
Variables Coefficient p= 

Ethnicity .251 .001 

County .334 .001 

Type of Adjudication .081 .045 

Age at Admission - .087 .032 

Birth Status .120 .006 

Religion - .048 .156 

Family Intactness - .019 .351 

Note -- ~-values are one-tailed. 
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Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 4.81 1 DF 

p< .025 (one-tailed test) 
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TABLE 33 

ARREST BY ETHNICITY 
(FEMALES) 

Black 
N % 

63 67.7 

30 32.3 

93 100.0 

Ethnicity 
White All Subjects 
N % N % 

62 83.8 125 74.9 

12 16.2 42 25.1 

74 100.0 167 100.0 

Note -- 1 subject uncoded on ethnicity was excluded. 

TABLE 34 

ARREST BY BIRTH STATUS 
(FEMALES) 

In-Wedlock 
Birth Status 

Out-of-Wedlock All Subjects 
N % N % Arrest. __________ ....:N:.:...... __ -''%~o ____ _::.:.. ___ .:.::.._ ___ __=.: ___ __..:..::~_ 

None 94 79.7 32 64.0 126 75.0 

One or More 24 20.3 18 36.0 42 25.0 

Column Totals 118 100.0 50 100.0 168 100.0 

I Chi-square = 3.80 1 DF 

I 
P = .025 (one-tailed test) 

I Note -- 11 subjects of uw<nown parentage included in the In-Wedlock category. 
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Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 0.98 1 DF 
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TABLE 35 

ARREST BY COUN~1 
(FEMALES,) , 

NYC 
N % 

68 71.6 

27 28.4 

95 100.0 

By County 
Outside 
NYC 
N % 

58 79.5 

15 20.5 

73 100.0 

p not significant (one-tailed test) 

Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 4.74 

p< .025 (one~tai1ed test) 

TABLE 36 

FELONY ARREST BY COUNTY 
(FEMALES) 

By County 
Outside 

NYC NYC 
N % N % 

78 82.1 69 ?4.5 , 

17 17.9 4 5.5 

95 100.0 73 100.0 

All Subjects 
N % 

126 75.0 

42 25.0 

168 100.0 

All Subjects 
N % 

147 87.5 

21 12.5 

168 100.0 
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Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 
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TABLE 37 

FELONY .ARREST BY TYPE OF ADJUDICATION 
(FEMALES) 

TYEe of Adjudication 
Juvenile 

PINS Delinquent 
N % N % 

111 77 .1 15 65.2 

33 22.9 8 34.8 

144 100.0 23 100.0 

Chi-square = 0.93 1 DF 

P not significant (one-tailed test) 

Note - .. 1 subject with another adjudication excluded. 

Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

TABLE 38 

ARREST BY AGE AT ADMISSION 
(FEMALES) 

lInder 14 34 
N % N 

16 72.7 110 

6 27.3 36 

22 100.0 146 

Difference in direction opposite to hypothesis 

P not significant (one-tailed test) 

and O~~el: 
% 

75.3 

24.7 

100.0 

All Subjects 
N '10 

126 75.4 

41 24.6 

167 100.0 

All Sllhjec.t.s. 
N % 

126 75.0 

42 25.0 

168 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Felony Arrest 

None 

One or More 

Column Totals 

Chi-square = 0.04 1 DF 

P not significant 
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TABLE 39 

ARREST BY RELIGION 
(FEMALES) 

Protestant 
N % 

65 73.9 

23 26.1 

88 100.0 

Religion 
Catholic 
N % 

43 76.8 

13 23.2 

56 100.0 

Note -- 24 subjects of other or unknown designations excluded. 

,I 

.. 

All Subjects 
N % 

108 75.0 

36 25.0 

144 100.0 

.1 
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TABLE 40 

ARREST BY FAMILY INTACTNESS 
(FEMALES) 

Family Intactness 

Natural 
Parents Not 
Together Together All Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 31 79.5 85 72.0 116 73.9 

One or More 8 20.5 33 28.0 41 26.1 

Co1wnn Totals 39 100.0 118 100.0 157 100.0 

Chi-square = 0.50 1 DF 

p not significant 

Note -- 11 youths with missing observations excluded. 

Not Together 
Excluding 
Youth Born 
Out-Of-Wed1ock 
N % 

53 77 .9 

15 22.1 

68 100.0 
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TABLE 41 

C1U\NGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENT BY ENTRY OF SPECIFIED 
VARIABLES AS PREDICTORS OF FELONY ARREST 

(TEST OF EFFECT OF DURATION IN SCHOOL SYSTEM OF MALE SUBJECTS) 

1======================== 

Ivariable Set 
Multiple 

R R-Square 

1. Age at First Admission 0.07966 0.00635 

12. Duration1 0.08607 0.00741 

13
• 

Interaction 0.08827 0.00779 

IIIAge on April 1) 1971 minus Age at First Admission 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

RSQ F RSQ p RSQ 
Change Change DF Change 

0.00635 4.145 1,649 « ,05 

0.00106 0.693 1,648 NS 

0.00038 0.250 1,647 NS 
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TABLE 42 

CHANGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENT BY ENTRY OF SPECIFIED 
VARIABLES AS PREDI'JTORS OF JELONY ARREST 

(TEST OF EFl!'ECT OF SET OF VARIABLES U.E.PR7SENTING SCHOOLS OR CENTERS OF 'HALE SUBJECTS) 

ariable Set 

Type of Adjudication: 
JD/Others 
NYC Residency: NYC/Others 
Ethnici ty: Blacl-:/Other 
Birth Out of/in Wodlock 
Age at First Admission 

School/Genter A 
School/Center B 
School/Center C 
School/Center D 
School/Center E 
School/Center F 

Multiple RSQ 
R R-S uare Chan e 

0.29860 0.08916 0.08916 

0.31346 0.09826 0.00910 

F RSQ 
Chan e 

12.63 

1.07 

DF 

5,645 

6,639 

p RSQ 
Change 

<.01 

NS 

Note -- For variables in Variable Set 1, subjects with missing information were coded by the 

I 
mean value. There were no subjects with missing information on Variable Set 2. The 
School/Center variables represented seven schools or centers. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 43 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

CHANGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENT BY ENTRY OF SPECIFIED 
VARIABLES AS PREDICTORS OF ARr-EST 

(TEST OF EFFECT OF DURATION IN SCHOOL SYSTEM OF FEMALE SUBJECTS) 

lariab1e Set 
Multiple 

R R-Square 

I: 
Age at First Admission 0.05443 0.00296 

Duration1 0.13295 0.01768 

I·' Interaction 0.14551 0.02117 

IAge 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

on April 1, 1971 minus Age at First Admission 

.I 

RSQ F RSQ 
Change Change DF 

0000296 0.493 1,166 

0.01471 2.472 1,165 

0.00350 0.586 1,164 

p RSQ 
Change 

NS 

NS 

NS 



I 
I 
I 
I 

(11~ST 

1-. 

- 62-

TABLE 44 

CHANGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENT BY ENTR"i OF SPECIFIED 
VARIABLE AS PREDICTORS OF l~ST 

OF EfmWT OF' bET OF Vl\RIABLES REPRESENTING SCHOOLS OR CENTERS OF FEMALE SUBJECTS) 

-============================= 
Multiple RSQ F RSQ p RSQ I ~ 8r1..:11> Ie B,..;;(:=';;'--__________ R~ __ _.::.;R:.....-=_S g:J-u:.....a:.....r:.....e:.....---.;;.;.C~h.:;;.an:.:!g~e=___~Ch=an:.:lg.:..:e=__ _ ___..:D::..;F=__ ___ C.::..h:.:.:a::..:n:.:sg~e:;....· 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

l. 

2. 

Type of; Adjudication: 
JD/Otherl) 
NYC RCHidency: NYC/Others 
Etlmicity: Black/Other 
B:I.rth Out Of/in Wedlock 

School/Center G versus 
all ol.:hers combined 

0.23236 

0.26223 

0.05399 0.05399 1.850 5,162 

0.06877 0.01478 2.554 1,161 

N()t:c~ In Vllriab~c Set 2, 100 subjects from school/center G were compared to 
68 subjects from four other schools or centers. 

NS 

NS 
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I TABLE 45 

I COMPARISON OF MALES AND FEMALES ON BACKGROUND ClUillACTERISTICS 

I Male Female Chi-
N '70 N % square p 

I " 
Type of Adjudication - PINS 258 41.7 144 86.2 102.33 .001 

I 
JuvenLle Delinquent 360 58.3 23 13.8 

Age at Admission - under 14 163 25.0 22 13.1 

I 14 under 15 164 25.2 47 28.0 

15 and Older 324 49.8 99 58.9 11.00 .005 

I Age at Release Over 15 Under 16 163 28.0 58 34.5 

16 under 17 355 54.5 75 44.6 

'I 17 and Older 133 20.4 35 20.8 6.95 .05 

I Civil Status of Youth - One or 
Both Natural Parents deceased lJ:6 7.4 16 10.2 

I 
Born out-Of-Wed1ock 143 23.0 50 31.8 

Parents Separated, divorced 236 38~0 52 33.1 

I Parents Living Together 196 31.6 39 24.8 7083 .05 

Ethnicity - Black 327 50.5 93 55.7 NS 

I White 321 4g.5 74 44.3 

I 
Religion - Protestant 376 58.5 88 61.1 NS 

Catholic 267 41.5 56 38.9 

I County - NYC 376 58.1 95 56.5 NS 

Outside NYC 271 41.9 73 43.5 

I 
I 

Note -- Subjects with unknown or other designations on a given variable are excluded from 
that variable's results o 

I '.., 
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STUDY-TWO 

The second study examined a sample representing the 

population of youths with a release from a state school or center during 

the period July 1, 1971 through March 31, 1973.1 All ages were included. 

The study's questions were framed somewhat differently than that of 

Study-One, which focused on post-release happenings after a youth's last 

release from a state school. In Study-nvo the focus was on post-release 

occurences after a youth's initial release in the period July 1, 1971 

through March 31, 19730 Because of the younger age subgroups included in 

Study-nvo, this focus was considered mor' approp~iate than that used in the 

first study. Rec-:~,ivism indicators referring to offenses below age 16 as 

well as above age 16 were used. 

Subjects. A random sample of 318 youths released from state schools 

from July 1, 1971 through March 31, 1973 comprised the subjects of the study. 

The DFY Current }wster File was used to identify subjects from the state 

schools or centers, and by random numbers the sample was selected. 

Sources of data. For post-release arrest and commitment arising from 

alleged offenses committed at age 16 and older, the records of the New York 

State Department of Criminal Justice Services were the sources of data. For 

police encounters or court proceedings arising from alleged offenses 

committed below the age of 16, the records of the DFY aftercare staff 

were the sources of data. For all but 22 youths, members of the aftercare 

staff were contacted. by telephone, mail or both and requested to provide 

lTransfers from one state school or center to another are excluded o 
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information. In the case of 22 youths, the case records were examined 

by the author. To define the sample, to obtain background information, 

and also to determine returns to state schools or centers, the DFY 

Current Master File was used. 

Cut-off datec The cut-off date for the study period was July 1, 1974. 

Since youths had been released from July 1, 1971 through March 31, 1973, 

the study period (the period from release to July 1, 1974) was quite 

variable among sample members with a minimum of 15 months elapsing since 

release, to a maximum of 36 months o 

Release date. The release date used in the case of a youth with more 

than one release was the first release that occurred between July 1, 1971 

and March 31, 197~. 

Missing information. Adult arrest or commitment records were sealed 

in the case of four youths, the identification 'ivas deemed uncertain in 

the case of nine youths and for three youths information concerning the 

records search was not obtaineQ. from DCJS.. These youths 'ivere omitted from 

the analyses involving adult arrests or commitments. Information could 

not be obtained (from aftercare person~el) on juvenile police or court 

encounters in the case of thirty youths. These youths were omitted from 

the analyses involving such encounters. ~vo youths, reported dece~sed, 

were removed from all analyses. 

Results for male youths 

Results for males are given in Tables 47 to 95a e The outcome measures 

have differing degrees of generality. They included (1) adult arrest, i.e., 

fingerprintable arrest above the age of 16 (2) police apprehensio~, i.e~, adult 

arrest and/or juvenile police apprehension for offenses which would be criminal 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

66 -

law violations if committed by an adult (3) trouble with the law, i.e., 

police apprehension (as defined above) and/or all occurrences leading to 

return to a state school or center (4) adult re-institutionalization, i.e., 

commitment to a state or local correctional institution or narcotic re­

habilitation facility for individuals above the age of 16 (J) juvenile or 

adult re-institutionalization, i.e., adult re-institutionalization and/or 

return to a state school or center. 

Adult arrest, Descriptive statistics on adult male (fingerprintable) 

arrests are given in Tables 47 to 54. To take into account the wide age 

range and the variable study period, there are breakdowns by age and time 

since rel(!ase (to the cut-off date). The same format is used for the 

different tables in order to facilitate compa.risons. 

Table 47 presents the nunilier of fingerprintable arrests for the first 

year after release, in the case of male youths released 15 months to two 

years prior to the cut-off date. Table 48 presents comparable statistics 

for youths released at least 2 years prior to the cut-off date. Table 49 

combines the two groups of youths. Since both groups had been released 

from institutions at least one year prior to the cut-off date, the combined 

table will suffice for swnmary statistics o The relevant age groups comprise 

those youths released after their 15th birthday, since youths younger than 

this can only have fingerprintable arrests in their first year after re­

lease through an erroro1 

Table l~9 indicates that during the first year after release about 

one-half of the youths (52%) released after age 15 acquired finger-

printable arrest records and about one half (48%) had no arrests. For youths 

1Fo!' example, an erroneous date of birth is given to the police. 
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released after age 16 (who \Vere vu1Aerab1e. to adult arrest during 

their complete first year) the percentage with at least one arrest is 47%. 

Of those above 15 years old at release and \Vith arrest records, about one-half 

(51%) have one arrest and about one-half (49%) have more than one arrest. 

Tables 50 to 52 provide the same kind of information for the first 

two years after release. It may be seen in Table 52 that about two-thirds 

(65%) of those released after age 15 have acquired fingerprintable arrest records 

in either the first or second year after release (or until the cut-off date) 

while about one-third (35%) were \vithout arrests. Of those with arrest 

records, sOllu;what under two-thirds (62%) have more than one arrest. 

Of the 25 male youths rE.leased between ages 14 and 15 who were re­

leased at least nvo years prior to the cut-off date, 13 or 52% had acquired 

a fingerprintable arrest l:ecord in the first or second year after release 

(Table 51). For all but one of the:3e youths, the arrest was in their second 

year o This suggests (in conjunction with the statistics on the older age 

subgroups) that the probability of having an adult arrest in the first 

post-release year during which the youth had passed his 16th birthday is 

similar for different age-at-release subgroupso 

Table 53 gives the number of arrests up to the cut-off date for youths 

released at least two years prior to the cut-off date. Combining all ages, 

the percentage of youths without fingerprintable arrest records was 35% and 

the percentage with arrest records was 65%Q Of those above age 15 at 

release, the percentage with arrests was 69'100 Of the latter group, about 

two-thirds (63%) of those who have arrest records have more than one arrest. 

I 
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Of the 25 male youths released at lea$t two years prior to the cut-off 

date and between. ages 14 and 15 years old, seventeen or 681'0 have acquired 

a fingerprintable arrest record by the cut-off date; and of the 16 youths 

released prior 1:0 age 14, 6 or 38% hav(~ acquired a fingerprintable arrest 

record. 

A summary table, for all subjects, of adult arrest during the study 

period is given in Table 54. By the cut-off date about four in ten youths 

(39%) had no fingerprintable arrest record while about six in ten (61%) 

had at least one arrest. 

Police apprehension. The word arrest in the common language means 

"to taKe or keep in custody by authority of law. lIl By this definition the 

term may appropriately be applied to juveniles. H.owever, the New York 

State criminal law makes a sharp distinction in. concept and procedures 

between juveniles and adults. To accord with this distinction and to 

avoid unnecessary ambiguity, the te1111 eEE~ will be x'e'served for police 

actions directed at individuals age 16 or over~ For youths under the age 

of 16 (i.e., childrett in the context of the criminal law) the term 

pol1£.§. custody will be used if a policeman takes custody of a youth on 

suspicion o:E the youth's having committed an act which would be a criminal 

act if he. were an adult. In the foUoHing sections, the term poli~ 

apprehension will be used to cover both types of police action. 

Tables 55 to 62 present statistics on police apprehension of male 

youths. Unlike the tables on ad.ult arrest, the tables on police apprehension 

are applicable to all age groups. The tables include both arrest of adults 

and police custody of ju£eniles. 

IHebster's Seventh Ne~v Collegiate Dictionary.. Springfield, Massachusetts: 
Merriam~ 1965. 
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In Tables 55 to 57 police apprehension of males for the first year 

after release are giveno The tables indicate that about one-half (51%) 
,~ 

of the male youths were apprehended by police on suspicion of offenses 

violating the criminal law during the first year after release, and about 

one-half (49io) were not apprehended (Table 57). The percentage apprehended 

is similar for those released after age 16 (53%), age 15 to 16 (51%) 

and age 14 to 15 (57%). Of those who were apprehended, somewhat under 

one-half (46%) were apprehended more than once. 

Tables 58 to 60 present information on police apprehension in the first 

,or second year after release (or until the cut-off date) for male youths. 

About one-third of the youths (35%) had not been apprehended and about 

two-thirds (65%) had been apprehended (Table 60). Of those apprehended, 

between one-half and tw'o~thirds (61%) were apprehended more than once. There 

is a suggestion in the tables that those released over the age of 16 may be 

less likely to have police apprehensions than those released at ages 14 to 

16, but the numbers are too small for a more definite inference. 

Table 61 indicates the percentages apprehended by police as of the 

cut-off date, i.e o , up to three years after release, limited to those who 

were released-at least two years prior to the cut-off date. 

Some\vhat under one-third (29%) had not been apprehended and somewhat 

over two-thirds (71%) had at least one police apprehension. Of those with 

at least one apprehension, bet\veen one-half and two-thirds (61io) had more 

than one apprehension. 

A summary table comprising all male subjects and referring to the 

complete study period is given in Table 62. The percentage of youths with 
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no apprehensions was 31% and the percentage with at least one apprehension 

was 69%, similar to the percentages in the preceding table. Of those with 

at least one apprehension, some~vhat under two-thirds (62%) had more than one. 

The percentages suggest that for those released after age 14, the 

older age groups may be less likely to have police apprehensions than the 

younger 'ones. 

Trouble with the la.~ A third indicator of recidivism was used to 

examine subjects' problems with the law after releaseo This was called 

trouble with the law or trouble. This indicator may be considered the most 

inclusive of the three indicators, and referred to (a) adult fingerprintable 

arrest (b) police custody of juveniles for offenses that are criminal law 

violations for adults (c) return to state (training) school or center. 

Return to state school or center was considered an indicator of nffenses 

which are not criminal law violations, i.e., juvenile status offenses such 

as ungovernable behavior, running away and truancy; as 'we11 as of offenses 

which are criminal law violations when conunitted by an adult. Since criminal 

law violations.were tapped by other 'measures, it was the former type of 9f fense 

(i.e .. ~ juvenile statu.s offenses) for which it was used. l 

In the reports of aftercare staff, information on police custody or 

court proceedings arising from alleged status offenses were obtained. There 

were only three instances of a youth reported to have been taken into custody 

or to have had court proceedings concerning status offenses who had not 

returned to the state schoo1 0 Thus the indicator trouble with the law 

represents virtually all the reported pqlice contacts in the study, including 

both status offenses and offenses that are violations of the criminal law. 

ITechnical violation of parole or probation by juveniles, e.g., being 
AWOL, is included in the category juvenile status offense. 
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The use of the indicator return to state school rather than police 

custody or court appearance (concerning status offenses) was considered 

advisable because of the greater reliability of the variable return to 

state (~'1hich ~'1as derived from cent't'al 't'eco't'ds) and because of its comple teness of 

information (all subjects could be coded on this va't'iable). 

63 to 65 provide statistics on trouble t'1ith the law in the 

fi~st y~~r after release for male youths. 

" Somewhat under one-half of the youths (45%) had no trouble and 

some~'1hat over one-half (55%) of the youths had t't'ouble in the first year after 

release (Table 65). There was no age category in which the pe't'centage of 

youths without trouble exceeded 50%. 

Tables 66 to 68 provide similar statistics for the first or second yea't' 

after release (or until the cut-off date). Slightly ove't' two-thirds (68%) of 

the youths had trouble with the law in either the first or second year after 

release (Table 68). The't'e is a suggestion in the table that the younger sub­

jects may be more vulnerable to trouble than the older ones, Of the 46 

youths unde't' 15 years old (or exactly 15.0), 35 or 76% had trouble in their 

first or second year after release. 

In Table 69 statistics for those youths released at least tt'10 years 

prior to the cut-off date are given for the complete study period. Slightly 

under three-quarters (72%) had trouble within this period. Again, the younger 

subjects appea't' somewhat more vulnerable. Of 31 youths up to age 15 at release 

26 or 80% had trouble in their first two to three years after 't'e1ease. 

A summary table for all youths during the complete study period is 

giV<.'~i in Table 70. In all, 29% had no trouble with the law t'1hile 71% had 
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trouble during the study period. 

Most serious arrest. The most serious adult arrest change in the 

study period, according to the legal category and class of the offense, was 

coded for each youth. The numbers and percentages falling into each 

classification are given in Tables 71-73. 

For youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off date, 

there were about one-third (35%) v.:ith no arrest in the study period, slightly 

under one-half (47%) with at least one felony arrest, and about one-fifth 

(19%) with their most serious arrest a misdemeanor or other type of legal 

category (Table 72). Limited to youths released after age 15 and released 

at least two years prior to the cut-off date the comparable p"rcentages 

were 31'7" (None)) 51'7" (Felony) and 17% (misdemeanor and other). 

Adult re-institutiona1ization. Statistics on adult re-institutionalization 

are given for male youths in Tables 74 to 81. Adult re-institutionalization 

refers here to commitment to a state or local correctional facility or to a 

narcotics rehabilitation facility for individuals over age 16.1 The format 

of the tables is identical to those in the preceding section. 

Tables 74 to ]6 provide information on the first year after release. 

The most relevant group for this indicator comprises youths released after 

age 16. It may be seen in Table 76 that 13% of this group were re-

institutionalized during the first year after release and 87% had no 

re-institutiona1ization. 

Tables 77 to 79 give Similar data for the first OqO years after 

release. Of those youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off 

date and age 16 or over J~ release~ 25% were re-institutionalized in the 

lIn certain infr"equent instances a youth may be committed under the 
age of: 16 either because of the seriousness of the pffense or because his 
age was not determined correctly by the responsible authorities. 
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first or second years after release while 7.5% had no re-institutionalization 

(Table 78). Of those youths above age 16 at release (disregarding time 

out of program)? 23% were re-insti.tutionalized in the first or second yea;.: 

after release (up to the cut-off date) (Table 79), 

Table 80 and 81 provide information for the complete study period. 

At this time 17% of the total sample had been re-institutionalized in adult 

institutions (Table 81). Of those youths released at least two years prior to 

cut-off date, and age 16 or over at release, about ~th1:'ee-fourths (74,%) had not 

been re-institutionalized, about one fourth (26%) had been re-institutionalized 

at least once, and about one-eleventh (9%) had be7n re-institutionalized more than 

once ('table 80)0 Of those youths released at least two years prior to the cut­

off date and bet\veen ages 15 and 16 at release) 18% were re-institutionalized 

during th.e t~vo to three year period after release (Table 81). 

Re'Curn to state s~J:.oo,ll' The percentages of male youths who entered 

state schools after their initial release in the'period July 1, 1971, through 

March 31, 1973, are given in Tables 82 to 84. The relevant age groups are 

those released below the age of 16 since youths released after this age are 

most vulnerable to adult re-institutionalization, as opposed to return to the 

state schools. (As the tables indicate, only 3% of youths released over the 

age of 16 returned to a state school.) 

Of all youths released during the designated period 15% returned to 

a state school after their initial release during the period (Table 84), Of youths 

whose initial release ,.;ras on or before their 16th birthday the percentage of returnees 

was 28%. 

It is apparent frrnrt the tables that the younger age groups were more 

likely to return than the older age groups. The percentage of returnees 

for youths released up to age 15 was 43%. 
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Juvenile and Adult Re-institutionalization. For a more comprehensive 

picture of re-institutionalization covering all age groups, both adult re­

institutiollalization and state school re-institutionalization may be combined. 

Tables 85 to 92 provide statistics on this outcome. Re-institutionalization 

here includes (a) commitment to a state correctional institution (b) commit­

ment to a local correctional institution (c) commitment to a narcotic 

rehabilitation institution and (d) return to a state school or center. 

Tables 85 to 87 present the percentages of male youths who were re­

institutionalized during their first year after release. For all age groups 

combined tllf~ percentage ,qas 21% (Table 87). Younger age groups appeared 

somewhat more likely to be re-institutionalized in the first year. Of 

youths 15.0 or under at release, the percentage was 33%. 

Tables 88 to 90 provide similar sta~istics for the first or second 

year after release (until the cut-off date). For the total group 30% were re­

institutionalized in the period 15 months to bqo years after release (Table 90). 

Of those 15.0 or under at release 43% were re-institutionalized during the 

15 month to two year period. 

Table 91 presents the percentage of youths re-institutionalized up 

to three years after release for those whose initial release occurred at 

least two years before the cut-off date. Table 92 provides similar 

statistics for the total group. The stati3tics are little different than 

those found for the two year period. For the total group 31% were re­

institutioni1lized in the 15 to 36 month period after release and 69% were 

not re-institutionalized. 

Predictors of Felony Arrest. It was hypothesized that the same 

variables previously found predictive of felony arrest among the January 1971 _ 
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June 1971 male state school sample (Study-One) would be predictors among 

the July 1971 - March 1973 male sample. 

TIle analyses were restricted to the age group 15 and older at re­

lease and to adult fingerprintable arrest for a felony offense. The total 

male srumple (within this age group) was observed, meaning that the study 

period varied among youths from 15 months to 36 months after release. 

Youths ~vho had returned to a state school were excluded. 

Because of the small size of the sample when restricted to age group 

15 and older (N=160) it was not expected that the results for individual 

variables would be statistically significant sinr~e the size .::If differences 

between subgroups defined by this type of variable has previously been found 

to be in the range of about 5 to 20 percentage points. What was put to a 

statistical test was that the scale found significantly to differentiate 

the male sample in Study-One according to felony arrest would do so in the 

present instance. Both the small size of the sample and the variable study 

period set limications to these examinations. 

Results for the individual variables are given in Table 93. The direction 

of differences for four of the variables are as hypothesized o For the fifth 

variable (Age at Admission) the number of subjects admitted at age 14 or under 

was very small (N=ll) and the comparison inadequate for this rGason. TIle 

relation of Ethnicity to felony arrest was statistically significant 

"(x2 = 8.34, ldf, p<.005) 

The scale was constructed as previously described: one point each 

for (a) Juvenile Delinquent status (b) New York City residency (c) black 

ethnicity (d) age at first a~~ission 14 and undero TIle results are given 

in Table 940 There were only two individuals with values of 4 and these 
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are combined with values of 1. 

The results accord with expectations in a general way. The percent­

age of youths with E~ore values of Q having at least one felony arrest 

was 42%, with score values of 1 it was 34%, with score values of 2 it was 

65%, and with score values of 3 or ~ it was 69%. The resalts ",'ere 

significant at the .005 level (x2 = 14.90, 3df). The major distinction 

here is between youths with score-values of 0 and 1 versus those with 2 

and above. About one-third (36%) of youths with values of Q or 1:. had 

at least one felony arrest compared to two thirds (67%) of youths \vith 

values of 1 to ~. 

Results for those youths released 15 months to 2 yeats prior to the 

cut-off date. are given in Table 95 and for youths released at least 2 years 

prior to the cut-off date in Table 95a. In both tables, youths with score 

values of 1 and over have a much higher percentage with felony arrests 

than youths with score values of 0 or 1. 
Results for female youths 

Female youths were less likely to have trouble \vith the law after 

release and when they had such trouble, it was of a less severe character, 

according to the various indices use. These are presented in 'I:ables 96 

to 125. The format of the tables and the indices.used are identical to 

those for males in the preceding sections. 

Adult arresto. In the first year after release 5% of those over 15 years 

of age at release had acquired a fingerprintable arrest record and 95% had 

no arrests (Table 98)0 The percentage was also 5% for those youths released 

over the age of 16. / 
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I In the first or second years after release (up to the cut-off date) 

I 11% of those over 15 years of age at release had acquired a fingerprintable 

arrest record (Table 10~). For the small group of those released over 15 

I years of age "ivno had left the l,rogram at least two years prior to the 

I 
cut-off date (N=3l) the figure was 10% (Table 100)0 

Up to the cut-off date, that is, in 15 to 36 months after release, 

I 13% of the youths released at over 15 years of age acquired a fingerprintable 

arrest record (Table 103). For the small group released over 15 years of age 

I who had been released at least t"ivO years prior to the cut-off date the 

I 
percentage was also 13% (Table 102). 

For the total group (combining all ages) 15% of the youths had acquired 

I a fingerprintable arrest record by the cut-off date and 85% had not (Table 103). 

Based on this figure, male youths, (for whom 62% had acquired fingerprintaole 

I arrest records and 38% had not) were about four times more likely to acquire 

I 
fingerprintable arrest records in the post-release period than "iv-ere female 

youths. 

I Police apprehension. Tables 104 to 111 present statistics on the 

I 
outcome, called police apprehension, i.e., apprehension for offenses that 

are criminal law violations when committed by an adult. 'This outcome, as 

I noted earlier, is applicable to the total age group. 

I In the total group 12% were apprehended by the police and 88% were not 

during their first year after release (Table 106). For the first or second 

I years (up to the cut-off date) the percentage was 17% tvho 'were apprehended 

I 
and 83% who were not. (Table 109). Of those released at least two 

I 
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years prior to the cut-off date, the percentages were practically the same: 

18% were apprehended and 82% were not apprehended (Table 108)0 

For the complete study period 22% of the female group were apprehended 

and 78% had no apprehensions (~ltl.ule 111). Of those released at least two 

years prior to the cut-off date, the percentages were similar; 26% were 

apprehended and 74% had no apprehenSions (Table 110)0 

For males, the percentage of police apprehensions for the full period 

up to the cut-off date \Vas previously reported as 69%0 Thus, the percentage 

of males apprehended during the study period \Vas about 3 times that of 

females. The difference increases when youths with multiple apprehensions 

are compared. For males 43% had more than one apprehension during the study 

period; for females the percentage was 9%. Males were about five times as 
I:~f 

likely as females to have multiple apprehensions. 

Trouble w;.th the law. This characteristic included apprehenSion in 

connection with offenses that would be criminal law violations if committed 

by an adult as well as return to the state school. As noted in an earlier 

section it included virtually all the reported difficulties with the law 

obtained in the study; in particular it included both trouble with the law 

in connection with suspicions of criminal J.aw violation and trouble with the 

law in connection with juvenile status offenses. 

Tables 112 to 119 provide statistics on this outcome for the female 

group. 

In the first year 17% of the group had Some trouble with the law 

'tvhile 83% had no trouble with the law (Table 114). In the first or second 

year (up to the cut-off date) 22% of the group had some trouble with the law 

while 78% had no trouble with the law (Table 117). For the subgroup that 
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had left the instih,tion two or more years prior to the cut~ off date, 

the percentages "Tere virtually the same: 21% had some trouble and 79% 

had none (Table 116). 

In 1:he total study period 27% of the female youths had some trouble 

with the law while 13% did not (Table 119) a For those who had left the 

institution at least two years prior to the cut-off date, these percentages 

were similar: 29% with some trouble and 71% without (Table 118). 

It had been previously reported that for the total male group and the 

total study period 71% had some trouble and 29% had not. Thus, over 2.5 

times the percentage of males had trouble with the law compared to females. 

Most serious arrest. The most serious adult fingerp~intable arrest 

in the study period as measured by the legal category and class of the 

charge, was coded for each female youth. Results are given in Table 120 

to 122. 

For the 47 youths released at least two years prior' to the cut-off 

date there were about four-fifths (83%) with no arrest in the study period, 

about one-eleventh (8.5%) with at least one felony arrest and about one­

eleventh (8 0 S/a) with their most serious arrest a misdemeanor or other type 

of legal category. Th'e comp arable percentages for males had 

been found previously to be 35%, 47% and 19% respectively. 

For the total female group and the total study period the percentages 

were similar: 85% (No Arrest), 8% (Felony Arrest) and 7% (l-lisdemeanor and 

Other) 0 Limited to the 55 youths above age 15 at release,the percentages 

were 87% (No Arrest) 5% (Felony Arrest) and 7% (Misdemeanor and Other). 
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Juvenile and adult re-institutionalizatiop.. Of the 74 females, 72 had 

no record of adult institutionalization in the complete study period and 

2 (or 3% of the group) had been re-institutionalized (Table 123). Of 

those over 16 at relt"lse, th8 percentage re-institutionaliz,!d was also 

3%. This may be compared w·ith the 24% figure found for males. 

When return to the state training school is included with adult 

cOlmnitments, the percentage re-institutionalized during the complete study 

period was 14% (Table 125). The large majority (86%} did not return to the 

state school or enter an adult institution. Of those whose study period time 

was tmi to three years, the percentages were virtually the same (Table 124). 

The figures for the first year after release and the first two years after 

release are not given in tables as they are virtually identical to that 

for the complete study period. Nine of the ten youths who were re.:-

institutionalized during the complete study period were re-institutionalized 
, 
in the first year after releD.se. 

Since return to the state school accounted for most 

re-institutionalizations (8 out of 10) it is not surprising that the younger 

age categories have a greater percentage re-institutionalized than the older 

age categories. Of the 19 youths age 15 and below at release) six. 'were re­

institutionalized. Of the 55 youths above age 15 at release only four were 

re-institutionalized. 

t>n1ile ll~% of the female youths were re-institutionalized during the 

study period, the figure reported earlier for males was 31%. Thus over 

twice as many males had a re-institutionalization.. While no female youth 

had more than one re-institutionalization, 5% of the males had more than 
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one re-institutionalization. 

The statistics suggest that the probability of return to a state 

school for a female relative to a male is much greater than the probability 

of an adult re-institutiona1ization for a fema1~ relative to a male. Of 

the 37 female youths released on or before their 16th birthday 6 or 16% returned. Th .... 

comparable figure for males was 28%. The female to male percentage ratio 

is 4:7. Of those females released after age 16, as noted above, 3% had 

adult re-institutionalizations compared to 24% for males. The female 

to male percentage ratio here is only 1:8. 

Predictors of post-release an'est. Since only eleven female youths 

in the-sample had post-release arrest records, analyses to determule 

predictors of post-release arrest were not considered feasible. Larger 

samples of female subjects wou.ld be needed for these analyseso 

Comparison of study-one and study-two samples. 

In order to directly compare the samples comprising subjects in Study-

One and Study-Two the difference in reference points of the two studies had to 

be taken into account. The reference point of Study-One was last release 

of a subject from a state school or center whereas the reference point of 

Study-~vo was first release in a designated time period. --
Statistics on four relevant outcome measures were therefore re-computed 

for Study-~vo subjects to make the procedures comparable. If a youth in 

Study-Two had returned to a state school or center and had been released 

prior to July 1, 1973 for his last release, the statistics were re-computed 

using the last release as the reference point. Subjects who had returned 

to a state school or center and who had not been released as of July 1, 1973 
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were excluded from the analyses. In short, the statistics were computed 

from time of last release for all subjects in Study-Two whose last 

release was in the period July 1, 1971, through June 30, 1973. 

The outcome measures used Here (a) at least one adult fingerprint­

able arrest in the first year after a youth's last release (b) at least 

one adult conwitment in the same period (c) at least one adult finger­

printable arrest in the first tHO years after a youth's last release 

(d) at least one adult conwitment in the same period. 

The analyses Here limited to subjects whose last release was above 

the age of 15. 

Tables 126 to 129 present results for the first year after a youth's 

last relcase. TI1e percentage of male youths (over age 15 at last release) 

with no fingerprintable arrests was 49% (Table 126); and with no re­

institutionalizations Has 88% (Table 127)0 The comparable percentages for 

Study-One subjects had previously been found to be 57% (Table 1) and 90% 

(Table 7) respectively. The differences w'cre not statistically significant. 

For Study-~vo females (over age 15 at last release) the percentage 

with no fingerprintable arrests in the first year after a last release was 

94% (Table 128); and the percentage with no re-institutionalization was 98% 

(Table 129)0 The comparable percentages previously reported for Study-One 

Here 91% (Table 13) and 99% (Table 19) respectively; the differences Here 

not statistically significant. 

In studying the first two years after last release, the analyses 

Here limited to youths out of program at least two years after a last 
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release. 

Tables 130 and 131 present the results for the first bvo years after 

a last release of male youths. 

The percentage of males \dthout a fingerprintable arrest in the 

first t\vo years after a last release was 35% (Table 130). The percentage 

with no re-institutionalization was 78%. For the Study-One male subjects 

the comparable percentages had previously been found to be 38% (Table 2) 

and 76/~ (Table 8) respectively. The differences were not statistically 

significant. 

The results for females are given in Tables 132 and 133. 

only a small number (N=29) that met the criteria for analysis. 

There were 

Of this 

small number 90% had no arrest in the ~vo year period and 100% had no 

re-institutionalization. The comparable percentages reported for Study-One 

youths were 78% (Table 14) and 97% (Table 20) respectively. These differences 

were not statistically significant. 

The findings show no measurable difference between subjects of Study­

One and Study-Two in the percen~ages of male or female youths (over 15 at 

release) with a fingerprintable arrest in the first year or first two years 

after last release and in the percentages of males or females with at least 

one adult commitment in the first year or first t\vo years after last release o 
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'fABLE 47 

NUHBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % 

0 10 100.0 7 100.0 10 52.6 . 14 42.4 41 59.4 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 26.3 8 24.2 13 18.8 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 4 12.1 5 7.2 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 5 15.2 6 8.7 

l~ 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 2 6.1 3 4.3 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 1 1.4 

Column Totals 10 100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 
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TABLE 48 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN Trill FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR "HALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % 

0 16 10000 24 96.0 19 50.0 39 48.8 98 61.6 

1 0 0.0 1 4.0 10 26.3 22 27.5 33 20.8 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 13.2 7 8.8 12 7.5 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 7.9 9 11.3 12. 7.5 

4 0 000 0 0.0 1 2.6 3 3.8 4 2.5 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 

/ 
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NmIDER OF ARRESTS IN TIll 

14 and 
Number of Under 
Arrests N % 

0 26 100.0 

1 0 0.0 

2 0 0.0 

3 00 0.0 

4 0 0.0 

5 0 0.0 

Column Totals 26 100.0 
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TABLE 49 

FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR'ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Over 14 Over 15 All 
to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
N % N % N % N % 

31 96.9 29 50.9 53 46.9 139 61.0 

1 3.1 15 26.3 30 26.5 46 20.2 

0 0.0 6 10 .. 5 11 9.7 17 7.5 

0 0.0 4 7.0 14 12.4 18 7.9 

0 0.0 2 3.5 5 4.4 7 3.1 

0 0.0 1 1.8 0 0.0 1 0.4 

32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0 
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TABLE 50 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTI:IS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % 

0 10 100.0 5 71:4 6 31.6 12 36.4 33 47.8 

1 0 0.0 2 28.6 5 26.3 7 21.2 14 20.3 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 6 18.2 7 10.1 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 15.8 4 12.1 7 10.1 

4 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 15.8 3 9.1 6 807 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.0 1 1.4 

6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 1 1.4 

Column Totals 10 100.0 7 10000 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 

i 
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TABLE 51 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO c.:UT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N 1'0 

0 15 93.8 12 48.0 11 28.9 31 38.8 69 43.4 

1 1 603 8 32.0 12 31.6 18 22.5 39 24.5 

2 0 0.0 2 8.0 5 13.2 9 11.3 16 10.1 

3 '0 0.0 2 8.0 6 15.8 8 10.0 16 10.1 

4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.3 7 8.8 9 5.7 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 6 7.5 7 4.4 

6 0 0.0 1 400 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 1 1.3 2 1.3 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100 00 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 
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TABLE 52 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO THO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
N '70 N % N % N % 

25 96.2 17 53.1 17 29.8 43 38.1 

1 3.8 10 31.3 17 29.8 25 22.1 

0 0.0 2 6.3 6 10.5 15 13.3 

0 0.0 2 6.3 9 15.8 12 10.6 

0 0.0 0 0.0 5 8.8 10 8.8 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.8 7 6.2 

O. 0.0 1 3.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 000 0 0.0 2 3.5 1 0.9 

26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

102 44.7 
, 

53 23.2 

23 10.1 

23 10.1 

15 6.6 

8 3.5 

1 0.4 

3 1.3 ' 

228 100.0 
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TABLE 53 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT~OFF DATE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT lEAST TI>10 YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Ntnnber of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 subiects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % 

0 10 62.5 8 32.0 10 26.3 27 33.8 55 34.6 

1 5 31.3 11 44.0 9 23.7 21 26.3 46 28.9 

2 0 6.3 2 8.0 7 18.4 l~ 5.0 13 8.2 

3 1 0.0 0 0.0 5 13.2 11 13.8 17 10.7 

4 0 0.0 3 12.0 2 5.3 7 8.8 12 7.5 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 10.5 5 6.3 9 5.7 

6 0 0.0 1 4.0 0 0 0 0 3 3.8 4 2.5 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 2 2.5 3 109 

Co1tnnn Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 
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TABLE 54 

I NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL }1ALE YOUTHS) 

I Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

I Nmnber of Under to 15 to 16 Oyer 16 Subjects 
Arrests N 10 N % N % N % N % 

I 
0 20 76.9 13 40.6 16 28.1 39 34.5 88 38.6 

1 5 19.2 13 40.6 14 24.6 28 24.8 60 26.3 

I 2 0 0.0 2 6.3 8 14.0 10 8.8 20 8.8 

3 1 3.8 0 0.0 8 14.0 15 13.3 24 10.5 

I 4 0 0.0 3 9.4 5 8.8 10 8.8 18 7.9 

I 
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 7.0 6 5.3 10 4.4 

6 0 0.0 1 3.1 0 0.0 3 2.7 4 1.8 

I 7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.5 2 1.8 4 1.8 

Colmnn Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0 
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TABLE 55 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN TI:ill FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOlITHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS ;PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Ntnnber of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 4 50.0 2 28.6 7 41.2 14 42.4 27 41.5 

1 4 50.0 2 28.6 6 35~3 8 24.2 20 30.8 

2 0 0.0 3 42.9 1 5.9 4 12.1 8 12.3 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.9 5 15.2 6 9.2 

4 0 0.0 0 000 0 0.0 2 6.1 2 3.1 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 11.8 0 0.0 2 3.1 

Coltnnn Totals 8 100.0 7 100.0 17 100.0 33 100.0 65 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 93 -

TABLE 56 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

ABe at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
AEErehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 8 80.0 10 47.6 17 53.1 39 4S.S 74 51.7 

1 2 20.0 7 33.3 7 21.9 22 27.5 =18 26.6 

2 0 0.0 2 9.5 4 12.5 7 8.S 13 9.1 

3 00 0.0 1 4.8 1 3.1 9 11.3 11 7.7 

4 0 0.0 1 4.S 3 9.4 3 3.8 7 74.9 

Co 1umn To ta1s 10 100.0 21 100.0 32 100.0 SO 100.0 143 100.0 
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TABLE 57 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 12 66.7 12 42.9 24 49.0 53 46.9 101 48.6 

1 6 33.3 9 32.1 13 26.5 30 26.5 58 27.9 

2 0 0.0 5 l7.9 5 10.2 11 9.7 21 10.1 

3 0 0.0 1 3.6 2 4.1 14 12.4 17 8.2 

4 0 0.0 1 3.6 3 6.1 5 4.4 9 4.3 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4.1 0 0.0 2 1.0 

Column Totals 18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.0 113 100.0 208 100.0 
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TABLE 58 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPRElrENSJ:ONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASj~ 
(FOR MALE YOUTlffi RELEASED 15 MONTtffi TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 4 50.0 2 28.6 4 23.5 12 36.4 22 33.8 

1 3 37.5 2 28.6 4 23.5 7 21.2 16 24.6 

2 1 12.5 1 14.3 2 11.8 6 18.2 10 15.4 

3 0 0.0 2 28.6 3 17.6 4 12.1 9 13.8 

4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 11.8 3 9.1 5 7.7 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.9 1 3.0 2 3.1 

6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.9 0 0.0 1 1.5 

Column Totals 8 100.0 7 100.0 17 100.0 33 100.0 65 100.0 

I 
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TABLE 59 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPRElillNSIONS IN TIIE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qve;!;: 16 Subj~ct~ 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N 10 

0 5 50.0 5 23.8 10 31.3 31 38.8 51 35.7 

1 5 50.0 6 28.6 8 25.0 18 22.5 37 25.9 

2 0 0.0 2 9.5 7 21.9 9 11.3 18 12.6 

3 0 0.0 3 14.3 3 9.4 8 10.0 14 9.8 

4 0 0.0 2 9.5 3 9.4 7 8.8 12 8.4 

5 0 0.0 2 9.5 0 0.0 6 7.5 8 5.6 

6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.1 0 0.0 1 0.7 

7 0 0.0 1 4.8 0 0.0 1 1.3 .2 1.4 

Column Totals 10 100.0 21 100.0 32 100.0 80 100.0 143 100.0 
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TABLE 60 

POtICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % 

9 50.0 7 25.0 14 28.6 43 38.1 73 35.1 

8 44.4 8 28.6 12 24.5 25 22.1 53 25.5 

1 5.6 3 1007 9 18.4 15 13.3 28 13.5 

0 0.0 5 17.9 6 12.2 12 10.6 23 11.1 

0 0.0 2 7.1 5 10.2 10 8.8 17 8.2 

0 0.0 2 7.1 1 2.0 7 6~2 10 4.8 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0 0 0.0 1 0.5 

0 0.0 1 3.6 1 200 1 0.9 3 1.4 

18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.0 113 100.0 208 100.0 
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'rABLE 61 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of IInde:r to 15 to 16 Qjlet' 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 3 30.0 3 14.3 9 28.1 27 33.8 42 29.4 

1 4 40.0 7 33.3 7 21.9 21 26.3 39 27.3 

2 2 20.0 3 14.3 6 18.8 4 5.0 15 10.5 

3 1 10.0 2 9.5 4 12.5 11 13.8 18 12.6 

4 0 0.0 3 14.3 2 6.3 7 8.8 12 8.4 

5 0 0.0 1 4.8 3 9.4 5 6.3 9 6.3 

6 0 0.0 1 4.8 0 0.0 3 3.8 4 2.8 

7 0 0.0 1 4.8 0 0.0 2 2.5 3 2.1 

8 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.1 0 0.0 1 0~7 

Column Totals 10 10000 21 100.0 32 100.0 80 100.0 143 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 99 -

TABLE 62 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPRElillNSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL HALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over ll~ Over 15 

Ntnnber of IIDde:J: ,to 15 to ]6 O:llCl: ]6 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % 

0 7 38.9 5 17.9 13 26.5 39 34.5 

1 7 38.9 9 32.1 11 22.4 28 24.8 

2 2 11.1 4 14.3 8 16.3 10 8.8 

3 2 11.1 4 14.3 7 14.3 15 13.3 

4 0 0.0 3 10.7 4 8.2 10 8.8 

5 0 0.0 1 3.6 4 8.2 6 5.3 

6 0 0.0 1 3.6 0 0.0 3 2.7 

7 0 000 1 3.6 1 2.0 2 1.8 

8 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0 0 0.0 

Co1tnnn Totals 18 10000 28 100.0 49 100.0 113 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

64 30.8 

55 26.4 

24 11.5 

28 13.5 

17 8.2 

11 5.3 

4 1.9 

4 1.9 

1 0.5 

208 100.0 
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TABLE 63· 

TROUnT..E WITH TIm LAW IN TIll FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TIiO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

.Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N % N % N % N % N "/0 

No 2 25.0 2 28.6 7 41.2 14 42.4 25 38.5 

Yes 6 75.0 5 71.4 10 58.8 19 57.6 40 61.5 

Co1mnn Totals 8 100.0 7 100.0 17 100.0 33 100.0 65 100.0 

TABLE 64 

TROUBLE WITH TIll LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASEDAT LEAST NO YEARS PRIOR ':CO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N % N % N % N % N ~ 

No 7 70.0 8 38.1 17 53.1 37 46 0 3 69 48.3 

Yes 3 30.0 13 61.9 15 46.9 43 5307 74 51.7 

Column Totals 10 10000 21 100.0 32 10000 80 100.0 143 100.0 

f 
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TABLE 65 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MAlE YOUTHS) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N % N % N % N % N % 

No 9 50.0 10 35.7 24 49.0 51 45.1 94 45.2 

Yes 9 50.0 18 64.3 25 51.0 62 54.9 114 54.8 

Column Totals 18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.0 113 100.0 208 100.0 

TABLE 66 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAH UP .TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE . 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

= 
/ill.e at Re lease 

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N io N "I. .0 N % N % N % 

No 2 25.0 2 28.6 4 . 23.5 12 36.4 20 30.8 

Yes 6 75.0 5 71.4 13 76.5 21 63.6 45 69.2 

Column Totals 8 100.0 7 100.0 17 100.0 33 100.0 65 100.0 
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TABLE 67 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST n\l'o YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Trouble 

No 

Yes 

Column Totals 

Tro'.1ble 

No 

Yes 

Column Totals 

----

14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
N 10 N '70 N '70 N % 

4 40.0 3 14.3 10 31.3 29 36.3 

6 60.0 18 85.7 22 68.7 51 63.7 

lO 100.0 21 100.0 32 1(\~ .0 80 100.0 

TABLE 68 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW· UP TO TWO 'YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
N % N % N % N % 

6 33.3 5 17.9 14 28.6 41 36.3 

12 66.7 23 82.1 35 71.4 72 63.7 

18 100.0 28 lOO.O 49 100.0 113 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

46 32.2 

97 67.8 

143 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

66 31.7 

142 68.3 

208 100.0 
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TABLE 69 

TROUBLE WITH THE ,LAW UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Trouble 

No 

Yes 

Column Totals 

Trouble 

No 

Yes 

Column Totals 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 
N % N % N % 

3 30.0 2 9.5 9 28.1 

7 7000 19 90.5 23 71.9 

10 100.0 21 100.0 32 100.0 

TABLE 70 

'TROUBLE WITH THE.LA~ UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) . 

Age at Rel-.=ase 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under' to 15 to 16 
N % N % N % 

5 27.8 4 14.3 13 26.5 

13 73.2 24 85.7 36 73.5 

18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.0 

/ 

OVer 16 
N % 

26 32.5 

54 67.5 

80 100.0 

Over 16 
N % 

38 33.6 

73 66.4 

113 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

40 28.0 

103 72.0 

143 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

60 28.8 

148 71.2 

208 100.0 
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TABLE 71 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST C}MRGE 
(FOR MALE YOUTlm RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Und~~ to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % N % N % 

None 10 100.0 5 71.4 6 31.6 12 36.4 33 47.8 

Felony A a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

B a 0.0 1 14.3 1 5.3 5 15.2 7 10.1 

C a 0.0 a 0.0 2 10.5 2 6.1 4 5.8 

D a 0.0 a 0.0 6 31.6 10 30.3 16 32.2 

E a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 1 3.0 1 1.4 

Misdemeanor A a 0.0 1 14.3 4 21.1 3 9.1 8 11~0 

Column Totals 10 10000 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 
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TABLE 72 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 
(FOR MALE YOUTH$ RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 a.nd Over 14 Over 15 
Und~r to 15 to 16 Q:Y:eI: :16 Sllbjc;cts 

Arrest N '10 N '70 N '70 N % N % 

None 10 62.5 8 32.0 10 26.3 27 33.8 55 34.6 

Felony A 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.3 1 1.3 3 1.9 

B 1 6.3 2 8.0 7 18.4 10 12.5 20 12.6 

C 0 0.0 5 20.0 2 5.3 9 11.3 16 10.1 

D 1 6.3 2 8.0 8 2.11 17 21.3 28 17.6 

E 0 0.0 2 8.0 2 5.3 3 3.8 7 4.4 

Misdemeanor A 4 25.0 4 16.0 7 18.4 11 l3.8 26 16.4 

B 0 O~O 2 8.0 0 0.0 1 1.3 3 1.9 

Other 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.3 1 0.6 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 



I 
I - 106 -

I TABLE 73 

I 
MOST SERIOUS ARREST Cr~GE 

(FOR ALL MALE YOUTH) 

I 
Age At Release 

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

I Arrest N % N % N '7'0 N '7'0 N '7'0 

None 20 76.9 13 40.6 16 28.1 33 33.3 88 38.6 

I Felony A 0 0.0 0 ,0.0 2, 3.5 1 1.0 3 1.3 

I 
B 

C 

1 3.8 3 9.4 8 14.0 11 11.1 27 11.8 

0 0.0 5 15.6 4 7.0 11 11.1 20 8.8 

I D 1 3.8 2 6.3 14 24.6 23 23.2 44 19.3 

E 0 0.0 2 6.3 2 35.1 3 3.0 8 3.5 

I Misdemeanor A 4 15.4 5 15.6 11 19.3 15 15.2 34 14.9 

I 
B 

Other 

0 0.0 2 6.3 0 0.0 1 1.0 3 1.3 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 0.4 

I Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 99 100.0 228 100.0 
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TABLE 74 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RElEASE BY AGE AT RElEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO lWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Corrnni tments N % N % N % N % N % 

0 10 100.0 7 100.0 18 91~. 7 29 87.9 64 92.8 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 4 12.1 5 7.2 

Column Totals 10 100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 

TABLE 75 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMIvII'IMENTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Corrnnitments N ,% N ~o N % N % N % 

0 16 100.0 25 100.0 36 9407 69 86.3 146 91.8 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.3 8 10.0 10 6.3 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 3.8 3 1.9 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100 .. 0 38 10000 80 100.0 159 100.0 
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TABLE 76 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTrffi) 

A~e at Release 
14 and OVer 14 Over 15 All 

Number of .lInQ.er to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Conrrnitments N % N % N % N % N % 

0 26 100.0 32 100.0 54 94.7 98 86.7 210 92.1 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 5.3 12 10.6 15 6.6 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2.7 3 1.3 

Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0 

TABLE 77 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Conrrnitments N % N '70 N % N % N % 

0 10 100.0 6 85.7 17 89;5 27 81.8 60 87.0 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.5 6 18.2 8 11.6 

2 0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.4 

Column Totals 10 100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 
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TABLE 78 

NUMBER OF ADULT COHMITMENTS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Commitments N % N % N % N % N % 

0 16 100.0 24 96.0 32 84.2 60 75.0 132 83.0 

1 0 0.0 1 4.0 5 13.2 14 17.5 20 12.6 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 6 7.5 7 4.4 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 

TABLE 79 

NUNBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 tQ 1Q Qyer 16 Sl.!bj!;.lQ:!;;s 
Commitments N % N % N % N % N % 

0 26 100.0 30 93.8 lfo9 86.0 87 77 .0 192 84.2 

1 0 0.0 1 3.1 7 12.3 20 17.7 28 12.3 

2 0 0 .. 0 1 3.1 1 1.8 6 5.3 8 3.5 

Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 110 '" 

TABLE 80 

NUMBER OF .ADULT Ca1MITMENTS UP TO THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Ag~ at B~l~a§~ 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Number of tinge];: to 15 to 16 Over 16 
Conunitments N % N % N % N % 

0 16 100..0 24 96.0 31 81.6 59 73.8 

1 0 0.0 1 4.0 6 15.8 14 17 .5 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 7 8.8 

Column Totals 16 100 0 0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 10000 

TABLE 81 

NUMBER OF .ADULT COMHITMENTS UP TO THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR .ALL HALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
Conunitments N % N % N % N % 

0 26 100.0 30 93.8 48 84.2 86 76.1 

1 0 0.0 1 3.1 8 14.0 20 17.7 

2 0 0.0 1 3.1 1 1.8 7 6.2 

Coltmm Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 

/ 

All 
Subj.;cts 
N % 

130 81.8 

21 13.2 

8 5.0 

159 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

190 83.3 

29 12.7 

9 3.9 

228 100.0 
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TABLE 82 ' 

RETURN TO STATE SCHOOLS BY AGE AT RELEASE' 
(FOR 'MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Return N % N % N % N % N % 

No 4 40.0 4 57.1 16 84.2 32 97.0 56 81.2 

Yes 6 60.0 3 42.9 3 15.8 1 3.0 13 18.8 

Column Totals 10 100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 

TABLE 83 

RETURN TO STATE SCHOOLS BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS I:1RIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Return N % N % N % N % N % 

No 10 62.5 15 60.0 34 89.5 78 97.5 137 86.2 

Yes 6 37.5 10 40.0 4 10.5 2 2.5 22 13.8 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 

/ 
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'tABLE 84 

RETURN TO STATE SCHOOLS BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 
N % N % N % N 

14 53.8 19 59.4 50 87.7 110 

12 46.2 13 40.6 7 12.3 3 

16 
% 

97.3 

2.7 

26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

193 84.6 

35 15.4 

228 100.0 
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TABLE 85 

NUMBER OF .JlJVENILE AND. ADULT. REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN 'rUE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR }1ALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 HONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over 14 Over 15 All 

I Number of 
Reinstitutiona1izations 

14 and 
Under 
N % 

to 
N 

15 to 
". 70 N 

16 Over 16 Subjects 
% N % N 70 

II 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

0 6 60.0 4 57.1 15 78.9 28 84.8 53 76.8 

1 4 40.0 3 42.9 4 21.1 5 15.2 16 23.2 

Column Totals 10 100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 

TABLE 86 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE A1:\l]) ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TiifO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Reinstitutiona1izations N 70 N 10 N % N % N % 

0 14 87.5 15 60.0 32 84.2 67 83.8 128 80.5 

1 2 12.5 10 40.0 6 15.8 10 12.1 28 17.6 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 000 3 3.8 3 1.9 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 
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TAB4B 87 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTfffi) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over ll~ Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Reinstitutiona1izations N 'Yo N 'Yo N 'Yo N % N 1'0 

0 20 76.9 19 59.4 47 82.5 95 84.1 181 79.4 

1 6 23.1 13 40.6 10 17.5 15 13.3 44 19.3 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2.7 3 1.3 

Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0 

TlillLE 88 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO TI,ifO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR IvfALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 HONTHS TO THO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Number of 
Reinstitutionalizations 

o 

1 

2 

14 and 
Under 
N % 

4 40.0 

6 60.0 

0 0.0 

Over 14 
to 15 
N % 

3 42.9 

3 42.9 

1 14.3 

Age at Release 
Over 15 All 
to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
N % N % N % 

14 73.7 26 78.8 47 68.1 

5 26.3 7 21.2 21 30.4 

0 0.0 O. 0.0 1 1.4 

I Column Totals 10 100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0 

I 
I 
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TABLE 89 

mJ}1BER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTlTUTIONALIZATIDNS TN, Tlill FIRST TWO YEARS AETER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS l:\RIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % 

to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
N fc N % N % ,0 

0 11 68,,8 15 60.0 29 76.3 58 72.5 113 71.1 

1 5 31.3 9 36.0 7 18.4 16 20.0 37 23.3 

2 0 0.0 1 4.0 2 5.3 6 7.5 9 5.7 

Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 

TABLE 90 

NUMBER OF JUVEN!LE AND ADULT REINSTlTUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Number of 
Reinstitutionalizations 

o 

1 

2 

Column Totals 

14 and 
Under 
N % 

15 57.7 

11 42.3 

0 0.0 

26 100.0 

/ 

Over 14 
to 15 
N % 

18 56.3 

12 37.5 

2 6.3 

32 100.0 

Age at Release 
Over 15 All 
to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
N % N % N % 

43 75.4 8l~ 74.3 160 70.2 

12 21.1 23 20.4 58 25.4 

2 3.5 6 5.3 10 4.4 

57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0 
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TABLE 91 I 
I 
I 

NUBMER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATJONS UP TO THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

I 
Number of 
Reins ti tutionalizations· 

I 
I 
I. 

I 
I 

o 

1 

Column Totals 

14 and 
Under 
N % 

10 62.5 

6 37.5 

0 0.0 

16 100.0 

Over 14 
to 15 
N % 

IS 60.0 

9 36.0 

1 4.0 

25 100.0 

TABLE 92 

Age at Release 
Over 15 All 
to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
N % N % N 'Yo 

28 73.7 57 71.3 110 69.2 

8 21.1 16 20.0 39 24.5 

2 5.3 7 8.8 10 6.3 

38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0 

I I 
I 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REtNSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR .ALL HALE YOUTHS) 

Number of I Reinstitutiona1izations 

o 

I 1 

2 

I Column Totals 

I 
I 
I 

14 and 
Under 
N % 

14 53.8 

12 46.2 

0 0.0 

26 100.0 

/ 

Over 14 
to 15 
N % 

18 . 56.3 

12 37.5 

2 6.3 

32 100.0 

Age at Release 
Over 15 All 
to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
N % N % N % 

42 73.7 83 73.5 157 68.9 

13 22.8 23 20.4 60 26.3 

2 3.5 7 6.2 11 4.8 

57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0 
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TABLE 93 I 
I RELA.TIONS OF BACKGROUND VARIABLES TO FELONY ARREST 

I 
Background Variable 

I Type of Adjudication 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

PINS and other 
Juvenile Delinquent 

Ethnicity 

Black 
White and other 

County 

New York City 
Outside NYC 

Birth Status 

In Wedlock 
Out of Wedlock 

I Age at First Admission 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 

14 and under 
Over 14 

None 
N % 

40 55.6 
39 44.3 

25 35.7 
54 60.0 

30 41.1 
49 56 0 3 

71 51.1 
8 38.1 

6 54.5 
73 49 0 0 

I 

/ 

One or More 
N % 

32 44.4 
49 55.7 

45 64.3 
36 40.0 

43 58.9 
38 43.7 

68 48.9 
13 61.9 

5 45.5 
76 51.0 

Row Totals 
N % 

~'----

72 100.0 
88 100.0 

70 100.0 
90 100.0 

73 100.0 
87 100.0 

139 100.0 
21. 100.0 

11 100.0 
149 100.0 
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TABLE 94 

SCALE VALUES AND FELONY ARREST 

Scale Values 
All 

0 1 2 3-4 Subjects 
Felony Arrest N cr' fD N % N "/0 N % N "/0 

None 14 58.3 40 65.6 16 34.8 9 31.0 79 49.4 

One or More 10 41. 7 21 34.4 30 65.2 20 69.0 81 50.6 

Column Totals 24 100.0 61 100.0 46 100.0 29 100.0 160 100.0 

TABLE 95 

SCALE VALUES AND FELONY ~~~ST 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS 1?RIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE) 

Scale Values 
All 

0 1 2 3-4 Subjects 
Felony Arrest N "/0 N "/0 N "/0 N % N % 

None 5 71.4 10 76.9 5 35.7 5 35.7 25 52.1 

One or More 2 28.6 3 23.1 9 64;3 9 64.3 23 47.9 

Coltnnn Totals 7 100.0 13 100.0 14 100.0 14 100.0 48 100.0 

.I 
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TABLE 95a 

SCALE VALUES AND FELONY ARREST 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

~ 

Scale Values 

0 1 2 3-4 
Fel0!lY Arrest N % N '10 N '10 N '10 

None 9 52.9 30 6205 11 34.4 4 26.7 

One or More 8 47.1 18 37.5 21 65.6 11 73.3 

CollUlln Totals 17 100.0 48 100.0 32 100.0 15 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

54 48.2 

58 51.8 

112 100.0 
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TABLE 96 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over "14 Over 15 ' 11 A ...... 

Ntnnber of to 15 to 16 OVer 16 Subjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 8 100.0 14 87.5 25 92.6 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Co1tnnu Totals 3 100.0 8 100.0 16 100.0 27 100.0 
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TABLE 97 . 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEHALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
IInde:1:: to 15 to 16 Over 16 
N % N % N % N % 

3 100.0 13 100.0 9 90.0 21 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 0 0.0 

Column Totals 3 100.0 13 100.0 10 100.0 21 100.0 

.I 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

46 97.9 

1 2.1 

47 100.0 
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TABLE 98 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
Arrests N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 16 100.0 17 94.4 35 94.6 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6 0 0.0 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 

7 0 0.0 0 000 0 0.0 1 2.7 

Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 37 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

71 95.9 

1 1.4 

1 1.4 

1 1.4 

74 100.0 
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TABLE 99 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS .AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FE:M.ALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subj~~t~ 
Arrests N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 8 100.0 13 81.3 24 88.9 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7 

Column Totals 3 100.0 8 100.0 16 100.0 27 100.0 
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TABLE 100 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN Tlill FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 11 84.6 7 70.0 21 100.0 42 89.4 

1 0 0.0 2 15.4 1 10.0 0 0.0 3 6.4 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 0 0.0 1 2.1 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 0 0.0 1 2.1 

Column Totals 3 100.0 13 100.0 10 100.0 21 100.0 47 100.0 
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TABLE 101 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEHALE YOUTHS) 

1\.&e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Ntnnber of Under to 15 __ to 16 Over 16 
Arrests N % N 10 N % N % 

0 3 100 0 0 14 87.5 15 83.3 34 91.9 

1 0 0.0 2 12.5 1 5.6 1 287 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6 0 0.0 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6 1 2.7 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 

Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 37 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

66 89.2 

4 5.4 

1 1~4 

2 2.7 

1 1.4 

74 100.0 
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TABLE 102 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
Arrests N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 9 69.2 7 70.0 20 95.2 

1 0 0.0 3 23.1 1 10.0 1 4.8 

2 0 0.0 1 7.7 1 10.0 0 0.0 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 0 0.0 

Column Totals 3 100.0 13 100.0 10 100.0 21 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

39 83.0 

5 10.6 

2 4.3 

1 2.1 

47 100.0 
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TABLE 103 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTrffi) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 
N '70 N '70 N '70 

3 100.0 12 75.0 15 83.3 

0 0.0 3 18.8 1 5.6 

0 0.0 1 6.3 1 5.6 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 506 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 

All 
QyJer 16 Subjects 
N % N % 

33 89.2 63 85.1 

2 5.4 6 8.1 

0 0.0 2 2.7 

1 2.7 2 2.7 

1 2.7 1 1.4 

37 100.0 74 100.0 
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TABLE 104 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTI-IS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N 

% 
0 3 100.0 6 85.7 14 87.5 23 88.5 

1 0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 1 3.8 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.8 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.8 

Column Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 16 100.0 26 100.0 
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TABLE 105 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREllliNSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELE/J3ED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-C,t.'F DATE) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number. of :Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 0 0.0 6 85.7 6 75.0 21 100.0 33 86.8 

1 2 100.0 1 14.3 2 25.0 0 0.0 5 13.2 

Column Totals 2 100.0 7 100.0 8 100.0 21 100.0 38 100.0 
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TABLE 106 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENS IONS IN THE FIRS T YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 0 0.0 9 90.0 12 80.0 35 94.6 56 8705 

1 2 100.0 1 10.0 3 20.0 0 0.0 6 9.4 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.6 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.6 

Co 1umn To ta1s 2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 64 100.0 

/ 
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TABLE 107 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over 14- Over 15 All 

Number of to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N--~ N % N % N '" 10 

0 3 100.0 6 85.7 13 81.3 22 84.6 

1 0 0.0 1 14.3 1 6.3 2 7.7 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 603 1 3.8 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 603 1 3.8 

Column Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 16 100.0 26 100.0 
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TABLE 108 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % 

0 0 0.0 5 71.4 5 62.5 21 100.0 

1 2 100.0 2 28.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 25.0 0 0.0 

3 0 000 0 0.0 1 12.5 0 0.0 

Column Totals 2 100.0 7 100.0 8 100.0 21 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

31 81. 6 

4 10.5 

2 5.3 

1 2.6 

38 100.0 
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TABLE 109 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTlffi) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Number of Under to 15_ to 16 Over 16 
Apprehensions N % N % N % ~~ 

0 0 0.0 8 80.0 11 73.3 34 91.9 

1 2 100.0 2 20.0 1 6.7 1 2.7 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.3 0 0.0 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.7 1 2.7 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 

column Totals 2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

53 82.8 

6 9.4 

2 3.1 

2 3.1 

1 1.6 

64 100.0 
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TABLE 110 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 

Number of Under 1:0 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 0 0.0 3 42.9 5 62.5 20 95.2 28 73.7 

1 2 100.0 3 42.9 0 0.0 1 4.8 6 15.8 

2 0 0.0 1 14.3 2 25.0 0 0.0 3 7.9 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 l2.5 0 0.0 1 2.6 

Cohnnn Totals 2 10000 7 100.0 8 100.0 21 100.0 38 100.0 
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TABLE 111 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPRElffiNSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTrffi) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 

Number of Under to ]5 to 16 fr\z:.f;l.r.:..li 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % 

0 0 0.0 6 60.0 11 7303 33 89.2 

1 2 100.0 3 30.0 1 607 2 5.4 

2 0 0.0 1 10.0' 2 13.3 0 0.0 

3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.7 1 2.7 

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 

Column Totals 2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 

All 
.s.ubjects 
N % 

50 78.1 

8 1205 

3 4.7 

2 3.1 

1 1.6 

64 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 136-

TABLE 112 

TROUBLE WITH TIm LAW IN um FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTI-IS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over 14 Over 15 All 
to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N % N % N % N % 

No 2 66.7 6 85.7 13 81.3 21 80.8 

Yes 1 33.3 1 14.3 3 18.7 5 19.2 

Co1tunn Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 16 100.0 26 100.0 
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TABLE 113' 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AF7.ER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEHALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

TroubJe N 1'0 N % N % N % N % 

No 0 0.0 6 85.7 6 75.0 20 95.2 32 84.2 

Yes 2 100.0 1 lL~.3 2 25.0 1 4.8 6 15.8 

Column Totals 2 100.0 7 100.0 8 100.0 21 100.0 38 100.0 

TABLE 114 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N % N '70 N % N % N % 

No 0 0.0 8 80 0 0 12 80.0 33 89.2 53 82.8 

Yes 2 100.0 2 20.0 3 20.0 4 10.8 11 17 .2 
: 

Column Totals 2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 64 100.0 

.I 
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TABLE 115 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 HONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT OFF-DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over 14 Over 15 All 
to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

::trouble N % N % N % N % 

No 2 66.7 6 85.7 12 75.0 20 76.9 

Yes 1 33.3 1 14.3 4 25.0 6 23.1 

Column Totals 3 lOO.O 7 100.0 16 100.0 26 100.0 

TABLE 116 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAH IN THE FIRST '£\-10 YEARS AFTER RELEASE . 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A~e at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N 1'0 N % N % N % N % 

No 0 0.0 5 71.4 5 62.5 20 95.2 30 78.9 

Yes 2 lOO.O 2 28.6 3 37.5 1 4.8 8 21.,1 

Column Totals 2 lOO.O 7 lOO.O 8 100.0 21 100.0 38 100.0 

/ 
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. TABLE 117 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 
N {Q N % N cz, N 70 

0 0.0 7 70.0 11 73.3 32 86.5 

2 100.0 3 30.0 4 26.7 5 13.5 

2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 

TABLE 118 

TROUBLE WITH Tl1E LAW UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE . 

All 
Subjects 
N 70 

50 78.1 

14 2109 

64 100.0 

(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CDT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Over to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Trouble N % N uk, N % N uk, N % 

No 0 0.0 3 42.9 5 62.5 19 90.5 27 71.1 

Yes 2 100.0 4 57.1 3 37.5 2 9.5 11 28.9 

Column Totals 2 100.0 7 100.0 8 100.0 21 100.0 38 100.0 
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TABLE 119 

TROUBLE HITH THE LAW UNTIL Trill CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 
N % N % N % 

0 0.0 5 50.0 11 73.3 

2 100.0 5 50.0 4 26.7 

2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 

All 
Q}le:[ 16 Sllbje~ts 
N % N % 

31 83.8 47 73.4 

6 16.2 17 26.6 

37 100.0 64 100.0 
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TABLE 120 . 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CfUffiGE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Over 14 Over 15 All 
to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Arrest N % N .% N % N % 

None 3 100.0 8 100.0 13 81.3 24 88.9 

Felony B 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6 0 3 1 3.7 

Felony C 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 603 1 3.7 

Misdemeanor B 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7 

Column Tot~ls 3 100.0 8 100.0 16 100 0 0 27 100.0 
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TABLE 121 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % N % N % 

None 3 100.0 9 69.2 7 70.0 20 95.2 39 83.0 

Felony B 0 0.0 1 7.7 0 0.0 0 2.7 1 2.1 

Felony C 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 2.7 0 1.4 

Felony D 0 0.0 1 7.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.1 

Felony E 0 0.0 1 7.7 1 10.0 0 0.0 2 4.3 

Misdemeanor A 0 0.0 1 7.7 2 20.0 1 4.8 4 8.5 

Column Totals 3 100.0 13 100.0 10 100.0 21 100.0 47 100.0 
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TABLE 122 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under to 15 to 16 
N % N % N % 

3 100.0 12 75.0 15 83.3 

0 0.0 1 6.3 0 0,,0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 1 6.3 0 0.0 

0 0.0 1 6.3 1 5.6 

0 0.0 1 6.3 2 11.1 

0 000 0 0.0 0 000 

3 10000 16 100.0 18 100.0 

All 
Over 16 Subjects 
N % N % 

33 89.2 63 85.1 

1 2.7 2 2.7 

1 2.7 1 1.4 

0 0.0 1 1.4 

0 0.0 2 2.7 

1 2.7 4 5 0 4 

1 2.7 1 1.4 

37 100.0 74 100.0 
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TABLE 123 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS UNTIL Trill CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL F~UU£ YOUTlill) 

Age at Release 
14 and Over 14 Over 15 
Under ,to 15 to 16 Over 16 
N % N % N % N % 

3 100.0 15 93.8 18 100.0 36 97.3 

0 0.0 1 6.3 0 0.0 1 2~7 

3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 37 100.0 

/ 

A1l 
Subjects 
N % 

72 97 .. 3 

2 2.7 

74 100.0 
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TABLE 124 

JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL THE CUT OFF DATE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A8e at Release 
Ntnnber of 14 ~nd Over 14 Over 15 All 
Reinstitution- Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects 
alization N % N % N % N % N % 

0 2 66.7 9 69.2 9 90.0 20 95.2 40 85.1 

1 1 33.3 4 30.8 1 10.0 1 4.8 7 14.9 

Column Totals 3 100.0 13 100.0 10 100.0 21 100.0 47 100.0 

TABLE 125 

JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Number of 14 and Over 14 Over 15 All 
Reinstitution- Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subie~ 
alization 'N % N % N % N % N % 

0 2 66.7 11 68.8 17 94.4 34 91.9 64 86.5 

1 1 33.3 5 31.3 1 5.6 3 8.1 10 13.5 
: 

Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 37 100.0 74 100.0 
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TABLE 126 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER LAST RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

= Age at Release 
Over 15 All 
Under 16 16 and Older Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 30 53.6 54 46.6 84 48.8 

One or More 26 46.4 62 53.4 

Column Totals 56 100.0 116 100.0 

TABLE 127 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER LAST RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 

88 51.2 

172 10000 

All 
Under 16 16 and 01del~ Subjects 

Reinstitutiona1ization N % N % N % 

None 52 92.9 100 8682 152 8804 

One or More 4 7.1 1G 1308 20 11.6 

Column Totals 56 100.0 116 100.0 172 10000 
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TABLE 128 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTIffi WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN TIll F:J:RST YEAR AFTER LAST RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 16 94.1 34 94.4 50 94.3 

One or More 1 5.9 2 5.6 3 5.7 

Column Totals 17 100.0 36 100.0 ' 53 100.0 

TABLE 129 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER LAST RELEASE 

-' 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Reinstitutiona1ization 

None 17 100.0 35 97.2 52 98.1 

One or More 0 0.0 1 2.8 1 1.9 

Column Totals 17 100.0 36 100.0 53 100.0 
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TABLE 130 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFl'ER LAST RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 11 31.4 29 37.2 40 35.4 

One or More 24 68.6 49 62.8 73 64.6 

Column Totals 35 100.0 78 100.0 113 100.0 

TABLE 131 

NUMBERS AND PBRCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST lWO YEARS AFTER LAST RELEASE 

Age at Re lease 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older Al1 Subjects 

Reinstitutionalization N % N 0;0 N 0;0 

None 30 85.7 58 7404 88 77.9 

One or More 5 14.3 20 25.6 25 22.1 

Column Totals 35 100 .. 0 78 100.0 113 100.0 
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TABLE 132 

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE 
ARREST IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER LAST RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 

Age at Release 
OVer 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % 

None 6 66.7 20 100.0 26 89.7 

One or More 3 33.3 0 0.0 3 10.3 

Colwnn Totals 9 100.0 20 100.0 29 100.0 

TABLE 133 

NUHEERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT 
REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER LAST RELEASE 

Age at Release 
Over 15 
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects 

~e~nstitutiona1ization N % N % N % 

None 9 100.0 20 100.0 29 100.0 

One or MOre 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 

Column Totals 9 100.0 20 100.0 29 100.0 

'r 
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STUDY-THREE 

The third study focused on Title II youths. These youths arc ad-

mitted to the Division's facilities as a condition of probation or by 

consent of a parent or other legal guardiano1 (They are not committed 

or placed by the court.) Most of the youths entered the experimental 

facilities of the Division, i.e., the Camp, Home, START and Youth 

Development Centers. However, certain centers' of the state school system 

also may receive Title II youths, in addition to youths committed or 

placed by the court (i.e., Title III youths). 

The outcome measures used in the third study and the format of the 

analyses were parallel to those of the preceding study. Since the Title II 

facilities are primarily directed to youths age 15 through 17 at admission, 

the age distribution is different from that of Title III youths (with 

proportionately more individuals in Title II facilities in older age 

categories),rendering some outcome measures less relevant and others more 

relevant in analyses of the total group. 

As in Study-1i;vo the focus for Study-Three was on post-release 

happenings after a youth's initial release in the designated time period. 

Subjects. A systematic sample of 340 youths was selected from the 

population of all Title II youths released in the ,period July 1, 1971, 

through March 31, 1973) excluding a small percentage of youths admitted 

prior to age 1405.2 The DFY Current Master File was used to determine 

the population,and every fifth name was selected from an alphabetical list. 

lUnlike the Title III youths, the Division's acceptance of Title II 
youths is voluntary, i.e., the Division is not legally bound to admit a 
specific youth. 

2These youths were excluded because the fingerprintable arrest records 
for offenses over the age of 16 would not be pertinent to this subgroup; 
and the follow-up forms of those in the sample falling into this subgroup were 
generally either incomplete or unclear. 
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The sample size was then reduced by the use of random numbers and by 

1 excluding those admitted prior to age 14.5. 

Sources of data. For adult fingerprintable arrests and commitments, 

the records of the New York State Department of Criminal Justice Services 

were the sources of datao For juvenile encounters with police or courts 

the standard DFY follow-up form (for Title II youths) was used. These 

forms are filled out by aft.ercare staff and contain items about the number 

of arrests, the most serious complaint, and re-institutionalization of the 

youth from time of release to the date of the form. This information 

'tvas supplemented by contact with aftercare personnel in certain cases. 

To define the sample, to obtain background information and to determine 

returns to the Division's facilities, the DFY Current Master File was used. 

Cut-off date o The cut-off date was the same as in the preceding 

study: July 1, 1974. The study period (the period from release to 

July 1, 1~74) was thus variable depending on date of release, with a 

minimum of 15 months and a maximum of 36 months. 

Release dates. If a youth had more than one release, his initial 

release after July 1, 1971 was considered his release date o 

. Missing information. Adult arrest or commitment records were sealed 

in the case of two youths,and the identification was deemed uncertain in 

the case of ten youths. There 'was internal inconsistency in the information 

on one youth's arrest record. These youths are omitted from the analyses 

including adult arrests or commitment. Information could not be obtained 

lA small number of individuals later found to be erroneously included 
in the population list were also excluded from the original sample. 



II 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 152 -

on juvenile police or court encounters in the case of 16 youths. These youths 

are omitted from the analyses involving such encounters. 

Results for male youths 

Statistics on adult arrest, police apprehension, trouble with the law, 

adult institutionalization and juvenile institutionalization of male youths are 

given in Tables 134 to 176. 

Adult arrest. Tables 134 to 141 present statistics on adult male (fingerprintable) 

arrest during the first year after release. About one-third of the youths (33%) 

acquired an arrest record and two-thirds (67%) had no record (Table 136), Of 

those released at pge 16 or older, the percentage with an arrest record was 36%. 

The percentage with at least one arrest up to t~V'o years after release was 

48.5% and the percentage with no arrests was 52.5% (Table 139), Of those released 

at age 16 or older,the percentage with an arrest record was 48%, The percentage 

with arrest records is practically the same for those youths released at least 

two years prior to the cut-off date and for those youths released less than two 

years prior to the cut-off date (Tables 137 and 138), 

Table 140 presents the number of arrests during the complete study period 

for those youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off date. There is 

little change from the preceding table (Table 138), About one-half (52%) of the 

group have arrest records and about one-half (48/'0) do not. In the table) age 

at release appears associated with the probability of a post-release arrest. 

Youths released prior to age 17 have larger percentages with at least one post­

release arrest. The percentages are: under age 17 -- 63%, 17 and over -- 35%. 
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This difference may also be seen in pummary Table 141,which presents 

the results for the total group up to the cut-off date. For the total 

group one-half (50%) had at least one fingerprintable arrest and one-

half (50%) did not o Of those released under age 17, the percentage ~\lith an arrest ~'1a:· 

59%,and of those ::t:eleased at age 17 and older the percentage was 37%.1 

Police apprehension. Tables 142 to 149 provide statistics on 

police apprehension, previously defined. 2 In the first year after release 

about one-third (36%) of the youths had been apprehended and about 

two-thirds (64%) had no apprehensions (Table 144). In the first two 

years after release or to the cut-off date (for those released less than 

two years before the cut-off date) the percentage ,,'ith apprehensions was 

49% and the percentage without was 51% (Table 147)0 For the complete 

study period these percentages change only slightly -- 52% with apprehensions 

and 48% without (Table 149). These percentages are practically the same 

as that found for adult arrest. 

The age subgroup differences noted above appear slightly stronger. 

For the total group the percentage of youths released under age 17 with 

police apprehensions was 62%, compared to the 37% for youths released at 

17 or older (Table 149), Of those released at least two years prior to cut-off 

date these percentages were: under 17 at release -- 67%, 17 or older at 

release 35% (Table 148). 

Trouble with the law. This outcome measure, previously defined, 

includes post release police apprehensions for offenses that are criminal 

lOne youth released prior to age 15 is excluded from the calculation. 
2See page 68. 

/ 

, . 
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lmv violations when connnitted by an adult and post-release entry into 

the state' schools. The latter is added to include juvenile status 

offenses. 

In the first year after release 38% of the youths had trouble with 

the law, in the sense defined, and 62% had no trouble (Table 152). The 

age subgroup differences appear here, with the percentage of youths with­

out trtlu.Dl(~ being 53% for those released before age 17 and 75% for those 

released at age 17 and older o 

In the first two years after release or up to the cut-off date (for 

those released less than two years prior to the cut-off date) the percentage 

with trouble \Vas 61% for those released under age 17, and 36% for those re­

leased at age 17 and older (Table 155). 

In thE! complete study period 53% of the youths had trouble with the 

law and 47% remained free of trouble (Table 157). The percentage \vi~h 

trouble of those released prior to age 17 is double that of youths released 

at age 17 or over: 66% compared to 37%. 

Most s(:rious arrest. The most serious adult arrest charge in the 

study period, according to the legal category and class of the offense, 

was coded for each youtho The numbers and percentages falling into each 

classification are given in Tables 158 to 160. 

For youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off date, 

there were about one-half (48%) with no arrest in the study period, somewhat 

over one-third (39%) with at least on''! felony arrest, and one-eighth (12.5%) 

with their most: serious arrest a misdemeanor or other type of legal category 
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(Table 159). For all male youths, the comparable percentages were 50%' 

(None), 3670 (Felony) and 1470 (Misdemeanor and Other) (Table 160). 

The age subgroup differences are apparent for both felony and non-

felony arrests. Of those 17 and older at release 28% had felony arrests, 

and 9% had for their most serious arrest a non-felony arrest. Of those 

under 17 at release 42% had felony arrests and 16% had nonfe10ny arrests as 

their most serious arrest. The younger subjects had both proportionately 

more felony and nonfe)"ony arres ts • 

Comment on age differences. The differences observed among the age 

subgroups were not expected. Previous studies of youths from the experimental 

facilities in earlier years had not shown age at release to be significantly 

related to post-release arrest. These studies differed from the present 

study in using age at last release, rather than initial release in a 

designated p~riod; and in not having the outcome measures called police 

apprehension and trouble to provide a fuller context for the findings on 

arrest. Differences betw(:'en this and the prior studies may be due to these 

differences in method, to changes in processes directly affecting the 

composition of the experimental facilities (e.g., a change in eligibility 

criteria permitting drug~users to enter the facilities) or to more general 

changes in the social milieu (e.g o , possibly, greater delinquency among 

younger age groups). The findings may also be a sample peculiarity. To 

rule out the latter possibility, a second sample of the same population 

may be drawn for further studY3 The findings may also be affected by the 

exclusion of youths with missing data on outcome wariables. 

f 
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Comparison of Title II and Title III youths. On the indices of 

pos t-r'e1eas e arres t, apprehens ion and troub 1e the Title III youths 

(Stlldy-Two) showed higher percentages ivith arrest, apprehension and 

trouble than the Title II youths o At least part of this difference can 

be accounted for by differences due to age at release. Whether any 

differences remain after controlling for age at release and other back­

ground variables may be determined in a mUltiple regression analysis. 

Adult Commitments. Tables 161 to 168 present statistics on adult 

commitments. In the first year after release 7% of the male youths had 

at least one commitment (to a local or state correctional facility or 

narcotic rehabilitation facility for youths age 16 or older) and 93% 

of the youths remained out of such institutions (Table 163). Of 

those released age 16 or older, the percentage with adult commitmr\ts 

was similar: 9%. 

In the first two years after release, or until the cut-off date 

(for youths released less than t'>vo years prior to the cut-off date) the 

percentage with at leas t one adult commitment was 11% (Table 166). For 

youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off date, the percentage 

'>vas 13% (Table 165). 

In the complete study period, (icoe g , until the cut-off date) the 

percentage of youths Ivith at least one adult commitment was 12% (Table 168). 

For youths released at least two years prior to th~ cut-off date, the percent­

age was 14% (Table 167). 
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Juvenile and adult inst:;.tutiona1ization. 

Statistics on adult institutionalization combined with juvenile 

institutionalization (re-entry into a state school or center as a Title III 

youth) are given in Tables 169 to 176. 

During the firs t year after releasE~ one-tenth of the male youths 

(10%) were so institutionalized and nine-tenths (90%) were not. (Table 171). 

During the first t:wo years after release or until the cut-off date (for 

youths released less than two years prior to the cut-off date) the percent­

age institutionalized was l305% (Table 174). Of those re1e.ased at least 

two years prior to the cut-off date, the percentage was 16% (Table 173). 

In the complete study period th(~ percentage of youths institutionalized 

... "as 14'10 (Table 176).. Of those released at least two years prior to the 

study period, the percentage institutionalized was 16% (Table 175). 

The sole differences between tables described in this: section and 

those in the preceding section wer:e due to the youths who entered state 

schools and centers (as Title III youths) after releaseo By comparing the 

tables, it may be noted that nine of the 54 youths released under the age 

of 16 or 17% of this age subgnH.lp entered state schools or centers. (No 

youths released at age 16 or older entered state schools or centers after 

release)o Of the nine with juvenile institutionalizution, three subsequently 

had adult institutionalization as welL 
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~esults for female youths 

Results on the various indices for female Title II youths are given 

in Tables 177 to 184. As in the previous two studies, females she-w 

markedly less serious post-release problems with the law, compared to 

males. 

Adult arrest. The first year after release, 6% of these youths had 

at least one adult arrest and 94% had no adult arrests (Table 179). The 

percentage with at least one adult arrest among those released age 16 and 

older was almost the same -- 7%. 

In the first two years after release or until the cut-off date (for 

those released less than two years prior to the cut-off date) 10% of the 

group had at least one adult arrest (Tab1e182). 

For the relatively small number of 39 youths released at least two 

years prior to the cut-off date, the percentage was 18%. 

For the complete study period, the percentage 'with at Ie 'st one 

arrest was the same as for the two year period: 10% (Table 184). For 

the 39 youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off date, the 

percentage was also the same as for the t~\To-year period: 18% (Table 183). 

None of the 29 youths released less than two years prior to the cut-off date 

had an arrest record. 

Police apprehension. The tables presenting statistics on police 

apprehension give virtually the same percentages as the tables for adult 

arrests (Table 185 to 19.~). In fact, there i\Tere no reported police 

apprehensions other than .adul t arrests. For six youths, information on 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

II 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- l,59 -

police apprehension (other than adult arrests) was missing, producing 

slight changes in the tables. 

.Troub1e with the law. The tables for the outcome trouble 

(Tables 193 to 200) were very similar to the tables on adult arrest. 

The changes are due to two youths with juvenile institutionalization, 

and to six youths with missing information. For the complete study 

period 87% of the youths had no police ~pprehensions or juvenile institution­

alization and 13% had at least one of those outcomes.1 

For any of these indicators, the distinction noted previously :.Eor male 

youths concerning age differences (i.e., a significantly lower probability 

of arrest, apprehension or trouble for youth released at age 17 or older) 

was not observable for the female youths. 

Most serious arrest. "The most serious adult arrest change in the 

study period, according to the legal category and class of the offense, 

was coded for each youth. The numbers and percentages falling into each 

classification are given in Tables 201 and 202. 

For 39 youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off date, 

the majority (82%) had no qrrest in the study period j DvO youths (5%) had 

at least one felony arrest, and five (13%) had as their most serious arrest 

a misdemeanor or other type of legal category (Table 201). As already 

noted, all 29 female youths released less than two years prior to the 

cut-off date had no arrests. 

1p,xt:1uding youi.:hs with missing information. 

r 
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Post-release commitment. Only one (1. 5%) of the 68 youths had an 

adult commitment in the study period whereas the remaining 67 (98.5%) 

had no adult commitments (Table 203).1 

By including juvenile institutionalization (i.e., entry into state 

school or center as a Title III youth), the number with post-release 

institutionalization was raised to 2 (Table 204). In the complete study 

period, 3% had a post-release institutionalization whereas 97% had none. 

lBoth re-institutionalizations occurred in the first year after release 
and both subjects were in the subgroup of thos8 released at least two years 
prior to the cut-off date. 
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Predictors of felony arrest. 

For Title II youths, predictors 0+ Jutcome have previously been 

investigated by multiple regression and other methods and results have 

been presented in two reportso l Because of the amrler background 

information available on these youths, a greater number of potential 

predictors may enter into the analysis than was the case for Title III 

youths, and both larger numbers in the sample and more complex 

statistical methods are required. 

Within the context of the tw'O preceding studies it is of interest 

to note the relations of the background characteristics found predictive 

among Title III youths to post-release outcome among the Title II youths. 

Three of the same items were available for study: Ethnicity, Referral 

county and Type of Adjudication o The relations of these characteristics to 

felony arrest for the Title II male youths are given in Table 205. 2 

It may be noted that the direction of differences was the same as 

previously found among Title III youths. That is> higher percentages with 

at least one felony arrest were found among black youths (versus others), 
( 

youths from New York City (versus other~), and youths adjudicated Juvenile 

Delinquent (versus PINS). The difference between youths from New York City 

and those from outside NetV' York City was statistically significant 

(x2 = 5.13, df=1,p(.05). The other two differences were not large enough 

to be statistically significanto 

ISee footnote, page 1. 
2Because of the small number of females in the sample with post-release 

arrests, a parallel analysis for female youths was not feasible o 
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TABLE 134 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 1600 to 17.0 to 18.0 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N % N % N % N % 

1 100.0 19 73.1 22 55.0 19 67.9 7 63.6 

0 0.0 3 11.5 9 22.5 6 21.4 1. 9.1 

0 0.0 3 11.5 3 7.5 1 3.6 1 9.1 

0 0.0 1 3.8 4 10.0 1 3.6 1 9.1 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 1 3.6 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 

f01umn Tota.1s 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

68 64.2 

19 17.9 

8 7.5 

7 6.6 

2 1.9 

1 0.9 

1 0.9 

106 100.0 
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TABLE 135 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Number of 
Arrests 

o 

1 

2 

3 

Column Totals 

15.0 to 
15.9 
N % 

22 81,S 

5 18.5 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

27 10000 

,I 

16.0 to 
16.9 
N % 

34 53.1 

18 28.1 

8 12,5 

4 6.3 

64 1'00.0 

Age at Release 
17.0 to 
17.9 
-N-~ 

31 81.6 

6 15.8 

o 0.0 

1 2.6 

38 100.0 

18.0 
and Over 
N % 

19 79.2 

2 8.3 

3 12.5 

o 0.0 

24 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

106 69.3 

31 20.3 

11 7.2 

5 3.3 

153 100.0 
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TlillLE 136 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 15 .. 0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
15.0 15.9 __ 16.9 17.9 ;and Over 
N % N % N % N % N % 

1 100.0 41 77.4 56 53,8 50 75.8 26 ,74.3 

0 0.0 8 15.1 27 26.0 12 18.2 3 8.6 

0 0.0 3 5.7 11 10.6 1 1.5 4 11.4 

0 0.0 1 1.9 8 7.7 2 3.0 1 2.9 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 

0 000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Colt.nnn Totals 1 100.0 53 10000 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

174 67.2 

50 19.3 

19 7.3 

12 4.6 

2 0.8 

1 0.4 

1 0.4 

259 100.0 
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TABLE 137 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(FOR MALE YOUTI~ RELEASED 15 MONT1IS TO TIfO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Cber of_ 
rrests 

-I 2 

3 

I 4 

I 
5 

7 

I 8 

Column Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I I 
II 

Under 
15.0 
N % 

1 100.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 000 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
. 
0 0.0 

1 100 00 

15.0 to 
15.9 
N % 

13 50.0 

6 23.1 

5 19.2 

2 7~7 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

o. 0.0 

0 0.0 

26 100.0 

Age at Release 
16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N % N % 

18 45.0 18 64.3 6 54.5 

7 17.5 1 3.6 1 9.1 

7 17.5 4 14.3 2 18.2 

2 5.0 2 701 0 0.0 

4 10.0 3 10.7 1 9.1 

1 205 0 0.0 0 0.0 

1 2.5 0 000 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 

40 10000 28 100.0 11 100.0 

All 
Subjects 

N % 

56 52.8 

15 14.2 

18 17.0 

6 5.7 

8 7.5 

1 0.9 

1 0.9 

1 0.9 

1(!)6 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

II 

II 
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TABLE 138 

NUMBER OF. ARRESTS IN THE FIRST THO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
15 .0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 15.9 16 1 9 1Z.2 amI Q:il~l: SllbjeQts 
Arrests N '70 N % N % N '70 N % 

0 15 55,6 24 37.5 25 65.8 16 66.7 80 52.3 

1 8 29.6 13 20.3 10 26.3 3 12.5 34 22.2 

2 1 3.7 18 28.1 2 5.3 3 12.5 24 15.7 

3 1 3.7 6 9.4 0 0.0 2 8.3 9 5.9 

4 2 7.4 2 3.1 1 2.6 0 0.0 5 3.3 

6 0 0.0 1 1.6 0 0,0 0 0.0 1 0.7 

Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 



I 
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I TABLE 139 . 

I NUMBER OF .ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

I Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 1800 All 

Number of I Arrests 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N "/0 N "/0 N "/0 N % N "/0 N % 

0 1 '100.0 28 52.8 42 40.4 4.3 65.2 22 62.9 136 52.5 

I 1 0 0.0 14 26.4 20 19.2 11 16.7 4 11.4 49 18.9 

I 
2 

3 

J 0.0 6 11.3 25 24.0 6 9.1 5 14.·3 42 16.2 

0 0.0 3 5.7 8 7.7 2 3.0 2 5.7 .15 .5'~ 8 

I 4 0 0.0 2 3.8 6 5.8 4 6.1 1 2.9 13 5.0 

5 0 000 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 '1 0.4 

I 6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 

I 
7 

8" 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4 

Icolumn Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

/ 

I 
I 
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TABLE 140 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL Trill CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO GUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Suhjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % 

a 11 40.7 23 35.9 24 63.2 16 66.7 7':1- 48.4 

1 10 37.0 12 18.8 11 28.9 3 12.5' 36 23.5 

2 3 11.1 16 25.0 2 5.3 3 12.5 24 i~L 7 . 

3 1 3. 7 9 14.1 0 0.0 1 4.2 11 7.2 

4 1 3.7 2 3.1 1 2.6 1 4.2 5 3.3 

5 0 0.0 1 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7 

7 1 3.7 1 1.6 0 0.0 o· 0.0 2 1.3 

Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
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I 
TABLE 141 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 

I 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 

I N~be:: of 
Arrests 

'Onder 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17!9 and Oyer SybjQcts 
N % N % N % N % N % N % 

I 0 1 100.0 24 45.3 41 39.4 42 63.6 22 62.9 130 50.2 

1 0 0.0 16 30.2 19 18.3 12 18.2 4 11.4 51 19.7 

I 2 0 0.0 8 15.1 23 22.1 6 9.1 5 14.3 42 16.2 

I 3 

4 

0 0.0 3 5.7 11 10.6 1 1.5 1 2.9 16 6.2 

0 0.0 1 1.9 6 5.8 4 6.1 2 5.7 13 5.0 

I 5 
\' 

0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.8 

6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 1 0.4 

I 7 0 0.0 1 1.9 2 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.2 

I 8 

Co It.nnn Totals 

0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4 

1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



3 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

'I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 142 

~WMBER OF POLICE APPREllliNSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 to All 

Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Sub;ects 
Apprehensions N % N % N "I 10 N % N % 

0 13 61. 9 22 55.0 19 67.9 -; 63.6 61 61.0 

1 3 14.3 9 22.5 6 21.4 1 9.1 19 19.0 

2 4 19.0 3 7.5 1 3.6 1 9.1 9 9.0 

3 1 4.8 4 10.0 1 3.6 1 9.1 7 7.0 

4 0 o 0 1 2.5 1 3.6 0 0.0 2 2.0 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 1.0 

7 0 0.0 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 

Column 'ro'ta1s 21 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 100 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
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T.ABLE 143 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST UfO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16.0 l6!9 1Z,9 and Qver Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 15 65.2 34 53.1 31 81.6 19 79.2 99 66.4 

. 1 8 34.8 18 28.1 6 15.8 2 8.3 34 22.8 

2 0 0.0 8 12.5 0 0.0 3 12.5 11 7.4 

3 0 0.0 4 6.3 1 2.6 0 0.0 5 3.4 

Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 149 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NUMBER OF 

Number of 
Apprehensions 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4· 

5 

7 

Column Totals 
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TABLE 144 

POLICE APPRElillNSIONS IN TIm FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL "HALE "OUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Oy:eb: Sl1.hj~Qts 
N % N % N "10' N % N % 

28 63.6 56 53.8 50 75.8 26 74.3 160 64.3 

11 25.0 27 26.0 12 18.2 3 8.6 53 21.3 

4 9.1 11 10.6 1 1.5 4 11.4 20 8.0 

1 2.3 8 7.7 2 3.0 1 2.9 12 4.8 

0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 2 0.8 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4 

0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 

44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 249 100.0 

/ 
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I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 145 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPRElllNS IONS UP TO 'IWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO T\.,rO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 1700 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16.0 16.9 1709 and Over Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N "'-10 N % N % N % 

0 9 42.9 18 45.0 18 64.3 . 6 54.5 51 51.0 

1 6 28.6 7 17.5 1 3.6 1 9.1 15 15.0 

2 4 19.0 7 17.5 4 14.3 2 18.2 17 17.0 

3 2 9.5 2 5.0 2 7.1 0 0.0 6 6.0 

4 0 0.0 4 10.0 3 10.,7 1 9.1 8 8.0 

5 0 0",0 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 

7 0 0.0 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 

8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 .. 0 1 9.1 1 1.0 

Column Totals 21 100.0 40 100,,0 28 100.0 11 100.0 100 100.0 
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TABLE 146 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREIllNSIONS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT- OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
AEErehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 10 43.5 24 37 .. 5 25 65.8 16 66.7 75 50.3 

1 8 34.8 13 20.3 10 26.3 3 12.5 34 22.8 

2 2 8.7 18 28.1 2 5.3 3 12.5 25 16.8 

3 1 4.3 6 9;4 0 0.0 2 8.3 9 6.0 

4 1 4.3 2 3.1 1 2.6 0 0.0 4 2.7 

5 1 4.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7 

6 0 0.0 1 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7 

Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 1[~9 100.0 
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TABLE lL,\7 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age. at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 

Number of 16.0 16!9 17.9 and Over 
AEErehensions N % N % N % N % 

0 1.9 43.2 42 40.4 43 65.2 22 62.9 

1 14 31.8 20 19.2 11 16.7 4 11.4 

2 6 13.6 25 24.0 6 9.1 5 14.3 

3 3 6.8 8 7 .. 7 2 3.0 2 5.7 

4 1 2.3 6 5.8 4 6.1 1 2.9 

5 1 2.3 1 1.0 0 000 0 0.0 

6 IJ 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 

Column Totals 44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N '10 

126 50.6 

49 19.7 

42 16.9 

15 6.0 

12 4.8 

2 0.8 

1 0.4 

1 0.4 

1 0.4 

249 100.0 
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TABLE 148 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREllENSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST 'IWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 6 26.1 23 35.9 24 63.2 16 66.7 69 46.3 

1 10 43.5 12 18.8 11 28.9 3 l2.5 36 24.2 

2 4 17.4 16 25.0 2 5.3 3 12.5 25 16.8 

3 1 4.3 9 14.1 0 0.0 1 4.2 11 7.4 

4 0 0.0 2 3.1 1 2.6 1 4.2 4 2.7 

5 1. 4.3 1 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.3 

7 1 4.3 1 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 l.,,3 

Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 2l,f 1(l0.0 149 100.0 
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Number of 
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TABLE ·149 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UNTIL Trill CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
16.0 16.9 17!9 and Qy~r 
N % N % N % N % 

15 34.1 41 39.4 42 63.6 22 62.9 

16 36.4 19 18.3 12 18.2 4 11.4 

8 18.2 23 22.1 6 9.1 5 14.3 

3 6.8 11 10.6 1 1.5 1 2.9 

0 0.0 6 5.8 4 6.1 2 5.7 

1 2.3 2 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 

1 2.3 2 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 

44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 

All 
SlJ1:!j~cts 
N % 

120 48.2 

51 20.5 

42 16.9 

16 6.4 

12 4.8 

3 1.2 

1 0.4 

3 1.2 

1 0.4 

249 100.0 
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TABLE 150 

TROUBLE WITH Trill LAW IN TI1E FIRST YEAR .AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO' CUT-OFF DATE) 

Under 
16.C 
-N-"~ 

10 47.6 

11 52 0 4 

Age at Release 
16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N % 

~--------~----~----~--~.----~-

22 55.0 19 67.9 7 63.6 58 58.0 

18 45.0 9 32.1 4 36.4 42 42.0 

Column Totals 21 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 100 100.0 
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TABLE 151 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN TrlE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % 

12 52.2 34 53.1 31 81.6 19 79.2 96 64.4 

11 47.8 30 46.9 '7 18.4 5 21.8 53 35.6 

Collmln Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 149 100.0 

f 
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TABLE 152 

TROUBLE HITU THE LAH IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL HALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 J~_ 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % 

22 50.0 56 53.8 50 75.8 26 74.3 154 61.8 

22 50.0 48 46.2 16 24.2 9 25.7 95 38.2 

Column Totals 44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 249 100.0 

----



I 
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I TABLE 153 

I TROUBLE \UTH THE LAVT UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 HONTIIS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

I Af5e at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18,,0 All 

I Trouble 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects, 
N % N % N % N % N % 

No 6 28.6 18 45.0 18 64.3 6 54.5 48 48.0 

I Yes 15 71.4 22 55.0 10 35.7 5 45.5 52 52.0 

I Co1mnu Totals 21 100.0 40 100.0 28 100,,0 11 100.0 100 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

/ 

I 
I 



I 
I 
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TABLE 154 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 

I 
I 
I 

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 

I Trouble 

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N 70 N % N % 

I No 9 39.1 24 37.5 25 65.8 16 66.7 

Yes 14 60.9 40 62.5 13 34.2 8 33.3 

I C.)1umn Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

7t.), 49.7 

75 50.3 

149 100.0 
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I 
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Trouble 

No 

Yes 

Column Totals 
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TABLE 155 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTtlli) 

A&e at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
16.0 16.9 1709 and Over 
N % N % N % N % 

15 34 .. 1 42 40.4 43 6S.? 22 62.9 

29 65.9 62 59.6 23 34.8 13 37.1 

44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 

TABLE 156 
TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 

(FOR MALE YOUTHS P..ELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PR:tOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A~e at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over 

Trouhle N % N % N % N % 

No 5 21.7 23 35.9 24 63.2 16 66.7 

Yes 18 78.3 41 64 .. 1 14 36.8 8 33.3 

Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N 'Yo 

122 49.0 

127 51.0 

249 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

68 45.6 

81 54.4 

149 100.0 
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I No 
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I Column Totals 
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TABLE 157 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UNTIL THE CUT OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 
16.0 16.9 17.9 
N % N % N % 

11 25.0 41 39.4 42 63.6 

33 75.0 63 60,6 24 36.4 

44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 

18.0 All 
and Over Subjects 
N % N % 

22 62.9 116 46.6 

13 37.1 133 53.4 

35 100.0 249 100.0 
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TABLE 158 ' 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT- OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

I, 15.0 15.9 1.5.9 .=.1.1...'7'L.::9:....-_ and Over ,fuibjects 
.1r~r~re~s~t~ __________ ~N ____ ~% __ ~N~ ____ ~% __ ~N~ ____ a~% __ ~N ____ ~7c~o __ ~N ______ O~% __ ~N ______ ~~~~ 

None 

le10ny B 

relony C 

Felony D 

i'e10ny E 

.risdemeanor A 

lolumn Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

,I 

1 100.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

o 0.0 

1 100.0 

" 

13 50.0 

1 3.8 

2 

2 

1 

7.7 

7.7 

3.8 

7 26.9 

26 100.0 

, . 

.I 

18 45.0 

5 12.5 

4 10.0 

5 12.5 

1 2.5 

7 17.5 

40 100.0 

18 64.3 

1 3.6 

4 14.3 

2 7.1 

1 3.6 

2 7.1 

28 10000 

6 54.5 

o 0.0 

3 27.3 

1 9.1 

1 9.1 

o 0.0 

11 100 .. 0 

56 52.8 

7 6.6 

13 12.3 

10 904 

4 3.8 

16 15.1 

106 100.0 



I 
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I TABLE 159 

I MOST SERIOUS ARREST C1UffiGE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

I Age at Release 
15.0 to 16.0 to 1700 to 18.0 All 

I Arrest 
15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % 

I 
None 

Felony A 

11 40,7 23 35,9 24 63.2 16 66.7 74 48.4 

0 O.D 1 1.6 0 000 0 0.0 1 0.7 

I Felony B 

Felony C 

2 7.4 11 17.2 2 503 1 lj·.2 16 10.5 

1 3.7 6 9.4 2 5.3 2 8.3 11 7.2 

I Felony D 7 25.9 13 20.3 4 1005 1 4.2 25 16.3 

I 
Felony E 

Misdemeanor A 

0 0.0 4 6.3 2 5.3 1 402 7· 4.6 

6 22.2 4 6~3 4 10.5 2 8.3 16 10.5 

I Misdemeanor B 0 000 1 1.6 0 000 1 4.2 2 1.3 

Other 0 0.0 1 1.6 0 000 0 0.0 1 0.7 

I Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
t= 
trrest 

None 

IFelOny A 

IFelony B 

Felony C 

IFelOny D 

Felony E 

lisdemeanor A 

risdemeanor B 

Other 

Icolumn Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Under 
15.0 
N % 

1 100.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 000 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

1 100.0 
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TABLE 160 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CIUffiGE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

A~e at Release 
15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 
15.9 16.9 17.9 
N 1'. N % N 

24 45.3 41 39.4 42 

0 0.0 1 1.0 0 

3 5.7 16 15.4 3 

3 5.7 10 9.6 6 

9 17.0 18 17.3 6 

1 1.9 5 4.8 3 

13 24~5 11 10.6 6 

0 0.0 1 1.0 0 

0 0.0 1 1.0 0 

53 100.0 104 100.0 66 

to 18.0 All 
and Over Subjects 

% N % N % 

63.6 22 62.9 130 5002 

0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 

4.5 1 2.9 23 8.9 

9.1 5 14.3 24 9.3 

9.1 2 5.7 35 13.5 

4.5 2 5.7 11 4.2 

9.1 2 5.7 32 12 .• ·~ 

0.0 1 2.9 2 0.8 

0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 

100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0 



I 
I 
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TABLE 161 
I 
I 
I 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(l!'OR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 NONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A~e at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 

lt1umber of 
I;>onnni tments 

15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N % N % N % N % 

I 
0 

1 

1 100.0 24 92.3 38 95.0 26 92.9 10 90.9 

0 0.0 2 7.7 2 5.0 2 7.1 1 9.1 

lolumn Totals 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 

'I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

99 93.4 

7 6.6 

106 100.0 
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I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
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I 
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TABLE 162 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 

Number of 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
Commitments N % N % N % N % N % 

0 27 100.0 58 90 .. 6 36 94.7 21 87.5 142 92.8 

1 0 0.0 5 7 .. 8 1 2.6 3 12.5 9 5.9 

2 0 0.0 1 1.6 1 2.6 0 0.0 2 1.3 

Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 

/ 



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

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 163 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENrS IN THE FIRST "'lEAR .AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

A~e at Release 
.~ 

Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over 
Connnitments N % N % N % N 10 N 10 

0 1 100.0 51 96,2 96 92 .. 3 62 93.9 31 88.6 

1 0 0.0 2 3.8 7 6.7 3 4.5 4 11.4 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 

Column Totals 1 100.0 S3 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 

TABLE 164 
" 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR M.ALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTlIS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 

Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over 
Connnitments N % N % N % N % N % 

0 1 100.0 24 92.3 37 92.5 26 92.9 10 90.9 

1 0 0.0 2 7.7 3 7.5 2 7.1 1 9.1 

All 
Subjects 
N I~ 

241 93.1 

16 6.2 

2 0.8 

259 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

98 92.5 

8 7.5 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Co1nmn Totals 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 106 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I I 

I 
I 
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TABLE 165 

NUMBER OF .ADULT COMMITMBNTS IN Tf£E FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
Cormnitments N % N % N % N % N % 

0 24 38.9 54 84.4 36 94.7 19 7902 133 86.9 

1 3 11.1 9 14.1 1 2.6 5 20.8 18 11.8 

2 0 0.0 1 1.6 1 2.6 0 0.0 2 1.3 

Column Totals 27 100.0 64 10000 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Number of 
Commi tments 

0 

1 

2 
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TABLE 166 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMI'll1ENTS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Under 1500 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
15!0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N % N % N % N % 

1 100.0 48 90.6 91 87.5 62 93.9 29 82.9 

0 0.0 5 9.4 12 11.5 3 4.5 6 17.1 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 

Column Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 

I 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

231 89.2 

26 10.0 

2 0.8 

259 100.0 
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TABLE 167 

NUMBER OF ADULT COMHITMENTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
Commitments N % N % N 10 N % N % 

0 23 85.2 53 82.8 36 94.7 19 79.2 131 85.6 

1 4 14.8 8 l2.5 1 2.6 4 16.7 17 11.1 

2 0 0.0 3 4.7 1 2.6 1 4.2 5 3.3 

Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 
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TABLE 168 

I NUMBER OF ADULT COMMI'IMENTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

I Age at Release 

INumber of 
Conunitments 

Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and OVer Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % N % 

I 0 1 100.0 47 88.7 90 86.5 62 93.9 29 82.9 229 88.4 

1 0 0.0 6 1l.3 11 10.6 3 4.5 5 14.3 25 9.7 

I 2 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2.9 1 1.5 1 2.9 5 1.9 

I Co 1umn Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100aO 259 100.0 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
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1 
1 
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TABLE 169 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO 6UT",OFF DATE) 

1=" ==========~==~~~~============ Age at Release 
Numb(;~r of 

1 Reins ti tution­
a1izations 

I 
0 

1 

1 C01UllUl Totals 

1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Under 
15.0 
N % 

1 100.0 

o 0.0 

1 100.0 

15.0 to 16.0 
15.9 16.9 
N % N 

21 80.8 38 

5 19.2 2 

26 100.0 40 

I 

to 17 .0 to 18.0 All 
17.9 and Over Sub j ects 

% ~ % N % N % 

95.0 26 92.9 10 90.0 96 90.6 

5.0 2 7.1 1 9.1 10 9.4 

100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 106 100 .. 0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 170 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR HALE YOu)~HS RELEASED AT LEAST THO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DlITE) 

Age at Release 
16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

I Number of 
Reinstitutionalizations 

15.0 to 
15.9 16.9 17.9, and Over Subjects --N % N % N % N % N % 

I 
0 21 77 .8 

1 6 22.2 

58 90.6 36 94.7 21 87.5 136 88.9 

5 7.8 1 2.6 3 12.5 15 9.8 

I 2 0 0.0 1 1.6 1 2.6 0 0.0 2 1.3 

Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100 0 0 24 100.0 153 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
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TABLE 171· 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

1=================================== 
Age at Release 

I Number of 
Reinstitutionalizutions 

II 0 

1 

I 2 

Column Totals 

I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Under 
15.0 
N % 

1 100.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

1 100.0 

.I 

15.0 to 16.0 
15.9 16.9 
N % N 

q·2 79.2 96 

11 20.8 7 

0 0.0 1 

53 100.0 104 

to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
17.9 and Over Subjects 

% N % N % N % 

92.3 62 93.9 31 88.6 232 89.6 

6.7 3 4.5 4 11.4 25 9.7 

1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 2 0.8 

100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0 



I 
I 
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TABLE 172 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONAI.IZATIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR HALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Number of 
Under 
15.0 

15.0 to 
15.9 

Age at Release 
16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 

I Reinstitutionalizations 
J 

N % N % N % N % N % N % 

o 1 100.0 21 80.8 37 92.5 26 92.9 10 90.9 95 89.6 

I 1 o 0.0 5 19.2 3 7.5 2 7.1 1 9.1 11 10.4 

Column Totals 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 lor 0 106 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

/ 

I 
I 



• 
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TABLE 1'73 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NWJ3ER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

INumber of 
Reinstitutiona1izations 

1 I 
o 

I 2 

Column Totals 

15.0 to 
15.9 
N % 

20 74.1 

5 18.5 

2 7.4 

27 100.0 

16.0 to 
16.9 
N % 

54 84.4 

9 14.1 

1 1.6 

64 100.0 

Age at Release 
17.0 to 18.0 All 
17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N 'Yo N % 

36 94.7 19 79.2 129 84.3 

1 2.6 5 20.8 20 13.1 

1 2.6 0 0.0 4 2.6 

38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 

1--------------
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 174 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FO R ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

umber of 
Reinstitutiona1izations 

15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and OVer Subjects 

I 
I 

o 

1 

2 

Column Totals 

N 

1 

0 

0 

1 

% N 

100.0 41 

0.0 10 

0.0 2 

100.0 53 

% N % 

77.4 91 87.5 

18.9 12 11.5 

3.8 1 1.0 

100.0 104 100.0 

N % N % N % 

62 93.9 29 82.9 224 86.5 

3 4.5 6 17.1 31 12.0 

1 1.5 0 0.0 4 1.5 

66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0 

1-----------------------­
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 175 . 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL TIm CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

umber of 
einstitutiona1izations 

o 

1 

2 

15.0 
15.2 . 
N 

20 

4 

3 

to 

% 

74.1 

14.8 

11.1 

16.0 to 
16.2· 
N % 

53 82.8 

8 12.5 

3 4.7 

Age at Release 
17.0 to 18.0 All 
17.2 and O~ler Subjects 
N % N % N 

36 94.7 19 79.2 128 

1 2.6 4 16.7 17 

1 2.6 1 4.2 1 8 

% 

83.7 

11.1 

5.2 

Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 

, I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

/ 

I 
I 
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TABLE 176 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
Reinstitutiona1izations N % N % N % N % N 'Yo N % 

0 1 100.0 41 77 .4 90 86.5 62 93.9 29 82.9 223 86.1 

1 0 0.0 9 17.0 11 10.6 3 4.5 5 14.3 28 10.8 

2 0 0.0 3 5.7 3 2.9 1 1.5 1 2.9 8 3.1 

Column Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0 
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TABLE 177 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN TIIE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTI-IS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0,to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
15.0 15.9 16.9 1709 and Over 
N % N % N % N % N % 

1 100.0 6 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 

Column Totals 1 100.0 6 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N '70 

29 10000 

29 100.0 1 ______________________ __ 

I 
1 
I 
I 

TABLE 178 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN TIlE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

I==============~======== 
A~e at Release 

1 Arrests 

1 
I 

o 

1 

2 

Column Totals 

Under 
15.0 
N % 

2 100.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

2 100.0 

15.0 to 16.0 to 
15.9 16.9 
N % N % 

3 100.0 12 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

3 100.0 12 100.0 

17.0 to 18.0 to All 
17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % 

10 71.4 8 100.0 35 89.7 

3 21.4 0 0.0 3 7.1' 

1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

14 100.0 8 100.0 39 100.0 

1----__ ------------------
1 
1 



I 
I 

, I 
I 
I 
I Nmnber of 

Arrests 

I 
0 

1 

I 2 

Column Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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TABLE 179 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N % N % N % N % 

3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 20 83.3 13 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.5 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 . 

3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

64 94.1 

3 4.4 

1 1.5 

68 100.0 
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TABLE 180 

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ;r,EMAT..E YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 1Z!9 and Q:Y:~L: S!.lbj~Qts 
Arrests N % N % N % N 'Yo N % N % 

0 1 100.0 6 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 29 100.0 

Column Totals 1 100.0 6 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 29 100.0 

TABLE 181 

NUMBER OF ARr..ESTS IN TIIE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FEM.ALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A~e at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 15.0 15.9 16!9 1Z.9 and Oyer Subjects 
Arrests N % N % N % N % N 'Yo N % 

0 2 100.0 2 66.7 12 100.0 9 64.3 7 87.5 32 82.1 

1 0 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 3 21.4 1 12.5 5 12.8 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

Column Totals 2 100.0 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 39 100.0 



I 
I 
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TABLE 182 

I NUMJ3ER OF AR:rillSTS UP TO TI.J'O YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

I Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

I Number of 
Arrests 

15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N 10 N % N % 

I 0 

1 

3 100.0 8 88.9 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92.3 61 89.7 

0 0.0 1 11.1 0 0.0 3 12.5 1 7.7 5 7.4 

I 2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 

I Column Totals 3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 2/+ 100.0 13 100.0 68 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

/ 

I 
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TABLE 183 

I NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

I 
A8_C at Release 

I Number of 
Arrests 

Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % N % 

I 0 2 100.0 2 66.7 12 100.0 9 64.3 7 87.5 32 82.1 

1 0 000 1 33.3 0 0.0 3 21.4 1 12.5 5 12.8 

I 2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 000 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

2 100.0 3 10000 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 39 100.0 I 
5 

Column Totals 

!I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I TABLE 184 

I NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTlffi) 

I Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

I Number of 
-Arrests 

15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Qyer subje~ts 
N % N % N % N % N % N % 

I 
0 

1 

3 100.0 8 88.9 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92.3 61 89.7 

0 0.0 1 11.1 0 0.0 3 12 .. 5 1 7.7 5 7.4 

I 2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 

I Column Totals 3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 68 100.0 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

II 
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TABLE 185 

. NUMBER OF POLICE APPRE}llNSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEt-'rALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Ntnnher of 16.0 16.9 1.7.9 and Over Subjects -Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 25 100.0 

Co1tnnn Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 25 100.0 

/ 
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TABLE 186 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPRElllNSIONS IN TIlE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RETEASED AT LEA3T TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Af2e at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Ntnnber of 16.0 16.9 1709 and Over Subjects 
Apprehensions N '10 N 10 N % N 1'0 N % __ ,u.,'T 

0 3 100.0 12 lOG~O 10 71.4 8 100.0 33 89.2 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 21.4 0 0.0 3 8.1 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.7 

Co1tunn Totals 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0 
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TABLE 187 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

-' Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 6 100.0 19 100.0 20 83.3 13 100.0 58 93.5 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.5 0 0.0 3 4.8 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.6 

Column Totals 6 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 62 100.0 
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TABLE 188 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS fillLEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

A!2e at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
Apprehensions N % N % N i. N % N '1. 

0 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 25 100.0 

Column Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 25 10000 

TABLE 189 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE' FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST 'TIVO' '£EARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17 .0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 gnd Oye1;: Subject12 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 12 100.0 9 64.3 7 87.5 31 83.8 

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 21.4 1 12.5 4 10.8 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.7 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.7 

Column Totals 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0 

-
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TABLE 190' 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 

Ntunber of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N '70 

0 6 100.0 19 100.0 19 79 .. 2 12 92.3 

l' 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.5 1 7.7 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 

Co1tunn Totals 6 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 

/ 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

56 90.3 

4 6.S 

1 1.6 

1 1.6 

62 100.0 
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TABLE 191 

NUMBER OF POLICE APPRErillNSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Sub-jects 
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N % 

0 3 100.0 12 100.0 9 64.3 7 87.5 31 83.8 

1 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 3 21.4 1 12.5 4 10.8 

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.7 

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.7 

Column Totals 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0 
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I TABLE 192 

I NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

I Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 

I 
Number of 
Apprehensions 

16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N 10 N 10 N % N % N % 

0 6 100.0 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92.3 56 90.3 

I 1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.5 1 7.7 4 6.5 

I 
2 

5 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.6 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.6 

I Colmnn Totals 6 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 62 100.0 
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TABLE 193 ' 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N 'Yo N % 

2 66.7 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 24 96.0 

1 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4 .. 0 

Column Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 25 100.0 

TABLE .194 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

~e at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 

Trouble; N % N % N % N % N % 

No 3 100.0 11 91.7 10 71.4 8 100.0 32 86.5 

Yes 0 0.0 1 8.3 4 28.6: 0 0.0 5 13.5 

Column Totals 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0 

.I 

'. ! 
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TABLE 195 

TROUBLE WITH TIm lAW IN TIm FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17 0 0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 16.9 ]. 7.9 and Over Subjects_ 
N % N % N % N % N L-
5 83.3 18 94.7 20 83.3 13 100.0 56 90.3 

1 16.7 1 5.3 4 16 0 7 0 0.0 6 907 

Co1unm Totals 6 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 62 100.0 
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TABLE 196 

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 1600 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 

Trouble N % N % N % N % N % 

No 2 66.7 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 24 96.0 

Yes 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.0 

Column Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 25 100.0 

TABLE 197 

TROUBLE HITH THE LAH IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST 'lW0 YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

.Age at Release 
Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 

Trouble N 10 N % N 10 N % N % 

No 3 100.0 11 91. 7 9 64.3 7 87.5 30 81.1 

Yes 0 0.0 1 8.3 5 35.7 1 12.5 7 18.9 

Column Totals 3 100.0 .12 10000 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0 
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TABLE 198 

TROUBLE WITH THE lAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18 0 0 
16 0 0 16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N % N % N % 

5 83.3 18 94.7 19 790 2 12 92.3 

1 16.7 1 5.3 5 21.8 1 707 

6 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 

/ 

All 
Sub jects 
N % 

54 87.1 

8 12.9 

62 100.0 
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TABLE 199 

TROUBLE WITH THE lAW' UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18 0 0 All 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 

Trouble N % N % N % N /'0 N /'0 

No 3 100.0 11 91.7 9 64.3 7 87.5 30 81.1 

Yes 0 0.0 1 8.3 5 35.7 1 12 0 5 7 18.9 

Column Totals 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0 
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TABLE 200 

TROUBLE WITH TIlE LAW UNTIL TIlE CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Under 16.0 to 17 0 0 to 18.0 
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over 
N % N % N % N % 

5 83.3 18 94.7 19 79.2 12 92.3 

1 16 0 7 1 5.3 5 21.8 1 7.7 

6 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 

All 
Subjects 
N % 

54 87.1 

8 12.9 

62 100.0 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 22~!-

TABLE 201 

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TI.J'O YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All 
15.0 15.9 16.9 11·9 §,nd Over. Subjects 

Arrest N % N % N % N % N 'Yo N % 

None 2 100.0 2 66.7 12 100.0 9 64.3 7 87.5 32 82.1 

Felony D 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

Felony E 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

Misdemeanor A 0 0.0 l' 33.3 0 0.0 2 14.3 1 12.5 4 10.3 

Misdemeanor B 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0 1 2.6 

Coltnnn Totals 2 100.0 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 39 100.0 
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I 
TABLE 202 

I MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

I Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 

I Arrest 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects 
N % N % N % N % N % N 'f ,0 

I 
None 

Felony D 

3 100.0 8 88.9 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92.3 61 89.7 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 

I Felony E 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 

Misdemeanor A 0 0.0 1 11.1 0 0.0 2 8.3 1 7.7 4 5.9 

I Misdemeanor B 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 ., 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 ... 

I 
Column Totals 3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 68 100.0 
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TABLE 203 

NUMBER OF ADULT C~Th1ITMENTS UNTIL Trm CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 
N % N % N % N % 

3 100.0 9 100 00 18 94.7 24 100.0 

0 0.0 0 000 1 5.3 0 0.0 

3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 

18.0 All 
and Over Subjects 
N % N % 

13 100.0 67 98.5 

0 0.0 1 1 .. 5 

13 100.0 68 100.0 
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TABLE 204 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL TIll CUT-OFF DATE 
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS) 

I Number of 
Reinstitutionalizations 

I 
0 

1 

I Column Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Age at Release 
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 
15.0__ .=..15:::.,:.:.,.::9 __ 16.9 17.9 

~'-"----
and Over All Subjects 

N % N % N % N % N % N % 

3 100.0 9 100.0 17 89.5 24 100.0 13 100.0 66 97.1 

o 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2.9 

3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 68 100.0 
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TABLE 205 

BACKGROUND VARIABLES AND FELONY ARREST 

None 
Felony Arrest 
One or More 

Background Variable N % N % 

Ethnicity 

Black 99 66.0 51 34.0 
Other 61 59.2 42 40.8 

County 

New York City 65 56 0 0 51 44.0 
Outside NYC 100 70.4 42 29.6 

Type of Adjudication: 

Juvenile Delinquent 32 53.3 28 46.7 
PINS 58 65.9 30 34.1 
Youthful Offenses 20 69.0 9 31 0 0 
None 39 65.0 21 35.0 
Other 7 77 .8 2 22.2 

Row Totals 
N % 

150 100.0 
103 100.0 

116 100.0 
142 100.0 

60 100.0 
88 100.0 
29 100.0 
60 100.0 

9 100.0 
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DISCUSSION, 

The main questions of the studies concerned the adequacy of sets 

of programs with respect to recidivism and related outcomes. The term 

adequacy is defined in the following manner. If a problem exists, efforts 

are exerted to eliminate that problem, and the problem cea!;es to exist, the 

efforts are defined as adequate to the problem. If the problem continues 

to exist, the efforts are defined as not adeguate to the problem. The 

determination of adequacy may be regarded as a one level in the assessment 

of problem-solving efforts. Other levels are (2) the comparison of the 

adequacy of different types of intervention for comparable individuals, 

from which the relative adequacy of different types of intervention 

(including no intervention) for specific types of individuals may be 

determined; and (3) the construction of a system of concepts relating 

characteristics of interventions and characteristics of individuals to 

relative adequacy, from \vhich causal relations may be formulated. Deter-

mination of the adequcl.cy of a single interventio:l., in itself, is of 

practical importance in that it indicates where efforts are sufficient or 

not sufficient in meeting problems. However, the second and third levels 

are necessary to determine more adequate courses of action in meeting 

those problems, and to assess the value of one course of action compared 

to another. 

With respect to the specific problems of post-release arrest, 

police apprehension, arrest for different types of offenses, re-

institutionalization and different types of re-in3titutionalization, the 
I 
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statistics emanating from the studies directly provide straightforward 

estimates of the percentages of youths for whom the programs were adequate 

and not adequate. With respect to the problem of recidivism one or more 

of the above outcomes must be interpreted as measuring recidivism before 

conclusions can be dravffio If recidivism is defined for the subjects 

of these studies as the commission of acts which are criminal law 

violations when committed by adults, a reasonable assumption is that the 

percentage of recidivists is higher than the percentage found re­

institutionalized in adult correctional institutions. A plausible but 

debatable assumption is that the percentage of recidivists is approximated 

by the percentages with arrest or police apprehension. (The latter assumption 

is based on a prior aSGumption that the number of persons wrongfully 

apprehended is balanced out by the number of persons connuitting illegal acts 

without apprehension). 

In general, one may conclude from the results (on the basis of the two 

assumptions stated above or of similar ones) that the p:r:ograms under study 

appeared adequate with respect to recidivism (in a post-release period up to 

three years) in the case o~ a substantial percentage of participants and not 

adequate in the case of a substantial percentages of participants; and that 

adequacy was related to characteristics of youths at time of admission. 

Thus, in Study-One, about three-fourths of Title III male youths with three 

out of four of these admission characteristics were found to have at least 

one felony arrest in a three year post-release period: Juvenile Delinquent 

adjudication, black ethnicity, New York City residence, 14 or under at 
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admission. In contrast) (in Study-One) 95% of female Title III youths 

from outside New York City were found to have no felony arrests in the 

three year period. 

Statements about the adequacy of the sets of programs under study do 

not permit a comparison with the "no treatment" condition, i.e., a 

comparison 'tvith what would have happemd if the youth had returned to his 

normal living situation instead of entering a programo Whether the percent-

ages for outcome would have been higher, 10'tver, or the same as that found 

for the post-release period remains undetermined. However, two findings 

are of interest in this connection. In Study-One there \Vas no measurable 

effect found indicating that youths from different state schools or centers 

had different probabilities of outcome (after controlling for background 

variables). There was also no measurable difference found in outcome 

of Title III youths released before and after the Division for Youth 

assumed responsibility for their facilities. l On the other hand, there 

were significant and relatively large differences in outcome related to 

characteristics of the youths at admissiono In their study of t~~ nation's public 

schools, the authors of the well-known "Coleman Report" concluded tllat 

"schools bring little influence to bear on a child's achievement that is 

independent of his background and general social context •••• ,,2 The hypothesis 

should be considered that, in general, this is also true of correctional 

programs. The limitations put on these programs by forces which they do 

not affect may be far greater than is generally realized or acknowledged. 

lThis should be regarded as a preliminary finding. Larger samples, 
a'longer time period, and other outcome measures would be necessary for 
definitive conclusions. 

2Jo Coleman et al. Equality of Educational Opportunity. Washington, 
D.C.: U.S. Government Printing offiee, 1966, po325. 
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Apart from the specific percentages reflecting overall adequacy of 

programs for different outcomes, it is the heterogeneity of outcome that 

should be emphasized. That is, many youths were found arrested for a 

felony arrest, whereas many were found to be without any arrest record; 

many were founa. re-institutionalized, whereas many were not found re-

institutionalized, etc. It is due to hetergcneity of outcome that the 

ability to identify youths with differing probability of outcome is 

important. For the type of youth with a high probabili ty of undesirable 

outcome after r:rogram participation, the programs were not adequate, by 

definition, for a large percentage. For these individuals, then, other 

or additional services are required if the high percentage is to be re-

duced. For the type of youth with low probability of undesirable outcome 

after program participation, the programs were adequate by definition, for 

a large percentagc o For these youths 9 ho\vever, the question may be raised 

as to whether all the services provided were desirable or necessary, and 

whether program stay could not be shortened without undesirable consequences. 

In order to move to more advanced levels of analysis, concerned with 

relative adequacy and causation, a strategy of research and experimentation 

may be suggested. First, without unduly interfering in normal administrative 

procedures, the effect of shortening program stay can be studied among 

those types of youths with low percentage of undesirable outcome, i.e., 

youths \vhose length of stay is questionable, with a study format as 

follows: (1) decide on official release dates sufficiently in advance 

so that (2) a pool of youths can be selected from those whose length of 

I 
stay is questionable and (3) randomly select a subgroup within this pool 
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to be released two weeks prior to the official release date, with the 

others released on the official date (4) perfonn a follow-up study to 
I 

determine whether the two subgroups differ in outcome (5) if they are 

not foun.d to differ, repeat the procedure with a three week advanced 

release date. This type of iterative procedure can be continued until 

some duration of program stay is found to have positive effectol 

In such a study both the rehabilitative effects and the restraining 

effects of a segment of program stay could be assessed. Rehabilitative 

effects may be described as undesirable post-release outcomes which are 

diminished by prior program stay. Restraining effects may be described 

as undesirable outcomes ,,,hich are diminished by a youth presently being 

in a program. Assessment of both types of effects is necessary to determine 

the value of a youth's program stay. 

In order for empirical research to suggest alternative content to 

programs, or alternative courses of action, for youths with high probability 

of undeSirable outcome (and for other youths as well), and to do this in 

a systematic and continuous manner, a better information base is needed 

than was available for these studies. The content of the information 

should include variables that may be expected to mediate between the type of gross 

demographic and soci~l background characteristics used in the present studies (e.g., 

ethnicity, county, type of adjudication) and outcome. For example, recent studies, 

in progress, of the reading level of youths in DJ!'Y facilities sugges t that 

a large percentage of these youths are considerably below their age-level 

in reading ability. If it ~"ere found that reading inability was highly 

lSee J. Berecochea, D. R. Jaman and W. A. Jones. Time Served in Prison 
and Parole Outc0me, An Experimental Study. Research Division, Department of 
Corrections, State of California, 1973, for a study of the effects of reducing 
time served in prison o The authors concluded that a six months reduction made 
no difference in recidivismo 

" 
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correlated with. undesirable outcome (and that the gross variables related 

to indices of recidivism ceased to be related when reading scores were taken 

into account), one would be closer to the type of causal explanation of 

outcome that is desirable; and, therefore, closer to recommendations for 

program content changeso When these recommendations are followed, their 

effects could be studied, and on the basis of these studies, the hypotheses 

that specific variables (e.go, reading inability) were causally related to 

outcome would be confirmed or disconfirmed. 

For an information system that would serve as a tool for assessment 

at advanced levels, a theoretical frilmeworlc, shaped by empirical findings, 

and providing hypotheses or explicit rationa~es for the services which the DFY 

facilities provide, w·ould be most desirable o The theory of Lawrence Kohlberg, 

based primarily on longitudinal studies of the development of moral judgment, 

provides such a framework.l Kohlberg has defined six developmental levels of 

moral judgment, and, according to the theory, all persons (as children) sta~t 

at the first level and to the extent that development occurs, progresR to 

higher levels, in an irreversible direction. Kohlbergts work has already been 

applied to t'tvO correctional settings, and from his findings one may hypothesize 

that the moral judgment of individuals in correctional institutions tend to 

be at levels 1 and 2 (called pre-conventional) whereas the moral judgment of 

most citizens tends to be at levels 3 and 4 (called conventional). Within 

this frame'tvork correctional treatment seeks (a) to advance the moral judgment 

level, especially from pre-conventional to conventional levels and (b) to 

provide those supports necessary so that an individual may live and behave 

lL. Kohlbcrg eta ale The Just Community Approach to Corrections: 
A Manual, Part I, Part II. Cam6ridge: Moral Education Research Foundation, 
1974. 
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at the highest moral judgment level achieved. According to the theory) 

an individual will want to live at the level of his highest moral judgment; 

his actual behavior is determined by this motive, but also by many other 

motives. The various services provided by the DFY programs may be 

understood within this framework as having functions promoting either 

(a) or (b) or both. 

HmITever, irrespective of any particular theoretical framework selected, 

an information system designed specifically for the generation of causal hypotheses 

would facilitate program content recommendations. 

With respect to predictors at outcome, 0170 findings from the studies 

are of interest. It was found that youths born out of wedlock were 

significantly more likely to recidivate (as measured by felony arrest for 

males and arrest for females) than youths not born out of wedlock o This 

difference accounted for almost all of the (nonsignificant) difference 

beoITeen youths from intact and non-intact families. In the delinquency 

literature, intactness of family has sometimes been found related) and 

sometimes not, to delinquent behavior. The finding suggests that one 

intervening variable between family intactness and delinquency may be the 

birth status of the youtho TI1e finding also supported an hypothesis based 

on theoretical assumptions linking disattachment from conventional social 

institutions to delinquency. These theoretical assumptions, derived from 

Hirschi and Durkheim, also are related to Kohlberg's theory and findings. 

It would be expected from findings of Kohlberg that the youth in DEY 

facilities would tend to be at what Kohlberg calls a pre-conventional 

moral judgment level a It can be hypothesized that disattached youths 

are more likely to be at such a level than attached youths. Both the 
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raising of moral judgment levels and the establishment of behavior at 

these levels are intimately associated with the integration of youths in 

conventional institutions. 

It was also found that age at release appeared related to various 

indicators of recidivism among the Title II male youths. The relationship 

appeared relatively strong. However, the finding should be regarded with 

caution because age at release had not been predictive in previous studies; 

and because the effects of subjects with missing data nmy affect relationships 

involving age at release. Confirmation should be sought through the study 

of another sample, and further examination of the effects of youths with 

missing data on this relationship is warranted. An age effect was also 

suggested in the analysis of Title III male youths. 

If this age relationship should be borne out, and it were not found due 

to characteristics independent of age~ it would suggest that the process 

of aging was itself rehabilitative among DFY youths o This, in turn, would 

indicate a somewhat different view of the function of restraining effects 

of the program. That is, if programs were responsible for preventing 

delinquent or criminal acts that would otherwise be committed if youths 

were not participating in the programs (ioe., restraining effects) and if 

"age" reduced the probability of future criminality, the restraining effects 

would have greater value than if they represented simply a postponement of 

future antisocial behavior. 
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In general, the set of items that was chosen ~ priori to create 

a predictive instrmnent was able to discriminate between youths with 

different probability of outcome. These items were chosen on the basis 

of previous research,and of happenstance -- they happened to be available 

for analysis. The results increase onels confidence that the development 

of predictive instrmnents applied to youths in DFY programs is a feasible 

undertaking. They also indicate that relationships found in one set of 

programs (the experimental programs) were generalizable to another set 

of programs (state schools and centers). They thereby support the effort 

to seek out general relationships pertaining to delinquent youth. A 

research-relevant information system ~vould be an important step in this 

direction. 

/ 
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SUMMARY 

Three studies were presented. The studies focused on indices of 

reoidivism among youths released from state schools and centers, as 

well as from the Division for Youth's experimental facilities. The 

statistics on the state schools and centers are unique in that this is 

the first time such information has been syst~matical1y collected and 

presented for these facilities. Analyses were intended to assist adminis-

trators and researchers in answering two basic questions (a) how adequate 

are the programs in prevention of recidivism and related outcomes (b) 

for which types of youths are these programs more adequate, and for which 

types less adequate. 

Study-One examined 843 youths (a) whose last release from State schools 

or centers occurred during the period from January 1, 1971 through June 30, 

1971 and (b) who ~vere over 15 years old at this time. The study focused on 

the three year period after last release. Since the Division for Youth 

assumed responsibility for those facilities on July 1, 1971, the youths had 

been released during the six-month period just prior to this assumption of 

responsibility. 

Among the findings were the following: In the first year after release 

43% of males and 9.5% of females had at least one adult (fingerprintable) 

arrest; 10% of males and 1% of females had at least one adult commitment 

1 
(re-institutionalization). In the first two years after release 62% of males 

and 22'10 of females had at least one adult arrest; 24% of males ane! 3% of 

females had an adult com: .• itment. In the first three years after r~lease 

69% of males and 25% of females had at least one adult arrest; 32% of males 

lpercentages given here and below exclude subjects with missing data on 
the designated outcome variable. 
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and 4% of females had an adult cormnitment •. For the three year period, 

the percentage of males w'ith at least one felony arrest was 57'10 and the 

percentage of females was 12.5%. 

The findings indicated that for males the first arrest tended to 

occur earlier rather than later in time from release; and that among 

males arrested in the three year period the likelihood of more than one 

arrest was greater than the likelihood of exactly one arrest. The findings 

also indicated marked differences between males and females in post-release 

arrest and re-institutionalization. 

On the basis of previous research findings pertaining to youth from 

the experimental facilities, it ,.:ras hypothesized that four characteristics 
"-

of male youths at time of admission would be related to recidivism. These 

were (1) Juvenile Delinquent adjudication (2) black ethnicity (3) N(;!,.:r York 

City residency (4) age at first admission -- 14 or younger. The me~lsure of 

recidivism used for these tects was felony arrest (at least one versus none). 

All these hypotheses were confirmed by the iindings. 

It was also hypothesized that a predictive instrument derived by giving 

one poi,nt for each of the above characteristics would be related t(:> 

recidivism among males. The results confirmed the hypothesis. Of those 

male youths with a score of Q, 32% had at least one felony arrest, of those 

with a score of 1, the percentage was 46%, of those whose scores were 2, the - -
percentage was 57%, of those whose scores were 1" the percentage was 76%~ 

of those whose scores were S:, the p ercetttage was 71%. 

/ 
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On the bas~s of theoretical considerations, it was hypoth('sized that 

male youths and female youths born out of wedlock were more likely to 

recidivate than youths not born out of wedlock. The hypothesis wan confirmed 

for both sexes. 

It was hypothesized that the same characteristics that predicted 

recidivism among males would do so among females. The measure of recidivism 

used was arrest (at least one versus none). The hypothesis was confirmed 

for etlmicity (and, as noted above, for birth out of wedlock). Differences 

on New York City residency (versus other) and Juvenile Delinquent adludication 

(versus other) were in the expected direction but not large enough for 

statistical significance. Differences on age at admission were both slight 

and in a direction opposite that hypothesized. 

The ordered variable "most serious arrest charge in the three-year period tl 

was created by giving the value of 7 to a felony A arrest, ~ to a felony B 

arrest etc., and ending with a value of 1 to misuemeanor B or lesser infraction, 

and by then recording for each youth the arrest charge with the highest value. It 

was hypothesized that among males 'with arre.st records, the characteristics pre­

viously hypothesized as re1ated to recidivism would be significantly correlated 

with most serious arrest. The hypotheses were confirmed in the case of 

all five characteristics, i.e., ethnicity, New York City residency, type of 

adjudication, age at admission and birth status. 

It \Vas expected that neither the characteristic of religion (Protestant 

versus Catholic) nor family intactness (both natural parents living together 

versus other) would be found significantly related to recidivism. 
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(The expectation was based on previous fincJ.ings of no significant 

differences with larger sample sizes). These expectations were borne out 

in the case both of males and females. Almost all of the nonsignificant 

differences found for family intactness were attributable to the in-wedlock/ 

out-of-wedlock birth-status distinction. 

The effect of "time in the training school systeml1 on felony arrest 

(for males) and arrest (for females) was examined in mUltiple regression 

analyses. This variable was approximated by the number of months between 

first admission date and release date. After controlling for age at ad­

mission, there was no significant effect found for the variable either 

among males or females. 

The effect of residen~y in one school or center rather than another 

on felony arrest of males was examined in a multiple regression analysis. 

After controlling for background variables, there was no significant effect 

found for the variable. In the case of females, the state school with 

the largest number of youths was compared to all others combined. After 

controlling for background variables, there was no significant effect 

found (on arrest). 

The background characteristics of male and female youths were compared o 

Males more often had UvO currently living parents who had been married 

to each other while females more often had only one parent currently living 

or had been born out of wedlock. Females, compared to males, also tended to 

be older at first admission and younger at release. 

I' 

" 
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StudY-~lO ~xamined a random sample (N;3l8) from the population of 

youths with a release from a state school or center during the period 

July 1, 1971, through March 31, 19730 All age groups were included. The 

study focused on post-release happenings after a youth's initial release 

during the above period. Outcome was studied until July 1, 1974 (called 

the cut-off date). TI.e study period, i.e., the period from release to 

the cut-off date, thus was variable with a minimum of 15 months and a maximum 

of 36 months. 

Because of the inclusion of younge:r age groups and therefo;;:oe the 

pertinence of juvenile police contacts and juvenile institutionalization 

after release, a variety of outcome measures was used, referring to both 

adult and juvenile police apprehension and adult and juvenile re-

ins ti tlltionalizationo 

Among the findings were the follo'wing: In the first year after release 

about one-half (51%) of males and 12% of females were apprehended by police 

on suspicion of offenses which are violations of the criminal law when committed 

by adults o In the period 15 months to two years, the percentages were 65% 

(males) and 17% (females). In the p~riod 15 months to 36 months, the percent­

E.ges were 69% (males) and 22% (females). In the first year after release 

the percentage with an adult re-institutionalization or a return to the 

state school or center was 21% for males and 12% for females o In the period 

15 months to two years, the percentages were 30% (males) and 14% (females). 

In the period 15 months to three years, the percentages were 31% (males) 

and 14% (females). 
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Of YOuths whose initial release was at age 16,0 or younger, the percent-

age of those who returned to a state school or center was 28% for males 

and 16% for femaleso The percentage of returnees of male youths age 15,0 

or younger was 43%. 

The predictive instrument previously used in Study-One was applied 

to Study-~vo male subjects. The instrument made a significant differentiation 

with regard to felony arrest (at least one versus none). The percentage of 

youths with score-values of Q and 1 who had a post-release felony arrest 

was 36%. The percentage of youths with score-values of 2 to 4 who had a 

post-release felony arrest was almost twice as large -- 67%. 

A' comparison was made between the subjects of Study-One and Study-~vo 

i.e., youths who were released in the six month period prior to the Division 

for Youth's jurisdiction. over the state schools and centers and youths re­

leased in the 21 month period afterwards. Outcome measures were (a) at 

least one adult fillgerprintable arrest in the first year after a youth's 

last release (b) at least one adult commitment in the same period (c) at 

leaDt one adult fingerprintable arrest in the first two years after a 

youth's last rel~ase (d) at least one adult comnlitment in the same period. 

Analyses were limited to subjects whose last release was over the age of 15, 

and for whom outcome information on these periods was available. There were 

no significant differences found either for males or females between subjects 

released in the two different periods. 

/ 

------~-
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Study-Three focused on Title II youths released from the Division's 

facilities during the period July 1, 1971 through March 31, 19730 Title II 

youths are those program residents neither placed nor committed by the family 

court, who enter the programs as a condition of probation or by consent of 

parent or legal guardian. They are primarily residents of the Division 

for Youth's experimental programs, i.e., Camps, Homes, START and Youth 

Development Centers. 

A systematic sample of 340 youths was selected, and outcome from initial 

release after July 1, 1971 to July 1, 1974 (the cut-off date) was investigated. 

Among the findings were the following: In the yeC:.r after release 36% of 

males and 6% of females had at least one police apprehension for offenses which 

are criminal law violations if committed by an adult. In the period 15 months 

to two years, the percentages were 49% (maleG) and ~O% (females). In the 

period 15 months to three years, the percentages were 52% (males) and 10% 

(females). The percentages of youths with at least one juvenile re­

institutionalization (ioe., placement or commitment in state school or center) 

or adult reinstitutionalization were for males 10%, 13.5%, and 1470 for the 

periods one year after releuse, 15 months to two years after release, 15 months 

to three years after release, respectivelyo Only DvO of 68 females (or 3%) 

were re-institutionalized, both in the first year after re1ease o 

For male youths there appeared to be a relatively strong relation between 

age at release and outcomes related to adult arrest or police apprehension. 

Of those released under age 17, the percentage with at least one adult arrest 

(by the cut-off elate) was 5970; of those released at age 17 and older, the 

percentage was 37%. 
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For police apprehension (which included bo~h adult arrest and juvenile 

police custody) the percentages were 67% (under age 17) and 35% 

(17 and older). These results were unexpected in that previous studies 

of youths released from experimental facilities had not revealed such 

an effecto 

In view of this age relationship to arrest (or police apprehension) 

a direct comparison of the outcome percentages between the youths of 

Study-~vo (Title III youths) and those of Study-Three (Title II youths) 

did not appear meaningful. A more intensive analysis, controlling for age 

and other background variables, and using multiple regression, was suggested 

for such a comparison o 

Three of the items assessed as predictors in Study-One and Study-~vo 

were available for analysis: type of adjudication, ethnicity and New York 

City residency. The direction of the relation with felony arrest was as 

hypothesized and the relation between New York City residency and felony 

arrest was found statistically significant. 

The findings were discussed wi~h respect to program adequacy, identifi­

cation of youths with different probability of reCidivism, suggested approaches 

in future research, the need for a more relevant in1-ormation system, and a 

suggested theoretical framework in studying the effect or lack of effects of 

DFY pr ogr ams • 

I 
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APPENDIX A 

PROBLEHS OF IDENTIFICATION 

The records of the New York State Division of Criminal Justice 

Services DCJS were used to determine post-release arrest and commitment 

Fecords for alleged offenses occurring above the age 16. Identification 

was made on the basis of name) birthdate, ethnicity, sex and, in certain 

cases, addresses o The following rules were the basis for decisions in 

Study-One and Study-Twoo 

(a) If the DCJS record pertained to a youth with the same name, ethnicity, 

and birthdate as the DFY youth, he was considered the same youth o 

(b) If the DCJS record pertained to a youth with the same name and 

address, he was considered the same youth. 

(c) If the DCJS record pertained to a youth with the same name, but 

the birthdate was incorrect by the last digit of the year of birth, he was 

considered the same youth if the county or town On the DCJS record was the 

same as On the DFY record. 

(d) In other cases where DCJS personnel believed there was a possible 

identification on the basis of the name, ethnicity and a similar but not 

identical birthdate, the youth was omitted from the study. The identifi­

cation was then called ambiguous o 

In Study-Three the decision rules were amended as follows: 

(e) If the DCJS record pertained to a youth with the same name, and the 

birthdate was correct for the month and the year of birth but incorrect for 

for the day, he was considered the same youth if the county or town on the 

DCJS reco:rd was the same as on the DFY record. 

Following are decisions made in problematic cases, under these rules. 

Omitted means the identification 'vas considered ambiguous and the subject 

omitted from analyses. Accepted means the DCJS record was conside.rC'd as 

referring to the DFY Sub j ec t. 
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I STUDY-ONE 

I 
Birthdate County or Town 

DFY DCJS DFY ~. DCJS DECISION 
• tz::: , 

61161 5-9-55 5-9-52 Ithaca Ithaca Accepted 

I 61570 4-22-54 4-22-53 Buffalo Buffalo Accepted 

I 55470 1-26-56 1-26-57 Brooklyn Buffalo Accepted 

62371 1-31-54 1-31-54 Brooklyn Buffalo Accepted 

I 60945 1-27-56 1-27-54 Niagara Falls Niagara Falls Accepted 

II 
50291 3-24-55 3-22-55 Brooklyn Brooklyn Accepted 

3-24-56 

61481 5-24-55 5-27-54 Buffalo Buffalo Omitted 

I 62425 10-10-55 10-19-55 New York City New York City Omitted 

I 
63812 6-25-55 6-23-56 Brooklyn New York City Omitted 

60775 10-16-55 8-18-55 'White Plains Brooklyn Omitted 
Mt. Vernon 

I 67120 9-4-54 11-4-55 Brooklyn Bronx Omitted 

I 50218 6-8-55 6-10-53 Peekskill Peekskill Omitted 
6-10-54 

II 50016 1-8-55 1-6-55 Brooklyn Brooklyn Omitted 
1-6-56 

63779 10-1-55 10-1-54 Manhattan Bronx Omitted 

I 61613 9-25-55 9-23-54 Buffalo Brooklyn 
Ogdensburgh Omitted 

I 51326 10-27-54 11-27-54 Syracuse Johnson City Omitted 

I I 
I 
I 
I 
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66179 

60365 

63264 

61454 

66038 

60321 

66578 

55425 

60562 

667l~8 

50986 

Birthdate 
DFY DCJS 

12-4-55 12-14-55 

5.,15-57 55-16-55 

2-11-56 10- 9-56 

11-23-5G 11-24-56 

5-20-55 5-15-55 

6- 5-57 6-15-57 

10- 6-56 10 -6-55 

1 -2-57 1-28-57 

7-25-56 6-25-56 

9-15-55 9-17-54 

5-21-56 5- 1-54 
5-21-56 
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~Y-TWO 

County or TO''ivl1 

DFY DCJS DECISION 

Buffalo Buffalo Omitted 

Bronx Bronx Omitted 

Utica Schenectady Omitted 

Buffalo Buffalo Omitted 

West Seneca Akron Ommitted 

Brooklyn Brooklyn Omitted 

Brooklyn Brooklyn Accepted 

Bronx Manhattan Omitted 

Unkno1;m Not Given Omitted 

Long Island Long Island Omitted 

Unknmm Not Given Accepted 
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I 
STUDY - THREE 

I Birthdate County or Town 
DFY DCJS DFY DCJS DECISION 

I 11299 12-14-52 11-14-51. Bronx Bronx Omitted 

I 12800 7-29-54 7-21-53 Sullivan Not Given Omitted 
County 

I 
12867 1-4-56 1-1-56 Brooklyn Not Given Omitted 

13429 11-21-54 1J-2-54 Westchester New Jersey Omitted 

I I 13817 12-27-55 12-14-56 Buffalo Manhattan Omitted 

61445 5-22-56 5-27-56 Buffalo Not Given Omitted· 

I 14325 10-17-57 10-19-55 Manhattan Bronx Omitted 

14202 1-8-57 1-18-57 Brooklyn Not Given Omitted 

I 14558 2-3-57 2-26-57 Staten Not Given Omitted 
Island 

I 10840 6-2-53 6-27-53 Bronx Not Given Omitted 

I 
14187 4-22-57 4-27-57 Syracuse Syracuse Accepted 

65632 9-4-56 9-4-55 Lockport Lockport Accepted 

I 14023 2-6-57 2-7-57 Brooklyn Brooklyn Accepted 

I 
I 
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