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This report continues the analyses of post-release arrest and
institutionalization of youths released from residential facilities of the
Division for Youth.1 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, 1973.2

The statistics on post-release arrest and re-institutionalization 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.

lI. Jo Goldman, Studies of Post-Discharge Arresi and Commitment among
1969-1970 Dischargees., New York: New York State Division for Youth, 1972;
I. J. Goldman. Multivariate Analyses of Post-Discharge Arrest, Post-Discharge
Commitment and Nongraduation, New York: New York State Division for Youth,
1972; I, J. Goldman and M. Kohn. Referral Characteristics Associated with
Arrest and Commitment after Discharge. New York: New York State Division for
Youth, 1971, I. J, Goldman, Characteristics Associated with Recidivism.

New York: WNew York State Division for Youth, 1970.

2The term state training school was replaced in July 1, 1971 by the term
state school., 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 which 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 IT
youths are called Title II programs. They comprise the experimental facilities
of the Division, and certain state centers. These particular state centers
may now 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
Title II youths, /
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The analyses of this report are meant 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., The analyses are 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 cenceptual
tools required to answer such questions,

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
extending the age range of the subjects under study. The studies continue
the analyses of predictors of outcome related to recidivism and, in doing
so, explore the use of new indicators of recidivism and test hypotheses
derived from previous work,

A procedural 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 Criminal Justice Services.
STUDY~ONE

The first study examined outcome of 843 youths whose last release from state
schools and centers was after the age of 15 and during the period January 1,

1971 through June 30, 1971. 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 what occurs in the thrce 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-institutionalization 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 of adult recidivism (as indicated by arrest and
re—institutionalization).1 |

Subjects, Subjects of th study were 843 youths (a) who were in a
state school or cenéer 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 Jume, 1971, Since
there is no central file that would provide this information completely, the
State School Fiscal File of December 31, 1970 was used to determine (a) and
(d) and the Division for Youth Current Master File to infer (b) and (c),
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,

1By 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, even though
a part of the study population was released prior to age 16.
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Sources of data, For post-release arrest and commitment records,

the New York State Department of Criminal Justice Services was the source
of data. These records (except in rare instances) refer to fingerprintable
arrest and commitment for offenses after the age of 16, TFor 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. 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, 1974. This provided a 3
year study period for all youths, plus or minus 3 months,

Terminology regarding time periods, The midpoint of the January 1, 1971 -

June 30, 1971 period, i.e., April 1, 1971 was used to approximate the exact

1

release data.” The phrase first vyear after release means the time period

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

months, Similarly the first two 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 reclease should be similarly inter-

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

Age subcategories, Two age subcategories were used in the analyses.

The l6-and-older group refers to youths whose 1l6th birthdays were in April, 1971

or before., VYouths whose l6th birthdays were after April, 1971 are referred to

lihe exact release date of course did not appear on the December, 1970
Fiscal File (which preceded the relecase date). The Current Master File was
not used to obtain this date because (a) it did not contain the records of all
youths from the training school system prior to July 1, 1971 and (b) it was
previously found to be erromeous in its release dates with certain youths,

It was felt that the approximate relecase 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 t¢o have adult arrest and commitment data during April,
1971 and thereafter (because they were 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 four for whom information was
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 blas into the statistics,.

Three youths were reported deceased and were also excluded,
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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
statistics for the first two years after release, and the first three
yvears 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 two subgroups differed significantly only for the first year; 36% of the
under-16 group were arrested in thea first year compared to 47% of the l6-and-
older group. Since arrests refer only to police apprehension of a youth when
he is 16 or older, and since members of the younger subgroup were between 15
énd 16 years old at release, the smaller percentage should not be taken to
necessarily mean fewer police apprehensions. The difference vanishes by the
end of the second and third years.

The number of fingerprintable arrests per youth for‘the three year
period is given in Table 4, About one-third (31%) had no arrest rwecord
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.

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.




By comparing the numbers in Tables 1, 2 and 3 a relation between
first arrest ana 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 three 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 more 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 were
not arrested. The probability of a first errest after reléase occuring
in a time period of defiined duration decreases the longer a youth is without
a first arrest. For the 16~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, contrarywise, 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.

FTindings regarding seriousmess 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 most 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.

The percentage of youths with at least one felony arrest in the three-
year pe:iod 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 felomies (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-ipstitutionalization 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-institutionalization 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
1Q0%, 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-institutionalization.
Again, there was a significant difference in the first year between the
younger and older subgroups (6% re-institutionalized versus 13%), 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
différence 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 1l6-and older subgroup 54 of 419 youths,
or 13% were 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 1l4% were re-institutionalized for the first time
during the second year after release, Of the 312 youths who had not been
re~-institutionalized in the first two years after release, 31 or 10% were

re-institutionalized 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 who had at least one commitment
to a state, local and narcotic rehabilitation facility in the three period
are given in Tables 10-12, The overall percentages are 11% for state
correctional facilities, 21% for local correctional facilities and 5% for
narcotic rehabilitation facilities,

Adult arrest of female vouths

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., Three out of four females (75%) had no finger-
printable arrest record in the three-year period,

The differences between the younger and olde; subgroups were not
significant for either the first year, first two years or first three years,

For the 16-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 arrestzd had their first arrest in the third year,

f
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Thus, unlike the male, a first arrest was as likely to occur in
the second year 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 137% 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 aﬁ 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 sincé release. Three-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 was l.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 other category.

f
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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's parents, county, training school, and duration of time in the
training 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

 Mhere were 5 youths with one local conmitment, 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 adjudication status, It was therefore
hypothesized (1) that adjudication status would be associated with
different probability of post—releése 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 1966-1968,
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, respectively,

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

1Serious 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 over. The other variables in the scales were not
available from the file used in this study (See footnote 1, page 1, first reference),
2gerious 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-
relecase 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. Ewmpirical
support in a test of this theory (derived from concepts of Imile 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 wedl;ck would have a higher prébability of re-

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

17, flirschi. Causes of Delinquency. Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1969,
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Based on the findings for the experimental youths, which have
consistently shown no significant differences for the following variables with
larger sample sizes, it was expected that there would be no significant
difference in recidivism due to a youth coming from a Ybroken" home versus
intsct home, (i.e., both natural parents living together); and no significant
difference between Catholic and Protestant youths,

It was assumed that duration in the training school system would
éorrelate highly with age at first admission, and therefore that the re-
lation found for age at admission with recidivism would 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 would be related to recidivism, adjusting for age
at admission., 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 relationship., 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 relationship.

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,
which permitted the control of background variables. No hypotheses were

put forth regarding this question,
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Results for individual predictors

The relations of the various independent variables 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, 66%
had at least one felony arrest; while of youths with the adjudication
Person In Need 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 than 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 were 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 confirmed by the findings in Table 25, O0Of 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 26,
Of youths born out of wedlock, 67% had at least one felony arrest; of other

youths, the percentage was 547%.
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Neither the distinction between natural parents living together,
versus all others, nor the distinction between Protestant and Catholic ye-
ligious affiliation showed significant predictive power (Tables 27 and 28).
The nonsignificant difference between youths with natural parents living
together versus others was mainly due to the difference between

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 follows: a youth
was given one point each if he were (a) a Juvenile Delinquent (b) of black
ethnicity (¢) from New York City (d) first entered the training school
system prior to age l4., Values or '"scores'" could thus range from 0 (if a
youth had none of these characteristics) to 4 (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 O, 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 thosc whose scores were 2, the percentage was
57%, of those whose scores were 3, the percentage was 76%, and of those
whose scores were 4, the percentage was 71%. In general, the scores were
related to felony arrest in the manner hypothesizeﬁ. It may be noted that
the chance of a youth with scores of 3 or 4 being subsequently arrested
with 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. While the differentiation is in the hypothesized
direction, the relation is somewhat weaker than that for felony arrest.

The relation of the scale scores to re-institutionalization is of
interest, This is given in Table 3l. Of those with a zero 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 2, 30% were re-institutionalized, of those with a score of 3,

449 were re-institutionalized, and of those with a score of 4, 58% were
re-institutionalized. Here it may be noted that those youths with a score
of 3 or 4 had about a fifty-fifty chance of being re-institutionalized
after release,

Tinally, the relation 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 3 and 4 not only were more likely to have
felony arrests but were more likely to have the most serious felony arrests.
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 arrcst
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 records,

The combining of primarily dichotomous predictor variables into a
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scale produces a measure 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., recidivism') 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 release,t 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) ﬁo 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 commitment, 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 appear attributable to the youths from outside
New York City having more serious arrest records, The findings also
suggested that the cffense recoxd 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, DHEW Publication No, (HSM) 73-9123,

Superintendent of Documents, U, S. Government Printing office, Washington, D.C.,

1973,
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In short, an outcome measure based on post-release re-institutionalization
may directly reflect many factors cther 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
measure 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 variables that might be used as a hypothetical measure of

recidivism, The measure most serious arrest in the first three vears after

release (MSA) was created in order to examine its properties as a measure, in
the context of a study of a substantive issue, The 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 32A presents the product-manner
correlations of the background variables examined,

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

seriousners of recidivism, it is expected that these background variables

L1f random allocation is used in assigning youths to different programs or
interventions, these factors are then controlled in program comparisons., Hoyw-
ever, in all other situations they are liable not to be controlled.
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would significaptly correlate with the measure.

It may be noted in Table 33a that significant correlations with the
measure were found for ethnicity, i.e., black versus white (r=.25 p.z.001),
county, i.e., New York City versus other (r=.33 p00l), type of adjudication
i.e., Juvenile Delinquent versus PINS (r=.08 p05), age at admission as a
continuous/variable (r=.09 p«04) and birth status, i.e., born out of wedlock
versus iﬁ wedlock (r=.12 pgOl). The hypotheses were all confirmed. Neither
religion, ice., 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 (é) assumptions regarding the validity

of the measure. The results therefore support both types of assumptions.1

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 varigble was not considered
suitable for the tests. Because of the smaller number of subjects in the
analysis, when compared with males, the statistical tests were much weaker

than those for males,

1However, 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 explanations.
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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.

The results for the other variables are given in Tables 35 to 40,

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 28% had agrest
record compared to 20,5% of those from outside New York City. This variable
(New York City versus outside New York City) did significantly discriminate
among those with at least one felony arrest (see Table 36), 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 Juvenile Delinquents., The
difference in arrest rate between those adjudicated Juvenile Delinquent and
those adjudicated Person In Need of Supervision was in the hypothesized
direction: 35% of those with 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 vaiilable 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 hetween those with Protestant and those with Catholic
affiliations were small and nonsignificant (Table 39)., 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 was 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 weak to gonﬁirm.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 expectation that religious
affiliation (Protestant versus Catholic) or intactness of family would not

be significantly related to post~release arrest was borne out.

Multiple resression 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.t

Lhe training school system includes both institutional stay and time on

parole., In certain cases, a youth may have left the system and subsequently

returned, “he measure, therefore, only approximates '"months in the training school

system,"

\
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By means of a regression analysis, age at admission could be controlled
in the examination. There were only three independent variables: Age

at First Admission, Months between Age at First Admission and Age at Re-
lease, and the interaction of the two preceding variables. The 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 ﬁo 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 érrest, 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, The hypothesis of a relationship
between training school and felony arrest was not upheld.

In the case of females, Training School "G" was compared to all the
other facilities combined. Training School "G" represented the school with
the largest number of female youths. The nuﬁbers 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 érior step). The results were not significant,

, . . Lo
i.e., there was no evidence 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
while females more often had only one parent currently 1iving or had been
born out of wedlock.

Females tended to be older at thejr 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,



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 TINGERPRINTABLE

ARREST IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

Age at Relehée

Over 15 All

Under 16 16 and Older Subjects
Arrest 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 MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE
ARREST -IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

Age at Release

Over 15 All

Under 16 16 and Older Subjects
Arrest N % N A 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 YQUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE
ARREST IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

Age at Rclease

Over 15

Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Arrest N % N A 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 OF ARRESTS
IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE

Age at Release

Over 15
Number of Arrests Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects

N % N % N %

0 68 29,3 131 31.3 199 30.6
1 41 17.7 78 18.6 119 18.3
2 37 15.9 50 11.9 87 13.4
3 30 12.9 45 10.7 75 11.5

4" 23 9.9 34 8.1 57 8.8

6 2 0.9 22 5.3 24 3.7

7 5 2.2 11 2.6 16 2.5
8 b 1.7 6 1.4 10 1.5
9 7 3.0 11 2.6 18 2.8

Column Totatls 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0

N |
l 5 15 6.5 31 7.4 46 7.1



-."30—

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




NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH SPECIFIED OFFENSE
CATEGORY AND CILASS AS MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE

-~ 3% -

TABLE 6

Age at Release

Over 15

Offense Category Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
~and Class N % N %o N %o
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 11.1
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 4t 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
QOther 1 0.4 1 0.2 2 0.3
Column 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
Reinstitutionalization N % N % N 7%
None 219 94.4 365 87.1 584, 86.7
One or More 13 5.6 54 12.9 67 10.3
Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0
TABLE 8

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

Age at Release

Over 13

Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Reinstitutionalization N % N 3 N %
None 185 79.7 312 74.5 497 76.3
One or More 47 20.3 107 25.5 154 23,7
Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0
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TABLE 9

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

Age at Release

Over 15

Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Reinstitutionalization N % N % N %
None 164 70.7 281 67.1 445 68.4
One or More 68 29.3 138 32.9 206 31.6
Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0
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TABLE 10

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH

AT LEAST ONE STATE COMMITMENT

Over 15
Under 16 16 and Older All Subizcts
State Commi.tment N . % N - % N %
None 205 88.4 372 88.8 577 88.6
One or More 27 11.6 47 11.2 74 11.4
Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0
TABLE 11

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH

AT LEAST ONE LOCAL COMMITMENT

Over 15

Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Local Commitment N % N % N %
None 191 82.3 326 77.8 517 79.4
One or More 41 17.7 93 22.2 134 20.6
Column Totals 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0
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TABLE 12

"NUMBERS .AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH
AT LEAST ONE NARCOTIC COMMITMENT

Over 15

Undexr 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Narcotic Commitment N % N % N A
None 223 96.1 396 94.5 619 95.1
One or More 9 3.9 23 5.5 32 4.9
Column Totals ' 232 100.0 419 100.0 651 100.0
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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 pA
None 71 94.7 81 87.1 152 90.5
One or More 4 5.3 12 12.9 16 9.5
Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0
TABLE 14

NUMBERS 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 Subjects
Arrest N % N ’ % N A
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




—37—

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

Qver 15

Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Arrest N % N % N A
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

/
/
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TABLE 16

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALL YOUTHS WITII SPECIFIED NUMBERS OF ARRESTS
IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE

Age at Release

Over 15
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects

Number of Arrests N A N % N %

0 59 78.7 67 72.0 126 75.0
1 11 14.7 13 14.0 24 14.3
2 4 5.3 7 7.5 11 6.5
3 0 0.0 2 2.2 2 1.2

4 1 1.3 1 1.1 2 1.2

6 0 0.0 1 1.1 1 0.6
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
9 0 0.0 2 2.2 2 1.2

Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168  100.0

l 5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE 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 A N o N v
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 SERLOUS ARREST CHARGE
IN THE FIRST THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE

Age at Release

Offense Category EzSZrliG 16 _and Qlder All Subijects
and Class N % N % N %
None 59 78.7 67 72.0 126 75.0
Feleony A 1 1.3 0 0.0 1 G.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 93 190.0 168 100.0
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TABLE 19

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YONTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT

REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE

Age at Release

Over 15
Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Reinstitutionalization N % N % N %
None 75 100.0 91 97.8 166 98.8
One or More 0 0.0 2 2.2 2 1.2
Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0
TABLE 20

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

Age at Release

Over 15

Under 16 16 and Clder All Subiects
Reinstitutionalization N % N % N %
None 75  100.0 88  94.6 163  97.0
One or More 0 0.0 5 5.4 5 3.0
Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0
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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

Over 15
- Under 16 16 and Older All Subjects
Reinstitutionalization N % N % N %
None 75 100.0 87 93.5 162 96.4
One or More 0 0.0 6 6.5 6 3.6
Column Totals 75 100.0 93 100.0 168 100.0
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TABLE 22
FELONY ARREST BY TYPE OF ADJUDICATION
(MALES)
Type of Adjudication
_ Juvenile
PINS Delinquent All Subjects
Felony Arrest N % N % N %
None 138  53.5 124 34.4 262 42.4
One or More 120 46.5 236 65.6 356 57.6
Column Totals 258 100.0 360 100.0 618 100.0

Chi~square = 21.55 1 DF

p¢. 0005 (one-tailed test)

Note~-~33 subjects with other adjudications excluded.



TABLE 23
FELONY ARREST BY ETHNICITY
(MALES)
Ethnicity
Black White All Subijects
Felony Arrest N % N % N %
None 115 35.2 163  50.8 278 42,9
One or More 212 64.8 158 49.2 370 57.1
Column Totals 327 100.0 321 100.0 648 100.0
Chi-square = 15.48 1 DF
p<¢.0005 (one-tailed test)
Note =- 3 subjects with unknown ethnicity excluded.
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TABLE 24
FELONY ARREST BY COUNTY
(MALES)
Outside
NYC NYC All Subjects

Felony Arrest N % N % N %
None 134  35.6 143  52.8 277 42,8
One or More 242 64.4 128  47.2 370 57.2
Column Totals 376 100.0 271 100.0 647 100.0
Chi~square = 18.18 1 DF
p¢ 0005 (one-tailed test)
Note -- 4 subjects with unknown county excluded
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TABLE 25
FELONY ARREST BY AGE AT ADMISSION
(MALES)
Age at Admission
Under 14 14 and Older All Subjects
Felony Arrest N % N. yA N %
None 60 36,8 219 44,9 279 42.9
One or More 103 63.2 269 55.1 372 57.1
Column Totals 163 100.0 488 100.0 651 100.0

Chi-square = 2.92 1 DF

p¢ .05

(one~-tailed test)
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TABLE 26
FELONY ARRLST BY BIRTH STATUS
(MALES)
Birth Status
Out-of-
In-Wedlock Wedlock All Subjects
Felony Arrest N 7 N 7 N 9
None 231 45.7 47  32.9 278  42.9
One or More 274 54.3 96  67.1 370 57.1
Column Totals 505 100.0 143 100.0 648 100.0
Chi-square = 7.03 1 DF
p¢.005 (one-tailed test)
Note ——- 3 subjects with missing data excluded but thirty subjects coded as unknown

on the characteristic Civil Status of Child (from which the above
variable was derived) were placed in the In-Wedlock category.
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TABLE 27

FELONY ARREST BY FAMILY INTACTNESS
(MALES)

Family Intactness

Not Together

Natural Excluding
Parents Not Youths Born
Together Together All Subijects Qut-of-Wedlock
Felony Arrest N yA N % N ‘ % N %o
91  46.4 173  40.7 279  42.9 126 44,7
One or More 105 53.6 252 59.3 372 57.1 156  55.3
Column Totals 196 100.0 425 100.0 651 100.0 282 100.0

Chi-~square = 1,57 1 DF

not significant (two-tailed test)
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TABLE 28
FELONY ARREST BY RELIGION
(MALES)
Religion
Felony Arrest Protestant Catholic All Subjects
N % N % N %
None 150  39.9 123 46.1 273 42,5
One or More 226 60.1 144 53.9 370  57.5
Column Totals 376 100.0 267 100.0 643 100.0

Chi-square = 2,19 1 DF

p not significant (two-tailed test)

Note =~ 8 subjects with other or unkncwn designations excluded,




NE N BN EE e

- 50 -

TABLE 29

SCALE VALUES AND FELOKY ARREST

Sca.e Values

All
0 1s 2 3 4 Subjects
Felony Arrest N % N % N % N % N % N %
None 46 67.7 92 53,5 93 42.9 37 25.8 11  29.0 279  42.9
One or More 22 32,3 80 46,5 124 57.1 119 76.2 27 71,0 372 ' 57.1
Column Totals 68 100.0 172 100.0 217 100.0 156 100.0 38 100.0 651 100.0

Chi-gsquare

p<.001

51.34 4DF
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TABLE 30

SCALE VALUES AND ARREST

NES NP GEE BN IR BN Em

All
0 1 2 3 4 Subjects
rest N % N % N Yo N % N % N %
ne 32 47.1 65 37.8 67 30,9 26 16.7 9 23.7 199 30.6
e or More 36 52,9 107 62.2 150 69.1 130  83.3 29  76.3 452 69.4
iolumn Totals 68 100.0 172 100.0 217 100.0 156 100.0 38 100.0 651 100.0
l TABLE 31
- SCALE VALUES AND REINSTITUTIONALIZATION
' All
einstitution= 0 1 2 3 4 Subjects
lization N % N % N % N i N % N %
ione 56  82.4 133  77.3 152 70.0 88  56.4 16 42,1 445 68.4
ne or More 12 17.6 39 22,7 65 30.0 68 43.6 22 57.9 206 31.6
68 100.0 | 172 100.0 217 156 100.0 38 100.0 651 100.0

lolumn Totals

100.0




TABLE 32

SCALE VALUES AND MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE

Arrest Charge

Scale None Fel, A Fel, B Fel, C Fel, D Fel, E Mis., A Mis. B Other All Subjects

Value N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 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
1 65 32,7 2 11,1t 17 13.6 15 20.8 37 28,5 9 33.3 23 34,8 &4 57.1 0 0.0 172 26.4
2 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
3 26 13,1 8 44,4 58 46,4 20 27,8 25 19.2 8 29.6 10 15.2 O 0.0 1 14.3 156 24.0
4 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
Column

Total 199 100.0 18 100.,0 125 100,0 72 100,0 130 100.0 27 100.0 66 100.0 7 100.0 7 100.0 651 100.0

NOTE: 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 0, 11.1% had a scale value 1,
27.8% had a scale value 2, etc,

- ¢S5 -
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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 .08k 045
Age at Admission - .087 .032
Birth Status .120 .006
Religion - .048 .156
Family Intactness - .019 .351

Note -—_P-values are one-tailed,
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TABLE 33
ARREST BY ETHNICITY
(FEMALES )
Ethnicity
Black White All Subjects
Arrest N YA N yA N YA
None 63 67.7 62 83.8 125 74.9
One or More 30 32.3 12 16,2 42 25.1
Column Totals 93 100.0 74 100.0 167 100.0
Chi-square = 4,81 1 DF
p¢ .025 (one~-tailed test)
Note -=- 1 subject uncoded on ethnicity was excluded,
TABLE 34
ARREST BY BIRTH STATUS
(FEMALES )
Birth Status
In-Wedlock Qut-of-Wedlock ALL Subjects
Arrest N % N % N %
None 9%  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

Chi-square = 3.80 1 DF

p = .025 (one-tailed test)

Note ~=- 11 subjects of unknown parentage included in the In-Wedlock category.
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TABLE 35
ARREST BY GOUNTY
(FEMALES)
By County
Qutside
NYC NYC All Subiects
Arrest N 9 N % N 9
None ‘ - 68  71.6 58 79.5 126  75.0
One or More 27  28.4 15 20.5 42 25,0
Column Totals 95 100.0 73 100.0 168 100.0

Chi-square = 0.98 1 DF

p not significant (one-tailed test)

Chi-square = 4,74

p¢.025 (one~tailed test)

TABIE 36
FELONY ARREST BY COUNTY
(FEMALES)
By County
Qutside
NYC NYC All Subijects
- Felony Arrest N % N % N %
None 78 82,1 69 94.5 147 87.5
One or More 17 17.9 4 5.5 21 12.5
Column Totals 95 100.0 73 100.0 168 100.0
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TABLE 37
FELONY ARREST BY TYPE OF ADJUDICATION
(FEMALES)
Type of Adjudication
Juvenile
PLINS Delinquent All Subijects
Felony Arrest N % N % N %
None 1L 77.1 15 65.2 126 75.4
One or More 33 22.9 8 34.8 41 24.6
Column Totals 144  100.0 23 100.0 167 100.0

Chi~-square = 0,93 1 DF

p not significant (one~tailed test)

Note -~ 1 subject with another adjudication excluded.

TABLE 38
ARREST BY AGE AT ADMISSION

(FEMALES)
Under 14 14 and Over All Suhbje
Felony Arrest N A N yA N yA
None 16 72.7 110 © 75.3 126 75.0
One or More 6 27.3 36 24,7 42 25,0
Column Totals 22  100.0 146 100.0 168 100.0

Difference in direction opposite to hypothesis

P not significant (one-tailed test)
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TABLE 39
ARREST BY RELIGION
(FEMALES)
Religion
Protestant Catholic All Subjects
Felony Arrest N YA N % N %
None 65 73.9 43 76.8 108 75.0
One or More 23 26,1 13 23,2 36 25.0
Column Totals 88 100.0 56 100.,0 144 100.0

Chi-square = 0,04 1 DF

P not significant

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



~
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TABLE 40

ARREST BY FAMILY INTACTNESS
(FEMAILES)

Family Intactness

Not Together

Natural Excluding
Parents Not Youth Boxrn
Together Together All Subiects Qut-0f-Wedlock
Arrest N % N % N % N %
None 31 79.5 85 72.0 116  73.9 53 77.9
One or More 8 20.5 33 28,0 41 26.1 15 22.1
Column Totals 39 100.0 118 100.0 157 100.0 68 100.0
Chi~square = 0.50 1 DF
p not significant
Note -- 11 youths with missing observations excluded.
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TABLE 41

CHANGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENI BY ENIRY OF SPECIFIED
VARIABLES AS PREDICTORS OF FELONY ARREST
(TEST OF EFFECT OF DURATION IN SCHOOL SYSTEM OF MALE SUBJECTS)

Multiple RSQ F RSQ P RSQ
IVariable Set R R~Square Change Change DF Change
1. Age at First Admission 0.07966 0.00635 0.00635 4,145 1,649 < .05
2. Durationl 0.08607 0.00741 0.00106 0.693 1,648 NS
'3. Interaction 0.08827 0.00779 0.00038 0.250 1,647 NS

IlAge on April 1, 1971 minus Age at First Admission
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TABLE 42

CHANGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENT BY ENTRY OF SPECIFIED
VARIABLES AS PREDIZTORS OF FELONY ARREST
(TEST OF EFTFECT OF SET OF VARIABIES KEPRFSENTING SCHOOLS OR CENTERS OF MALE SUBJECTS)

Multiple
ariable Set R

R-Square

RSQ
Change

F RSQ
Change

DF

P RSQ
Change

Type of Adjudication: 0.29860
JDd/Others

NYC Residency: NYC/Others
Ethnicity: Black/Other

Birth Out of/in Wedlock

Age at First Admission

.

School/Center 0.31346
School/Centex
School/Center
School/Center
School/Center

School/Center

HEDOW>

0.08916

0.09826

0.08916

0.00910

12,63

1.07

5,645

6,639

<, 01

NS

W B B N BN W NS BN ME Es B

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

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

The
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TABIE 43

VARTABLES AS PREDICTORS OF ARREST

CHANGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENT BY ENTRY OF SPECIFIED

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

Multiple RSQ F RSQ P RSQ

lariable Set R R-Square Change Change DF Change
. Age at First Admission 0.05443 0.00296 0.00296 0.493 1,166 NS
. Durationl 0.13295  0.01768  0.01471L  2.472 1,165 NS
0.14551 0.02117 0.00350 0.586 1,164 NS

' .. Interaction

IAge on April 1, 1971 minus Age at First Admission

-
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TABLE 44

CHANGE IN MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFICIENT BY ENIRY OF SFPRECIFIED
VARIABLE AS PREDICTORS OF ARREST
(TEST OF LTFECT OF 5ET OF VARLABLES REPRESENTING SCHOOLS OR CENIERS OF FEMALE SUBJECTS)

oy H s i

Multiple RSQ F RSQ P RSQ

'Vm:i.ablc Set R R-Square Change Change DF Change °

-
o

Type of Adjudication: 0.23236 0.05399 0.05399 1.850 5,162 NS
Jb/Gthexrs

NYC Residency: NYC/Others

Ethnicity: Black/Other

Birth Out Of/in Wedlock

N
"

School/Center G versus 0.26223 0.06877 0.01478 2,554 1,161 NS
all others combined ‘

Note- In Variable Set 2, 100 subjects from school/center G were compared to
68 subjects from four other schools or centers.

g
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TABLE 45

Male Female Chi~_
N % N % square P
Type of Adjudication - PINS 258 41.7 144 86.2 102.33 .001
Juvenile Delinquent 360 58.3 23 13.8
Age at Admission - under 14 163 25,0 22 13.1
14 under 15 164 25,2 47  28.0
15 and Older 324 49.8 99 58,9 11,00 .005
Age at Release Over 15 Under 16 163 28.0 58  34.5
16 under 17 355 54,5 75 44,6
17 and Older 133 20.4 35 20.8 6.95 .05
Civil Status of Youth - One or
Both Natural Parents deceased T 46 7.4 16 10.2
Born Out-Of-Wedléck 143  23.0 50 31.8
Parents Separated, divorced 236 38,0 52  33.1
Parents Living Together 196 31.6 39  24.8 7.83 .05
Ethnicity - Black 327 50.5 93  55.7 NS
White 321 4%.5 74 44.3
Religion =~ Protestant 376 58.5 88 6l.1 NS
Catholic 267  41.5 56 38.9
County - NYC 376 58.1 95 56.5 NS
Qutside NYC 271 41.9 73 43.5
Note -- Su.bjects with unknown or other designations on a given variable are excluded from

that variable's results.
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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 A1l ages were included.
The study's questions were framed somewhat differently than that of
Study-One, which focuséd on post-release happenings after a youth's last
release from a state school. In Study-Two the focus was on post-release
occurences after a youth's initial release in the period July 1, 1971
through March 31, 1973, Because of the younger age subgroups included in
Study-Two, this focus was considered morr approp?iate than that used in the
first study. Recivivism indicators referring to offenses below age 16 as
well as above agé 16 were used,

E

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

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

The DFY Current Master 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 aud requested to provide

lTransfers from one state school or center to another are excluded,
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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 date. 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,

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, 1973,

Missing information., Adult arrest or commitment records were sealed

in the case of four youths, the identification was deemed uncertain in

the case of nine youths and for three youths information concerning the
records search was not obtained from DCJS. These youths were omitted from
the analyses involving adult arrests or commitments., Information could
not be obtained (from aftercare personnel) on juvenile police or court
encounters in the case of thirty youths. These youths were omitted from
the analyses involving such encounters, Two youths, reported deceased,
were removed from all analyses.,

Results for male vouths

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

have differing degrees of generality. They included (1) adult arrest, i.e.,
fingerprintable arrest above the age of 16 (2) police apprehension, i.e., adult

arrest and/or juvenile police apprehension for offenses which would be criminal
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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 {5) 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 release (to the cut-off date). The same format is used for the
different tables in order to facilitate comparisons.

Table 47 presents the number of fingerprintable arrests for the first
year after release, in the case of male youths reléased 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 summary statistics., 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 49 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

1For cxample, an erroneous date of birth is given to the police,




released after age 16 (who were vuléerable.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 with arrest records, about one-half

(51%) have oﬁe arrest and about one-half (49%) have more than one arrast,
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 without arrests. Of those with arrest
records, sonewhat under two-thirds (62%) have more than one arrest,

0f the 25 male youths released between dges 14 and 15 who were re-
leased at least two years prior to the cut-off date, 13 or 52% had acquired
a fingerprintable arrest record in the first or second year after release
(Table 51), For all but one of these youths, the arrest was in their second
year. 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 subgroups,

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, Combinirg all ages,
the percentage of youths without fingerprintable arrest records was 35% and
the percentage with arrest records was 65%. Of those above age 15 at
release,the percentage with arrests was 69%. Of the latter group, about

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

/



Of the 25 male youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off
date and between ages 14 and 15 years old, seventeen or 68% have acquired
a fingerprintable arrest record by the cut-~off date; and of the 16 youths
released prior to age 14, 6 or 38% have acquired a fingerprintable arrest
record,

A summary table, for all éubjects, 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 tem (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."l By this definition the
term may appropriately be applied to juveniles. However, 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 term arrest will be reserved for police
actions directed at individuals age 16 or over. For youths under the age
of 16 (i.e., children in the context of the criminal law) the term

police custody will be used if a policeman takes custody of a youth on

suspicion of the youth's having committed an act which would be a criminal
act if hc were an adult. In the following sections, the term police

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 adult 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.

lyebster's Seventh New 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 given. The tables indicate that about one-half (51%)

3

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

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

oﬁe-ﬁalf (49%) were not apprehended (Table 57). The percentage apprehended
iérsimilar 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 apprechended,
between one-half and two~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., up to three years after release, limited to those who
were released-at least two years prior to the cut-off date.

Somewhat 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 apprchension, between one-half and two~thirds (61%) 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 apprehensiong 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, somewhat 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 law. A third indicator of recidivism was used to

examine subjects' problems with the law after release. 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 offenses
which are not criminal law violations, i.e., juvenile status offenses such

as ungovernable behavior, running away and truancy; as well as of offenses

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

law violations .were tapped by other measures, it was the former type of offense
(iees; juvenile status offenses) for ﬁhich it was used,t

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 school, 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.

Lrechnical 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 (which was derived from central records) and because of its completeness of

information (all subjects could be coded on this variable),
63 to 65 provide statistics on trouble with the law in the
fiyst year after release for male youths,

v

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

somewhat ovey one-half (55%) of the youths had trouble in the first year ;fter
release (Table 65), There was no age category in which the percentage of
youths without trouble exceeded 50%.

Tables 66 to 68 provide similar statistics for the first or second year
after release (or until the cut-off date). Slightly over two-thirds (68%) of
the youths had trouble with the law in either the first or second year after
release (Table 68), There 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 under 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 two years
prior to the cut-off date are given for the completé study period, Slightly
under three-quarters (72%) had trouble within this period. Again, the younger
subjects appear somewhat more vulnerable, Of 31 youths up to age 15 at release
26 or 80% had trouble in their fivst two to three years after release,

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

givea in Table 70, 1In all, 29% had no trouble with the law while 717% had




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%) with no arrest in the study period, slightly
under one-half (47%) with at least one felony arrest, and about one-£f£ifth
(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 prrcentages
were 31% (None), 51% (Felony) and 17% (misdemeanor and other).

Adult re-institutionalization., Statistics on adult re~institutionalization

are given for male youths in Tables 74 to 8l. 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 76 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-institutionalization,

Tables 77 to 79 give similar data for the first two years after
release. Of those youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off

date and age 16 or over dt release, 25% were re-institutionalized in the

1In certain infrequent instances a youth may be committed under the

age of 16 either because of the seriousness of the offense or because his
age was not determined correctly by the responsible authorities,
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first or second years after release while 75% had no re-institutionalization
(Table 78). Of those youths above age 16 at release (disregarding time
out of program), 23% were re-institutionalized in the first or second yeax
after release (up to the cut-off date) (Table 79),

Table 80 and 81 provide information fo; the complete study period.
At this time 17% of the total sample had been re-institutionalized in adult
institutions (Table 8l). Of those youths released ét least two years prior to
cut-off date, and age 16 or over at release, about*thfee—foﬁrths (74%) had not
been re-institutionalizéd, about one fourth (56%) had been re-institutionalized
at least once, and about one-eleventh (9%) had been re—£nstitﬁtionalized more than
once (Table 80). Of those youths released at least two years prior to the cut-
off‘date and between ages 15 and 16 at release, 18% were re-institutionalized

during the two to three year period after release (Table 81).

Recurn to state school, The percentages of male youths who entered

state schools after their initial release in the period July 1, 1971, through
March 3L, 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 ;dult re-institutionalization, as opposed to return to the
state schools, (As the tables indicate, cnly 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 was on or before their 16th birthday the percentage of returnees

was 28%. !
It is apparent from 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-
institutionalization 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 (¢) commitment to a narcotic
rehabilitation institution and (d) return to a state school or center.

Tables 85 to 87 present the pcrcentages of male youths who were re-
institutionalized during their first year aftrer release, For all age groups
combined the percentage was 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 statistics 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 two 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 statistics are little different than
those found for the two year period, For the total group 31l% were re-
institutionalized 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 -




June 1971 male state school sample (Study-One) would be predictors among
the July 1971 - March 1973 male sample.

The 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 sample (within this age group) was observed, meaning that the study
period varied among youths from 15 months to 36 months after release.

Youths who 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 sinrce the size of 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 limitations to these examinations.

Results for the individual wvariables are given in Table 93, The direction
of differences for four of tﬁe variables are as hypothesized, For the f£ifth
variable (Age at Admission) the number of subjects admitted at age 14 or under
was very small (N=11) and the comparison inadequate for this reason. The
relation of Ethnicity to felony arrest was statistically significant
2 = 8.34, 14f, 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 admission 14 and under, The‘results are given ‘

in Table 94, There were only two individuals with values of 4 and these



are combined with values of 3.

The results accord with expectations in a general way. The percent-
age of yoﬁths with grore values of 0 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 4 it was 69%. The results were
significant at the .005 level (xz = 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 0 or 1 had
at least one felony arrest compared to two thirds (67%) of youths with
values of 2 to 4.

Results for those youths released 15 months to 2 years 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 2 and over have a much higher percentage with felony arrests
than youths with score values of 0 or 1,

Results for female vouths

Female youths were less likely to have trouble with 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 Tables 96
to 125. The format of the tables and the indices used are identical to

those for males in the preceding sections.

Adult arrest. 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), The percentage was also 5% for those youths released

over the age of 16, !
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In the first or second years after release (up to the cut-off date)
117% of those over 15 years of age at release had acquired a fingerprintable
arrest record (Table 101). For the small group of those released over 15
years of age who had left the program at least two years prior to the
cut-off date (N=31) the figure was 10% (Table 100),

Up to the cut-off date, that is, in 15 to 36 months after release,
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
who had been released at least two years prior to the cut-off date the
percentage was also 13% (Table 102),

For the total group (combining all ages) 15% of the youths had acquired
a fingerprintable arrest recqrd by the cut-off date and 85% had not (Table 103).
Based on this figure, male youths, (for whom 62% had acquired fingerprintable
arrest records and 38% had not) were about four times more likely to acquire
fingerprintable arrest records in the post-release period than were female

youths,

Police apprehension. Tables 104 to 111 present statistics on the

outcome, called police apprehension, i.e., apprehension for offenses that

are criminal law violations when committed by an adult, This outcome, as

noted earlier, is applicable to the total age group.

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
yvears (up to the cut-off date) the percentage was 17% who were apprehended

and 83% who were not. (Table 109). Of those released at least two
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years prior to the cut-off date, the percentages were practically the same:
18% were apprchended and 827 were not apprehended (Table 108),

vFor the complete stqdy period 22% of the female group were apprehended
and 78% had no apprehensions (Table 11ll), 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).

For males, the percentage of police apprehensions for the full period
up to the cut-off date was previously reported as 69%. Thus, the percentage
of males apprchended during the study period was about 3 times that of
females., The difference increases when youths with multiple apprechensions
are compared. For males 43% had more than one apprehension during the study
period; for females the percentage was 99, Males were about five times as
likely as females to hav; multiple apprehensions,

Trouble with the law. This characteristic included apprehension in

connection with offenses that would be criminal law violations if committed
by an adult as well as veturn 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 law 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
while 83% had no trouble with the law (Table 114)., In the first or second
year (up to the cut-off d;te) 22% of the group had some trouble with the law

while 78% had no trouble with the law (Table 117)., For the subgroup that




-

-.79-

had left the institubtion two or more years prior to the cut-off date,
the percentages were virtually the same: 21% had some trouble and 79%
had none (Table 116).

In the total study period 27% of the female youths had some trouble
with the law while 7J3% did not (Table 119). 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 fingerprintable 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 vouths released at least two years prior o the cut-off
date there were abou£ four-fifths (83%) with no arrest in the étudy period,
about one-eleventh (8,5%) with at least one felony arrest and about one-
eleventh (8.5%) with their most serious arrest a misdemeanor or other type
of legal catégory. The comparable percentages for males had
been found previouély to be 35%, 47% and 19% respgctively.

For the total female group and the total study period the percentages
were similar: 85% (No Arrest), 8% (Felony Arrest) and 7% (Q@lisdemeanor and
Other), Limited to the 35 youths above age 15 at release, the percentages

were 879 (No Arrest) 5% (Felony Arrest) and 7% (Misdemeanor and Other).
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Juvenile and adult re-institutionalization, 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 release, the percentage re-institutionaliz .d was also
3%. This may be compared with the 24% figure found for males,

When return to the state training school is included with adult
commitments, 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 two 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 release,

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,

While 14% 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-institutionalization for a fewmale relative to a male, Of
the 37 female youths released on or before their 16th birthday 6 or 16% returned,
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 arrest. Since only eleven female youths

in the.sample had post-release arrest records, analyses to determine
predictors of post-release arrest were not considered feasible . Larger
samples of female subjects would be needed for these analyses.

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~-Two was first release in a designated time period.

Statistics on four relevant outcome measures were therefore re-computed
for Study-Two subjects to make the procedureé 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 referemce point. Subjects who had returned

to a state school or center and who had not been released as of July 1, 1973

The



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 were (a) at least one adult fingerprint-
able arrest in the first year after a youth's last release (b) at least
one adult commitment in the same period (¢) at least one adult £inger-
printable arrest in the first two years after a youth's last release
(d) at least one adult commitment in the same period.

The analyses were 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 release. The percentage of male youths (over age 15 at last release)
with no fingerprintable arrests was 49% (Table 126); and with no re-
institutionalizations was 88% (Table 127)., The comparable percentages for
Study-One subjects had previously been found to be 57% (Table 1) and 90%
(Table 7) respectively., The differences were not statistically significant.

For Study-Two 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), The comparable percentages previously reported for Study-One
were 917% (Table 13) and 99% (Table 19) respectively; the differences were
not statistically significant.

In studying the first two years after last release, the analyses

were 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 two years after
a last release of male youths.

The percentage of males without a fingerprintable arrest in the
first two years after a last release was 35% (Table 130). The percentage
with no re-institutionalization was 78%. TFor 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 mot statistically
significant,

The results for females are given in Tables 132 and 133. There were
only a small number (N=29) that met the criteria for analysis., Of this
small number 90% had no arrest in the two 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 percentages 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 two years after last release,
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TABLE 47

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHNS 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
4 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 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 Qver 16 Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 16 100.0 24 96,0 19 50.0 39 48.8 98 6l.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 g 11..3 12 7.3

4 0 0,0 0 0.0 1 2.6 3 3.8 3 2.5
Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0
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TABLE 49

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFIER 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 Subiects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 26 100,0 31 96,9 29 50,9 53 46,9 139 61.0
1 0 0.0 1 3.1 15 26.3 30 26.5 46 20,2
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 10.5 11 9.7 17 7.5
3 00 0.0 0 0.0 4 7.0 14 12.4 18 7.9
4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.5 5 b4.h 7 3.1
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.8 0 0.0 1 0.4
Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0
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TABLE 50

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TC TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All

Number of Undex to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 10 100.0 5 71l 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 8.7
5 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.0 1 1.4
6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.9 0 0.0
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 1 1.4
‘Column Totals 10 100.0 7 100,0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0

;
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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 CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Qver 14 Over 15 All

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 15  93.8 12 48,0 11 28,9 31 38.8 69 43.4
1 1 6.3 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 6 0.0 0 0.0 2 53 7 8.8 9 5.7
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 6 7.5 7 boby
6 0 0.0 1 4.0 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 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0
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TABLE 52

NUMBER OF ARRESTS 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 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Arrests N A N % N % N % N %
0 25 96,2 17 53.1 17 29.8 43 38,1 102 44,7
1 1 3.8 10 31.3 17 29.8 25 22,1 53 23.2
2 0 0.0 2 6.3 6 10,5 15 13,3 23 10.1
3 0 0.0 2 6.3 9 15.8 12 10.6 23 10.1
4 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 8.8 10 8.8 15 6.6
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.8 7 6.2 8 3.5
6 0. 0.0 1 3.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 35 1 09 3 13
Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0
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TABIE 53

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT TEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Relegse

14 and Over 14 Over 15 . ALl
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Sub jects
Arrests N A 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 4 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 3 3.8 & 2.5
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 2 2.5 3 1.9
Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0
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TABLE 54

1
N

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All

Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subiects
Arrests N % N % N % N %» N %
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
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
b4 0 0.0 3 9.4 5 8.8 10 8.8 18 7.9
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 7.0 6 5.3 10 4ohy
6 0 0.0 1 3.1 0 0.0 3 2.7 4 1.8
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.5 2 1.8 4 1.8
Column 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 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 Qver 16 Subijects
Apprehensions N yA N % N % N % N YA
0 4  50.0 2 28.6 7 41.2 14 42,4 27 41,5
1 & 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 0.0 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
Column Totals 8 100.0 7 100.0 17 100.0 33 100.0 65 100.0
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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)

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 8 80.0 10 47.6 17 53.1 39 48.8 74 51.7
1 2 20.0 7  33.3 7 21.9 22 27.5 38 26.6
2 0 0.0 2 9.5 4 12.5 7 8.8 13 9.1
3 00 0.0 1 4.8 1 3.1 9 11.3 11 7.7
4 0 0.0 1 4.8 3 9.4 3 3.8 7 74,9
Column Totals 10 100.0 21 100.0 32 100.0 80 100.C 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 17.9 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 APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASH
(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
Apprehensions N % N A N % N % N yA
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
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TABLE 59

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE 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 Qver 16 Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N %
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

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS 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 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N %
0 9 50.0 7 25.0 14 28.6 43 38.1 73 35.1
1 8 444 8 28,6 12 24.5 25 22,1 53 25.5
2 1 5.6 3 10.7 9 18.4 15 13.3 28 13.5
3 0 0.0 5 17.9 6 12.2 12 10.6 23 1l.1
4 0 0.0 2 7.1 5 10.2 10 8.8 17 8.2
5 0 0.0 2 7.1 1 2.0 7 6.2 10 4.8
6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2,0 0 0.0 1 0.5
7 0 0.0 1 3.6 1 2.0 1 0.9 3 1.4
Column Totals 18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.0 113 100.0 208 100.0
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TABLE 61

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TG CUT-OFF DATE)
Age at Release
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Undex to 15 .  tol6 Quer 16 _  Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N A N 7 N 7
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 c.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 10 100.0 21 100.0 32 100.0 80 100.0 143 100.0
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TABLE 62

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSTONS UNTIL THE CUT-QFF DATE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Age at Relegse

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Apprehensions N % N b N % N % N %
0 7 38.9 5 17.9 13  26.5 39 34,5 64 30.8
1 7 38.9 9 32.1 11 22.4 28 24,8 55 26.4
2 2 1l.1 4 14.3 8 16.3 10 8.8 24 11.5
3 2 11.1 4 14,3 7 14.3 15 13.3 28 13.5
4 0 0.0 3 10.7 4 8.2 10 8.8 17 8.2
5 0 0.0 1 3.6 4 8.2 6 5.3 11 5.3
6 0 0.0 1 3.6 0 0.0 3 2.7 4 1.9
7 0 0.0 1 3.6 1 2.0 2 1.8 4 1.9
8 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0 0 0.0 1 0.5

Column Totals

18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.,0 113 100.0 208 100.0
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TABLE 63

TROUBLE WITH TIHE TLAW 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
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 2 25,0 2 28.6 7 41,2 4 42,4 25 38.5
Yes 6 75.0 5 7L.4 10 58.8 19 57.6 40 61,5
Column Totals 8 100.0 7 100.0 17 100.0 33 100.0 65 100.0

TABILE 64
TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASEDAT 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
Trouble N % N YA N % N % N %
No 7 70.0 8 38.1 17  53.1 37 46,3 69 48,3
Yes 3  30.0 13 61.9 15  46.9 43 53,7 74 51.7
Column Totals 10 100.0 21 100.0 32 100.0 80 100.0 143 100.0

™
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TABLE 65

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YFAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Ower 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Trouble N YA 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
TABIE 66

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT- OI‘F DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 ALl
Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 2 25.0 2 28.6 4 23.5 12 36,4 20 30.8
Yes 6 75.0 5 7Ll.4 13 76.5 2L  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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TABIE 67

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER

RELEASE

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subijects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 4& 40,0 3 14.3 10 31.3 29  36.3 46 32,2
Yes 6 60.0 18 85.7 22 68,7 51 63.7 97 67.8
Column Totals 10 100.0 21 100.0 32 10- .0 80 100.0 143 100.0
TABIE 68
TROUBLE WITH THE LAW.UP TO TWO -YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)
Age at Release
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Undex to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 6 33.3 5 17.9 14 28.6 41 36,3 66 31.7
Yes 12 66,7 23 82.1 35 71.4 72 63,7 142 68.3
Column Totals 18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.0 113 100.0 208 100.0
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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)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 3 30.0 2 9.5 9 28.1 26 32,5 40 28.0
Yes 7 70,0 19  90.5 23 71.9 54 67.5 103 72.0
Column Totals 10 100.0 21 100.0 32 100.0 80 100,0 143 100.0
TABIE 70
*TROUBLE WITH THE IAW UNTIL THE CUT-0OFF DATE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)
Age at Release
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subiects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 5 27.8 4 14.3 13 26,5 38 33.6 60 28.8
Yes 13 73.2 24 83.7 36 73.5 73 66.4 148 71.2
Column Totals 18 100.0 28 100.0 49 100.0 113 100.0 208 100.0
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TABLE 71

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All

Undex to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Arrest N % N A N A N % N %
None 10 100.0 5 71l.4 6 31.6 12 36.4 33 47.8
Felony A 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
B 0 0.0 1 14,3 1 543 5 15,2 7 10.1
C 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.5 2 6.1 4 5.8
D 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 31.6 10 30.3 16 32.2
E 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.0 1 1.4
Misdemeanor A 0 0.0 1 14.3 4 21,1 3 9.1 8 11,0
100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0

Column Totals 10
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TABLE 72

: MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE .
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15

Upder to 15 to 16 Quer 16 Subjects

Arrest N % N % N % 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 4o

Misdemeanor A 4 25,0 4 16.0 7 18.4 11 13.8 26 16.4

B 0 0.0 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
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TABLE 73

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTH)

Age Af Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All

Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects

Arrest N % N % N % N % N %
None 20 76.9 13 40.6 16  28.1 33  33.3 88  38.6
Felony A 0 0.0 0 .0.0 2. 3.5 1 1.0 3 1.3
B 1 3.8 3 9.4 8 14.0 11 11,1 27 11.8
C 0 0.0 5 15.6 4 7.0 11 11.1 20 8.8
D 1 3.8 2 6.3 4 24,6 23 23.2 44 19.3
E 0 0.0 2 6.3 2 35,1 3 3.0 8 3.5
Misdemeanor A 4 15.4 5 15.6 11 19.3 15  15.2 34 14.9
B 0 0.0 2 6.3 0 0.0 1 1.0 3 1.3
Other 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 0.4
Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 99 100.0 228 100.0




- 107 -

TABLE 74

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS 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

B BN I BN B B By B BN BN O s e

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Commi tments N % N % N % N % N %
0 10 100.0 7 100.0 18 94,7 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 COMMITMENTS 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
Comt smonts ey Ly e lb ., quenl, fubiectsy
0 16 100.0 25 100.0 36 9%.7 69 86.3 146 91.8
1 O 0.0 0 0.0 2 53 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 38 100,0 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 YOUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Qver 15 All
Number of Undex to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subijects
Commitments 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 COMMITMENIS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-QFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Commi tments N YA N % N % N % N A
0 10 100.0 6 85.7 17 89.3 27 81.8 60 87.0
1 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.5 6 18.2 8 1l.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 COMMITMENTS LN THE 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 Qver 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Commi.tments N % N 7 N /A N % N %
0 16 100.0 24 96,0 32 Bhe2 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 4uh
Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0
TABLE 79
NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENIS UP TO TWO YEARS ATFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)
Apge gt Release
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 _  Subjects
Commi.tments N % N % N % N % N %
0 26 100,0 30 93.8 49 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
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TABLE 80

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENIS UP TO THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Relegse

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Commitments N % N YA N YA N % N yA
0 16 100.0 24 96.0 31 81.6 59 73.8 130 81.8
1 0 0,0 1 4.0 6 15.8 14 17.5 21 13.2
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 7 8.8 8 5.0
Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0
TABLE 81

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS UP TO THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Qver 14 Over 15 All
Numbexr of Undex to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Commi.tments N % N % N % N % N %
0 26 100.0 30 93.8 48 84.2 86 76,1 190 83.3
1 0 0.0 1 3.1 8 14,0 20 17.7 29 12.7
2 0 0.0 1 3.1 1 1.8 7 6.2 9 3.9
Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 106.0
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TABLE 82

RETURN TO STATE SCHOOLS BY AGE AT RELEASE'
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONIHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Return N % N % N % N % N A
No 4 40.0 4 57.1 16 84,2 32 97.0 56 8l.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 TWO YEARS FRIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subiects
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 All
Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subijects
Return N % N % N % N % N %
No 14 53.8 19 59.4 50 87.7 110 97.3 193 84.6
Yes 12 46.2 13 40.6 7 12.3 3 2.7 35 15.4
Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0
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TABLE 85

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT. REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR 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 Qver 16 Subiects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N yA N % N %

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 AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

l 0 6 60.0 4 57.1 15 78.9 28 84.8 53  76.8
|
¥

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 AlL
l Number of Underx to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N 9
l 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
l 2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 3.8 3 1.9
l Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0
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TABLE 87

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE

(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Number of

Reinstitutionalizations

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 ALl
Under to 15 to 16 : Qver 16 Subijects
N pA N % N % N % N %

0

1

2

Column Totals

20 76.9 19  59.4 47 82,5 95 84.1 181  79.4
6 23.1 13 40.6 10 17.5 15  13.3 44 19.3
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2.7 3 1.3

26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100.0 113 100.0 228 100.0

TABLE 88

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Releasge

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N %

0

1

2

Column Totals

b 40.0 3 42.9 14 73.7 26 78.8 47 68.1
6 60.0 3 42.9 5 26.3 7 21,2 21 30.4
0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0 0. 0.0 1 1.4

10  100.0 7 100.0 19 100.0 33 100.0 69 100.0
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TABLE 89

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATTIONS IN,THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFIER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS FRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N KA N % N %
0 11 68.8 15 60.0 29 76,3 58 72.5 113 71.1
1 5 3.3 5 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
TABIE 90
NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS 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 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Reinstitutionalizations N A N FA N A N A N A
0 15  57.7 18 56.3 43  75.4 84  74.3 160 70.2
1 11 42.3 12 37.5 12 21.1 23 20.4 58  25.4
2 0 0.0 2 6.3 2 3.5 6 5.3 10 4.4b
Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100,0 113 100.0 228 100.0
7
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TABLE 91

NUBMER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATTONS UP TO THREE 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 Over 16 Subijects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N %
0 10 62.5 i5 60.0 28 73.7 57 71.3 110 69.2
1 6 37.5 9 36,0 8 21.1 16  20.0 39 24,5
2 0 0.0 1 4.0 2 5.3 7 8.8 10 6.3
Column Totals 16 100.0 25 100.0 38 100.0 80 100.0 159 100.0
TABLE 92

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT RETNSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO THREE YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 AllL
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subijects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N %
0 14 53.8 18 © 56,3 42 73.7 83 73.5 157 68.9
1 12 46,2 12 37.5 13 22,8 23 20.4 60 26,3
2 0 0.0 2 6.3 2 3.5 7 6.2 11 4,8
Column Totals 26 100.0 32 100.0 57 100,0 113 100.0 228 100.,0
/
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TABLE 93

REILATIONS OF BACKGROUND VARIABLES TO FELONY ARREST

None One or More Row Totals
Background Variable . N % N % N %

Type of Adjudication

PINS and other 40 55,6 32 444 72 100,0
Juvenile Delinquent 39 44.3 49 = 55.7 88  100.0

Ethnicity

Black 25 35.7 45 64,3 70 100,0
White and other 54 60,0 36 40.0 90 100,0

County

New York City 30 41,1 43  58.9 . 73 100,0

Birth Status

Tn Wedlock 71 51,1 68  48.9 139 100.0
Out of Wedlock 8 38,1 13 6L.9 21, 100.0

Age at First Admission

14 and under 6 54.5 5 45,5 11 100,0
Over 14 73 49,0 76 51,0 145  100.0

I Outside NYC 49 56,3 38 43,7 87  100.0
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TABLE 9%

SCALE VATLUES AND FELONY ARREST

Scale Values

SCALE VALUES AND FELONY ARREST
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRICR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

All
0 1 2 3-4 Subijects
Felony Arrest N % N YA N % N % N %
None 14 58.3 40  65.6 16 34.8 9 31.0 79  49.4
. One or More 10 41,7 21 344 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

All
0 1 2 3=4 Subijects
Felony Arrest N % N % N % 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
Column Totals 7 109.0 13 100.0 14 100.0 14 100.0 48 100.0
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TABLE 95a

SCALE VALULES AND FELONY ARREST

(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO

CUT-OFF DATE)

Scale Values

All
1 2 3-4 Subjects
Felony Arrest % N % N % N % N %
52.9 30 62.5 11 34.4 4 26.7 54 48,2
One or More 47.1 18 37.5 21 65.6 11 73.3 58 51.8
Column Totals 17 100.0 48 100.0 32 100.0 15 100.0 112 100.0
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TABIE 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 All
Number of to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
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
Column Totals 3 100.0 8 100.0 16 100.0 27 100.0




i i
I TABIE 97
l NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASTE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)
l Age at Release
14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subijects
l Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 13 100.0 9 90,0 21 100.0 46 97.9
l 1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 0 0.0 1 2.1
I Column Totals 3 100.0 13 100.0 10 100.0 21 100.0 47 100.0
l ’
/
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TABLE 98

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Undex to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subiects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 16 100.0 17 9% .4 35 9.6 71 95.9
1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6 0 0.0 1 1.4
3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.4
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.4
Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 37 100.0 74 100.0
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TABLE 99

NUMBER OF ARRESTS 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 Qver 16 Subjects
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 THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~-QFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subiects
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 A
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 FEMALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Gver 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subiects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 14 87.5 15 83.3 34 91.9 66  89.2
1 0 0.0 2 12,5 1 5.6 1 2.7 4 5.4
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6 0 0.0 1 1.4
3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6 1 2.7 2 2.7
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.4
Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 37 100.0 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 All

Number of Undex to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Arrests N % N YA N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 9 69.2 7 70.0 20 95.2 39 83.0
1 0 0.0 3 23.1 1 10.0 1 4.8 5 10.6
2 0 0.0 1 7.7 1 10.0 0 0.0 2 4.3
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 103

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT~OFF DATE

(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

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 %
Q 3 100.0 12 75.0 15 83.3 33 89,2 63 85.1

1 0 0.0 3 18.8 1 5.6 2 5.4 6 8.1
2 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 5.6 0 0.0 2 2.7
3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6 1 2.7 2 2.7
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.4
Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 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 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
%
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 APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR TEMALE YOUTHS RELE/ASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-CEF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 Lo 16 Qver 16 Subijects
Apprechensions 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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TABIE 106

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Qver L5 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subiects
Apprehensions N YA N % N YA N % N %
0 0 0.0 9 90.0 12  80.0 35 9.6 56 87.5
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
Column Totals 2 100.0 10 15 100.0 37 100.0 64 100.0

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 %

0 100.0 6 85.7 13 8l.3 22 84.6

1 0.0 1 14.3 1 6.3 2 7.7

3 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.8

7 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.8
Column Totals 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 Qver 14 Over 15 All
Number of Undex to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N %
0 0 0.0 5 71l.4 5 62,5 21  100.0 31 81.6
1 2 100.0 2 28.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 10.5
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 25.0 0 0.0 2 5,3 |
3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.5 0 0.0 1 2.6 1

Column Totals 2 100.0 7 100.0 8 100.0 21 100.0 38 100.0
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TABLE 109

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWC YEARS AFTER RELEASE

(FOR ALL FEMALE YQUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N %
0 0 0.0 8 80.0 11 73.3 34 91.9 53 82.8
1 2 100.0 2 20,0 1 6.7 L 2.7 6 9.4
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13,3 0 0.0 2 3.1
3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.7 1 2.7 2 3.1
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.6
2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 64 100.0

Column Totals
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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 to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N A 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 12.5 0 0.0 1 2.6
Column Totals 2 100.0 7 100.0 8§ 100.0 21 100.0 38 100.0
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TABLE 111

(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

NUMBER OF POLICE APFREHMENSIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE

Age_al Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Eﬁizzﬁeggions g?der % EO = % ﬁQ—JjL—_?Z %ng—lﬁ % %EhiQEEQZ
0 0 0.0 6 60.0 11 73.3 33 89.2 50 78,1
1 2 100.0 3 30.0 1 6.7 2 5.4 8 12,5
2 0 0.0 1 10.0° 2 13.3 0 0.0 3 bel
3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.7 1 2.7 2 3.1
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.6
Column Totals 2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 64 100.0
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TABLE 112

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

Over 14 Over 15 All
to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
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
Column 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 AFLER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT IEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT OFF DATE)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
. Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Troubhle N % 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 14.3 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 % N % N % N %
No 0 0.0 8 80,0 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
/
f/
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TABIE 115

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT OFF-DATE)

Ace at Release

Over 14 Over 15 All
to 15 to 16 Qver 16 Subjects
Trouble N N yA 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 3 100.0 7 100.0 16 100.0 26 100.0
TABLE 116

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW 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 Qver 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subijects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 0 0.0 5 71.4 5 62.5 20 95,2 30 78.9
Yes 2 100.0 2 28,6 3 37.5 1 4,8 8§ 21.1
Column Totals 2 100.0 7 100.0 . 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 Qver 15 All
Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 0 0.0 7 70.0 11 73.3 32  86.5 50 78.1
Yes 2 100.0 3 30.0 4 26.7 5 13.5 14 21,9
Golumn Totals 2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 64 100.0
TABLE 118
TROUBLE WITH THE LAW 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
Over to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N 7 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 WITH THE LAW UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE
(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 % N % N % N %
No 0 0.0 5 50.0 11 73.3 31 83.8 47  73.4
Yes 2 100.0 5 50.0 4 26,7 6 16.2 17 26,6
Column Totals 2 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 37 100.0 64 100.0
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TABLE 120

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CGHARGE .
(FOR FIMALE 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 A N % N yA
None 3 100.0 8 100.,0 13 81.3 24 88,9
Felony B 0 0,0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7
Felony C 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 3.7
Misdemeanor B 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 121

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE

(FOR FEMALE YQUTHS 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 Subijects
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 Relecase

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All

Under _ to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subiects
Arrest N % N % N % N % N %
None 3 100.0 12 75,0 15 83.3 33 89.2 63 85.1
Felony B 0 0.0 1 6.3 0 0.0 1 2.7 2 2.7
Felony C 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.7 1 1.4
Felony D 0 0.0 1 6.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.4
Felony E 0 0.0 1 6.3 1 5.6 0 0.0 2 2.7
Misdemeanor A 0 0.0 1 6.3 2 11,1 1 2.7 4 5.4
Misdemeanor B 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2,7 1 1.4
Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100,0 18 100.0 37 100.0 74 100,0
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TABLE 123

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS UNTIL THE CUI~OFF DATE
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Number of Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
Commi tments N % % N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 15 93.8 18 100.0 36 97.3 72 97.3
1 0 0.0 1 6.3 0 0.0 1 2.7 2 2.7
Column Totals 3 100.0 16 100.0 18 100.0 37 100.0 74 100.0
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TABLE 124

JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL THE CUT OFF DATE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT IEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

Number of 14 and Over 14 Over 15 All
Reinstitution- Under to 15 to 16 Over 16 Subjects
alization N % N % N yA 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

JUVENLLE AND

TABLE 125

ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

Number of 14 and Over 14 Over 15 . AllL

Reinstitution=- Underx to 15 to 16 - Over_ 16 Subijects

alization N % N % N % N % N - %
0 2 66,7 11l 68.8 17 %.4 34 91.9 64  86.5
1

Column Totals

1 33.3 5 31.3 1 5.6 3 8.1 10 13.5

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 Clder Subijects
Arrest N yA N % N %
None 30 53,6 54 46.6 84 48,8
One or More 26  46.4 62 53.4 88 51,2
Column Totals 56 100.0 116 100.0 172 100.0
TABIE 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 All
Under 16 16 and Qldex Subjects
Reinstitutionalization N % N % N %
None 52 92.9 100 86.2 152 88.4
One or More 4 7.1 16 13.8 20 11.6
Column Totals 56 100.0 116 100.0 172 100.0
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TABLE 128

NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF FEMALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE
ARREST IN THE FIRST 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 9% .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
Reinstitutionalization
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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NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTIHS WITH AT LEAST ONE FINGERPRINTABLE

ARREST IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER LAST RELEASE

Age at Release

Over 15

Under 16 16 and Older All Subijects
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 PERCENTAGES OF MALE YOUTHS WITH AT LEAST ONE ADULT

REINSTITUTIONALIZATION IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AWTER LAST RELEASE

Age at Release

Over 15
' Under 16 16 and Older All Subijects
Reinstitutionalization N % N % N %
None 30 85.7 58 744 88 779
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 REIEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

Age at Release

Qver 15
Under 16 16 and Older All Subijects
Arrest N % N % N A
None 6 66,7 20 100.0 26 89,7
One or More 3 33.3 0 0.0 3 10.3
Column Totals 9 100.0 20 100.0 29 100.0
TABLE 133

NUMBERS 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
Reinstitutionalization X% N A N 7
None 9 100.0 20 100.0 29 100.0
One or More 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Column Totals ' 9 100.0 20 100.0 29 100.0




- 150 -

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 IITI 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 IIT 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-Two 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.
1Unlike 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
excluding those admitted prior to age 14.5.1

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 data. 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 aftercare 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

was supplemented by contact with aftercare persomnel 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, 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,

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,

»
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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 age 16 or older, the percentage with an arrest record was 36%,

The percentage with at least one arrest up to two 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
1i£t1e change from the preceding table (Table 138), ébout one-half (52%) of the
group have arrest records and about one-half (48%) do not., 1In 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 summary 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, Of those released under age 17, the percentage with an arrest wa:
59%; and of those released at age 17 and older the percentage was 37%.l

Police apprehension, Tables 142 to 149 provide statistics on

police apprechension, previously defined.? 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 with apprehensions was
49% and the percentage without was 51% (Table 147). 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: wunder 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.
25ee page 68, f
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law violations when committed 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 trouble being 53% for those released before age 17 and 75% for those
released at age 17 and older,

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 was 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 with
trouble of those released nrior to age 17 is double that of youths released
at age 17 or over: 66% compared to 37%.

Most serious 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 youth. 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 onz 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), 36% (Felony) and 14% (Misdemeanor and QOther) (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 427 had felony arrests and 16% had nonfelony arrests as
their most serious arrest., The younger subjects had both proportionately
more felony and nonfelony arrests,

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., Thesea studies differed from the present
study in using age at last release, rather than initial release in a
designated period; and in not having the outcome measures called police

apprehension and trouble to provide a fuller context for the findings on

arrest, Differences between 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 thesocial milieu (e.go., 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 study, The findings may alsc be affected by the

exclusion of youths with missing data on outcome wariables,

/
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Comparison of Title II and Title IIL vouths. On the indices of

post—felease arrest, apprehension and trouble the Title III youths
(Study-Two) showed higher percentages with arrest, apprehension and
trouble than the Title II youths, At least part of this difference can
be accounted fer 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 rechabilitation 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 commitmrts
was similar: 9%.

In the first two years after release, or until the cut-off date
(for youths released less than two years prior to the cut-off date) the
percentage with at least one adult commitment was 11% (Table 166). For

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

was 13% (Table 165).

In the complete study period, (i.e., until the cut-off date) the
percentage of youths with at least one adult commitment was 12% (Table 168),
TFor 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 instftutionalization.

Il

Statistics on adult institutiomalization combined with juvenile
institutionalization (re~entry into a state school or center as a Title IIT
youth) are given in Tables 169 to 176.

During the first year after release one-tenth of the male youths
(10%) were so institutionalized and nine-tenths (90%) were not. (Table 171),
During the first two 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 13.5% (Table 174). Of those released at least
two years prior to the cut-off date, the percentage was 16% (Table 173).

In the complete study period the percentage of youths institutionalized
was 14% (Table 176). Of those released at least two years prior to the
study period, the ﬁercentage institutionalized was 16% (Table 175).

The sole differences between tables described in this section and
those in the preceding section were due to the youths who entered state
schools and centers (as Title III youths) after release. 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 subgruup entered state schools or centers. (No
youths released at age 16 or older entered state schools or centers after
release), Of the nine with juvenile institutionalization, three subsequently

had adult institutionalization as well,.
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Results for female youths

Results on the various indices for female Title IT youths are given
in Tables 177 to 184, As in the previous two studies, females shcw
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 1?9). 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 (Table 182), |

For the relatively small number of 39 youths released at least two
years prior to the cut-off date, the percentage was 18%.

TFor the complete study period, the percentage with at lc:st one
arrest was the same as for the two year period: 10% (Table184). For
the 39 youths released at least two years prior to the cut-off date, the
percentage was also the same as for the two-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

apprchension give virtually the same percentages as the tables for adult
arrests (Table 185 to 192)., In fact, there were no reported police

apprchensions other than adult axrests. For six youths, infdrmation on




B BN I N I B BN I D BN B By B I B EE .

~ 159 -

police apprehension (other than adult arrests) was missing, producing
slight changes in the tables.

Trouble 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 policé apprehensions or juvenile institution-
alization and 13% had at least one of those outcomes.1

For any of these indicators, the distinction noted previously for 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 an@ class of the offense,
wés 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 arrest in the study period, two 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, .

1Excluding youths with missing information,
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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 institutionalizaticn (i.e., entry into state
school or center as a Title IIL youth), the number with post-release
institutionalization was raised to 2 (Table 204). 1In 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 those released at least two years
prior to the cut-off date.
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Predictors of felony arrest. .

For Title II youths, predictors of Jutcome have previously been
investigated by multiple regression and other methods and results have
been presented in two reportsol Because of the ampler background
information available on these youths, a greater number of potential
predictors may enter into the analysis than was the case for Title IIT
youths, and both larger numbers in the saﬁple and more complex
statistical methods are required.

Within thé context of the two preceding studies it is of interest
to note the relétions of the background characteristics found predictive
among Title III youths to post—rel;ase outcome among the Title IT youths.
Three of the same items were availlable for study: ZEthnicity, Referral
County and Type of Adjudication. 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 ILL youths. That is, higher percentages with
at least onevfelony arrest were found among black youths (versus others)%

youths from New York City (versus others), and youths adjudicated Juvenile

Delinquent (versus PINS). The difference between youths from New York City

and those from outside New York City was statistically significant
(x2 = 5,13, df=1,p¢.05). The other two differences were nmot large enough

to be statistically significant.

lsee 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,
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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

lI TABLE 134

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
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 19 73.1 22 55.0 18 67.9 7 63.6 68  64.2
1 0 0.0 3 11l.5 9 22.5 6 21l.4 1 9.1 19  17.9
2 0 0.0 3 11.5 3 7.5 1 3.6 1 9.1 8 7.5
3 0 0.0 1 3.8 4 10.0 1 3.6 1 9.1 7 6.6
4 ” 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 1 3.6 0 0.0 2 1.9
5 ‘ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 0.9

7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.9
olumn Totals 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 106 100.,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 TWO YEARS PRIOR TQ 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 Qvex Subiects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 22 81,5 34 53.1 31 8l.6 19 79,2 106 69.3
1 5 18,5 18 28,1 6 15.8 2 8.3 31 20.3
2 0 0.0 8 12,5 0 0.0 3 12,5 11 7.2
3 0 0.0 4 6.3 1 2.6 0 0.0 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 136

(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

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 Qver Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 41 77.4 56 53.8 - 50 75.8 26 74,3 174 67.2
1 0 0.0 8 15.1 27 26,0 12 18.2 3 8.6 50 19.3
2 : 0 0.0 3 5.7 11 10,6 1 1.5 4 11.4 19 7.3
3 0 0.0 1 1.9 8 7.7 2 3.0 1 2.9 12 4.6
4‘ 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 2 0.8
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
Column Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0

BN AN =l .
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TABLE 137

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE)

Age at Release

X - Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 AL

ber of . 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
rrests N % N % N % N % N 2 . N %
S0 1 100.0 13 50.0 18 45.0 18 64.3 6 54.5 56 52.8

1 0 0.0 6 23.1 7 17.5 1 3.6 1 9,1 15 14,2
2 0 0.0 5 19,2 7  17.5 4 14,3 2 18.2 18 17.0
3 ~ 0 0.0 2 7.7 2 5.0 2 7.1 0 0.0 6 5.7

0.0 0 0.0 4 10.0 3  10.7 1 9.1 8 7.5

A I =N = .
I~
<O

5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 0O 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.9
7 0 0.0 0. 0.0 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.9
8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 0.9
C

olumn Totals 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 106 100.0
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TABLE 138

NUMBER OF .ARRESTS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE

(POR 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 QOver  Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % 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 1.4 2 3.1 1 2.6 0 0.0 5 3.3
6 0 0.0 1 i.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
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TABLE 139 .

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(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
IArrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 1 °100.0 28 52.8 42 40,4 43 65.2 22 62.9 136 52.5
l 1 0 0.0 & 26.4 20 19.2 11 16.7 4 1l.4 49 18.9
2 ) 0.0 6 11.3 25 24,0 6 9.1 5 14.3 42 16.2
l 3 0 0.0 3 5.7 8 7.7 2 3.0 2 5.7 .15 538
I 4 0 0.0 2 3.8 6 5.8 4 6.1 1 2.9 13 5.0
5 0 0.0 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
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
I 8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4
lColumn Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0
i
I
i
i
II /
/
l.
]
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TABLE 140

(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 Qver Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N %
0 11 40.7 °© 23 35,9 24 63.2 16 66.7 74 48.4
1 10 37.0 12 18.8 1l 28.9 3 12.5° 36  23.5
2 3 11,1 16 250 2 5.3 3 12.5 24 15.7"
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 42 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 0 0.0 2 1.3
Colunn Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0
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TABLE 141

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTIS)

Age at Release

\l

: Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and_Qver Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
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 5 1.4 51 19.7
2 0 0.0 8 151 23 22,1 6 9.1 5 143 42 16.2
3 0 0.0 3 5.7 11 10.6 1 1.5 1 2.9 16 6.2
A 0 0.0 1 1.9 6 5.8 4 6.1 2 5.7 13 5.0
5 6 00 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.
7 0 0.0 1 1.9 2 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.2
8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4
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 142

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS 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 Qver Subiects
Apprehensions N % N YA N ¥ N % N %
0 13 61.9 22 55.0 19  67.9 7 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
& 0 00 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 Totals 21 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 100 100.0
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TABLE 143

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

(FOR MAIE 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 Subjects
Apprehensions N yA N % N % N % N %
0 15 65,2 34 53,1 31 81l.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
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TABLE 144

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE 7OQUTHS)

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 A
0 28 63,6 56 53.8 50 75.8 26 74.3 160  64.3
1 11 25,0 27  26.0 12 18.2 3 8.6 53  21.3
2 4 9.1 11 10.6 1 1.5 4 11.4 20 8.0
3 1 2.3 8 7.7 2 3.0 1 2.9 12 4.8
4 . 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 2 0.8
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4
7 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
Column Totals 44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 249 100.0
/
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TABIE 145

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER 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 ALl
Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Apprehensions N YA N %o N yA 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

14.3 2 18.2 17  17.0

g~

2 b 19.0 7 17.5

3 2 9.5 2 5.0 2 7.1 0 0.0 6 6.0
J 4 0 0.0 4 10,0 3  10.7 1 9.1 8 8.0
|

)

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

| I 5 0 0.0 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0
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TABLE 146

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS 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
Number of 16 16.9 17.9 and Over Subiects
Apprehensions 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 Q 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 24 100.0 149 100.0
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TABIE 147

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE

(FOR ALL MALE YQUTHS)

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 19 43,2 42 40,4 43 65.2 22 62.9 126  50.6
1 14 31,8 20 19.2 11 16.7 & 1l.4 49 19,7
2 6 13,6 25 24,0 6 9.1 5 14.3 42 16.9
3 3 6.8 8 7.7 2 3.0 2 5.7 15 6.0
4 1 2.3 6 5.8 4 6.1 1 2.9 12 4.8
5 1 2.3 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.8
6 N 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
7 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4
Column Totals 44 100.0 104  100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 249 100.0
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TABLE 148

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

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Qver Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N YA 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 12.5 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 ] 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 1.3
Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 149 100.0
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TABLE ‘149

(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS UNTIL THE 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 Qver Subjects
Apprehensions N % N yA N % N % N %
0 15 34,1 41 39.4 42 63.6 22 62.9 120 48.2
1 16 36.4 19 18.3 12 18.2 4  1l.4 51 20.5
2 8 18,2 23 22,1 6 9.1 5 14,3 42 16.9
3 3 6.8 11 10.6 1 1.5 1 2.9 16 6.4
4 0 0.0 6 5.8 4 6.1 2 5.7 12 4,8
5 1 2.3 2 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.2
6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 1 0.4
7 1 2.3 2 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.2
8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 1 0.4
Column Totals 44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 249 100.0
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TABLE 150

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASK
(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 All
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N yA
No 10  47.6 22 55.0 19  67.9 7 63.6 58 58.0
Yes 11 52.4 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 TJdE 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 Qver Subijects
Trouble N % N yA N % N % N %
No 12 52,2 34 53,1 31  81.6 19 79.2 96  64.4
Yes 11 47.8 30 46,9 7 18.4 5 21.8 53 35.6
Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 149 100.0
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TABLE 152

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 T ALL
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 22 50,0 56 53.8 50 75.8 26 74.3 154 61.8
Yes 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
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TABLE 153

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTIIS 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 QOver Subjects.
Trouble N % N % N % N % N Yo
No 6 28.6 18 45,0 18 64.3 6 54.5 48 48,0
Yes 15 71.4 22 55,0 10 35.7 5 45.5 52 52.0
Column Totals 21 100.0 40 100.0 28 1006,0 11 100.0 100 100.0
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(FOR MALE YQUIHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~OFF DAIE)

Age at Releagse

I TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
16.0 16.9 N 17.9 and Over Subjects
Trouble N % N A N % N % N A
No 9 39,1 24 37,5 25 - 65.8 16 66.7 74 49,7
\
Yes 14 60,9 40 62,5 13 34,2 8 33.3 75  50.3
Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 149 100.0




- 183 -

TABLE 155

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Age 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 15 34,1 42 40,4 43  65.2 22 62,9 122 49,0
Yes 29 65.9 62  59.6 23 34.8 13 37.1 127  51.0
Column Totals 44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 249 100.0
TABLE 156
TROUBLE WITH THE LAW UNTIL THE CUT~OFF DATE
(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 OQver Subijects
Trouhle N % N % N % N % N %
No 5 21,7 23 35,9 2% 63.2 16 66.7 68 45.6
Yes 18 78.3 41 64,1 14 36.8 8 33.3 8L  54.4
Column Totals 23 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 149 100.0
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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 18.0 All
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Qver Subijects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 11 25.0 41 39,4 42 63.6 22 62,9 116  46.6
Yes 33 75.0 63 60,6 24 36.4 13 37.1 133 53.4
Column Totals 44 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 249 100.0
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TABLE 158"

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
(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
15.0 15.9 15,9 17.9 and Qvexn Subiects
rrest N % N % N % N % N % N %
None 1 100.0 13 50.0 18 45.0 18  64.3 6 54.5 56 52.8
lFelony B 0 0.0 1 3.8 5 12.5 1 3.6 0 0.0 7 6.6
l’elony C 0 0.0 2 7.7 4 10.0 4 14.3 3  27.3 13 12.3
Felony D 0 0.0 2 7.7 5 12.5 2 7.1 1 9.1 10 9.4
l’elony E ) 0 0.0 1 3.8 1 2.5 1 3.6 1 9.1 4 3.8
isdemeanor A 0 0.0 7 26.9 7 17.5 2 7.1 0 0.0 16 15.1
i:olumn Totals 1 100.0 26 100,0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 106 100.0
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TABLE 159

: ’ MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
(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

15.9 16.9 17.9 _ and Over Subjects
Arrest N % N % N % N % N %
None 11 40,7 23 35.9 24 63.2 16 66.7 74 48.4
Felony A 0 0.9 L 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7
Felony B 2 7.4 11 17.2 2 5.3 1 4.2 16 10.5
Feleny C 1 3,7 6 9,4 2 5.3 2 8.3 11 7.2
Felony D 7 25,9 13 20.3 4 10.5 1 4,2 25 16.3
Felony E 0 0.0 4 6.3 2 5.3 1 4.2 7 4.6
Misdemeanor A 6 22,2 4 6,3 4 10.5 2 8.3 16 10.5
Misdemeanor B 0 0.0 1 1,6 0 0.0 1 4a2 2 1.3
Other 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
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TABLE 160

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE

(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

?---

Age at Release

Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Qver Subiects

rest N % N % N % N % N % N %
None 1 100.0 24 45,3 41 39,4 42  63.6 22 62.9 130 50.2
Felony A 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
Felony B 0 0.0 3 5.7 16 15,4 3 4.5 1 2,9 23 8.9
Felony C 0 0.0 3 5.7 10 9.6 6 9.1 5 14.3 24 9.3
IFelony D 0 0.0 9 17.0 18 17.3 6 9.1 2 5.7 35 13.5
Felony E 0 0.0 1 1.9 5 4.8 3 4.5 2 5.7 11 4.2
isdemeanor A 0 0.0 13 24,5 11 10.6 6 9.1 2 5.7 32 12.4
isdemeanor B 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 1 2.9 2 0.8
Other 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4
IIColumn Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0
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TABLE 161

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS 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 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
Bunber of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subiects
Bonmi tments N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 24 92,3 38  95.0 26 92.9 10  90.9 99 @ 93.4
1 0 0.0 2 7.7 2 5.0 2 7.1 1 9.1 7 6.6
I:olumn Totals 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 100.0 106 100.0
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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 TWO 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
Commi tments N % N % N % N % N jg
0 27 100.0 58 90,6 36 9%.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
/
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TABIE 163

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENIS 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 All
Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Qver Subijects
Commitments N % N A N % N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 51 96,2 96 92,3 62 93.9 31 88.6 241 93.1
1 0 0.0 2 3.8 7 6.7 3 4.5 4 11.4 16 6.2
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 2 0.8
Column Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0
TABLE 164
NUMBER'bF ADULT COMMITMENTIS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YQUTHS 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 17.9 and Over Subjects
Commitments N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 24 92.3 37 92.5 26 92.9 10 90.9 98 92.5
1 0 0.0 2 7.7 3 7.5 2 7.1 1 9.1 8 7.5
Column Totals 1 100.0 26 100.0 40 100.0 28 100.0 11 . 100.0 106 100.0
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TABLE 165

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIQR 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 % N YA N YA
0 24 38.9 54 84,4 36 94,7 19 79.2 133 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 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153 100.0
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TABLE 166

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

Undexr 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
Commi. tments N % N % N % - N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 48 90,6 91 87.5 62 93.9 29 82.9 231 89.2
1 0 0.0 5 9.4 12 11,5 3 4,5 6 17.1 26 10.0
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 2 0.8
Column Totals 1 100.0 53 100.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0
f
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TABLE 167

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS 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 Subijects
Commi tments N % N % N % N % N %
0 23 85,2 53 82.8 36 9% .7 19 79.2 131 85.6
1 4 14,8 3 12,5 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

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS 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 Subijects
Commi.tments N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 47 88,7 90 86.5 82 93,9 29  82.9 229 88.4
1 0 0.0 6 11,3 11 10,6 3 4,5 5 14.3 25 9.7
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2.9 1 1.5 1 2.9 5 1.9
Column Totals 1 100.0 53 1l00.0 104 100.0 66 100.0 35 100.0 259 100.0
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TABLE 169

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE

(FOR M4ALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO GUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Relcase

Number of Under 15,0 to 16,0 to 17.0 te 18,0 All
Reinstitution- 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
alizations N YA N % N A N A N % N yA
I 0 1 100.0 21 80.8 38  95.0 26 92,9 10 90,0 96 90,6
1 0 0.0 5 19,2 2 5.0 7.1 1 9,1 10 9.4
l Colum Totals 1 100,00 26 100.,0 40 100,0 28 100.0 11 100,0 106 100.,0
/
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TABLE 170

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUYHS 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
NMumber of 15.9 16.9 17.9. and Over Subijects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N %
0 21 77.8 58 90,6 36 94.7 21 87.5 136 88,9
1 6 22,2 5 7.8 1 2.6 3 12,5 15 9.8
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
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TABLE 171.

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE
(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
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N % N %
\
1 I 0 1 100.0 42 79.2 96 92,3 62 93,9 31 88.6 232 89,6
\
1 0 0.0 11 20,8 7 6.7 3 4.5 4 11.4 25 9.7
I 2 0o 00 O 00 1 1.0 1 1,5 0 0,0 2 0.8
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 172

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTHS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

NN N BN BN B W

Under 15.0 to 16,0 to 17.0 to 18.0 A1l
Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over  Subjects
Reinstitutionalizations N N % N % N % N % N %
0 1 100.0 21 80.8 37 92.5 26 92.9 10 90.9 95 89.6
1 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 10r.0 106 100.0

)

o
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TABLE 173

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS IN THE FIRST TWO YRARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR MALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

ll’l N N Em e

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 Subijects
PiReinstitutionalizations N % N yA N % N % N %
0 20 74,1 54 84,4 36 94,7 19 79,2 129 84,3
1 5 18,5 9 14,1 1 2.6 5 20.8 20 13.1
2 2 7.4 i 1.6 1 2.6 0 0.0 4 2.6
Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100.0 38 100.0 24 100,0 153 100.0
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NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL MALE YOUTHS)

l TABLE 174

Age at Release

Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
umber of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over  Subjects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N % N %

0 1 100.0 41 77.4 91 87.5 62 93.9 29 82.9 224 86,5
1 0 0.0 10 18.9 12 11,5 3 4.5 6 7.1 31 12,0
2 0 0.0 2 3.8 1 1.0 1 1.5 0 0.0 4 1.5
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 175 .

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS. 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

umber of 15.9 . 16.9. 17.9 and Over Subjects
einstitutionalizations N 7o N % N % N % N %
0 20 74,1 53 82,8 36 94,7 19  79.2 128 83.7
I 1 4 14.8 8 12,5 1 2.6 4 16.7 17 11.1
ll 2 3 1L.1 3 4,7 1 2.6 1 4.2 8 5.2
Column Totals 27 100.0 64 100,0 38 100.0 24 100.0 153  100.0

/
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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
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N % 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 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
lNumber of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
l 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 178

NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFIER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 to ALT

Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %

0 2 100.0 3 100.0 12 100.0 0 71.4 8 100.0 35 89.7
1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 21.4 0 0.0 3 7.7
2 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 15,0 15,9 16,9 17.9 and Over Subiects
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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 All
Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Arrests N yA N % N % N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 20 83.3 13 100.0 64 9% .1
1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.5 0 0.0 3 Lb
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4,2 0 0.0 1 1.5
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 180

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR FEMALE 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
l Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Qver b3
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
I 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
l TABIE 181
NUMBER OF ARRESTS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE
l (FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST 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 17.9 and Over Subiects
I Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 2 100.0 2 66.7 12 100.0 9 64.3 7 87.5 32 82.1
' 1 0O 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 3 2L.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
l Column Totals 2 100.0 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 39 100.0
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TABIE 182
I NUMBER OF ARRESTS UP TO TWO Y'EARS AFTER RELEASE
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)
l Age at Release
Under 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
I Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Over Subiects
Arrests N yA N %o N % N A N % N %
l 0 3 100.0 8 88.9 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92.3 61 89.7
1 0 0.0 1 11.1 0 0.0 3 12.5 1 7.7 5 7.4
l 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 f
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TABIE 183

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT IEAST 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 17.9 and Qver Subjects
Arrests N % N % N % N % N % 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
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TABLE 184

NUMBER OF ARRESTS UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE

(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

Undex 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
Number of 15.0 15.9 16.9 17.9 and Qver Subjects
_Arrests N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 8 88.9 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92,3 61 89.7
1 0 0.0 1 1lL.1 0 0.0 3 12,5 1 7.7 5 7.4
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 4a2 0 0.0 1 1.5
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 185

. NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED 15 MONTIS TO TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
Numher of 16.0 16.9 17.9 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
Column 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 APPREHENSTIONS IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(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 Subiects
Apprehensions N A N % N % N %o N %
0 3 100.0 12 160.0 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
Column 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 ALT 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 POLLCE APPREHENSIONS UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELFASE
(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
Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N %
0 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 10€.0 5 100.0 25 100,0
Column Totals 3 100.0 7 100.0 10 100.0 5 100.0 25 100.0
TABIE 189

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSIONS IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELFEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE

(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 AllL

Number of 16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N % N % N %
0 3 100,90 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 4] 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 All

Number of 16.0 16,9 17.9 and QOver Subjects
Apprehensions N % N % N % N "% N %

0 6 100.0 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92.3 56 90.3

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.5 1 7.7 4 6.5

2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 b.2 0 0.0 1 1.6

5 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 191

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

Under 16,0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
Niumber of 16,0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
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 192

NUMBER OF POLICE APPREHENSTONS UNIIL THE CUT-OFF DATE
(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 Subiects
Apprehensions N YA N % N yA N % N %
0 6 100.0 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92.3 56 90.3
1 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.5 1 7.7 4 6.5
2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0 1 1.6
5 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 193

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW IN THE FIRST YEAR AFTER RELEASE BY AGE AT RELEASE
(FOR FEMALE YQUTHS 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 Qver Subjects
Trouble N yA N % N % N %o 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 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)

Age at Release

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Trouble N A N % N % N o N %
No 3 100.0 11 91.7 10 71.4 8 100.0 32 86.5
Column Totals 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0




- 217 -

TABLE 195

TROUBLE WITH THE LAW 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

16,0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subijects
Trouble N % N % N YA N yA N %
No 5 83.3 18 94.7 20 83.3 13 100,0 56 90,3
Yes 1 16.7 1 5.3 4 16,7 0 0,0 6 9,7
Column 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 16,0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All
16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subijects
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 WITH THE TAW IN THE FIRST TWO YEARS AFTER RELEASE

(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT~OFF DATE)

Age at Release

Under 16.0 to 17.0 to 18,40 All
16.0 1649 17.9 and Over Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % 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 12 100,00 14 100.0 8 100.0 37 100.0
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TABLE 198
TROUBLE WITH THE TLAW UP TO TWO YEARS AFTER RELFASE
(FOR ALL FIEMALE YOUTHS)

Undexr 16,0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All

16,0 16,9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Trouble N % N A N % N % N %
No 5 83.3 18 94,7 19 79,2 12 92,3 54 87.1
Yes 1 16,7 1 5.3 21.8 1 7.7 8 12.9
Column Totals 6 100,0 19 100.0 24 100,0 13 100.0 62 100,0

o ske

-
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TABLE 199

TROUBLE WITH THE IAW 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 All

16.0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subjects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 3 100.0 11 91,7 9 64.3 7 87.5 30 8l.l
Yes 0 0.0 1 8.3 5 35.7 1 12,5 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 THE LAW UNTIL THE CUT-OFF DATE
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

Under 16.0 to 17,0 to 18,0 All

16,0 16.9 17.9 and Over Subijects
Trouble N % N % N % N % N %
No 5 83.3 18 94,7 19 79,2 12 92.3 54  87.1
Yes 1 16,7 1 5.3 5 21.8 1 7.7 8 12.9
Column Totals 6 100.0 19 100.0 24 100,0 13 100,90 62 100.0
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TABLE 201

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
(FOR FEMALE YOUTHS RELEASED AT LEAST TWO YEARS PRIOR TO CUT-OFF DATE)

Age at Release

Undexr 15.0 to 16.0 to 17.0 to 18.0 All

15,0 15.9 16,9 17.9 and Qver Subjects
Arrest N % N % N % N A N % 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 1 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
Column Totals 2 100.0 3 100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 39 100.0
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TABLE 202

MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE

(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

Age at Release

Under 15.0 to 16,0 to 17.0 to 18.0
I 15.0 ] 15.9 _ 16,9 _ 17.9 _ and Overo Subjectsp__
Arrest N % N % N A N /A N % N b
None 3 100.0 8 88.9 19 100.0 19 79.2 12 92,3 61 89,7
l Felony D 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 1 4,2 0 0.0 1 1.5
3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 68 100.0

I Column Totals

L2

_
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TABIE 203

NUMBER OF ADULT COMMITMENTS UNTIIL THE CUT-OFF DATE
(FOR ALL FEMALE YOQUTHS)

-

Age at Relecase

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 Subiects
Commitments N % N % N % N % N % N %
I 0 3 100.0 9 100,0 18 9.7 24 100.0 13 100.0 67 98.5
1 0 0.0 0 0,0 1 5.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.5
lColumn Totals 3 100.0 9 100.0 19 100.0 24 100.0 13 100.0 68 100.0
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TABLE 204

NUMBER OF JUVENILE AND ADULT REINSTITUTIONALIZATIONS UNTIL THE CUT~OFF DATE

(FOR ALL FEMALE YOUTHS)

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  All Subjects
Reinstitutionalizations N % N % N % N % N % N %

0
1

Column Totals

3 100.0 9 100,0 17 89.5 24 100.0 13 100.0 66 97.1
0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.5 O 0.0 O 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

Felony Arrest

None One or More Row Totals

Backeround Variable N % N % N YA
Ethnicity

Black 99 66.0 51 34,0 150 100.0

Other 61 59.2 42 40,8 103 100,0
County

New York City 65 56,0 51 44,0 116 100,0

Outside NYC 100 70.4 42 29.6 142  100,0
Type of Adjudication:

Juvenile Delinquent 32 53.3 28 46,7 60  100.0

PINS 58 65.9 30 34,1 88 100,0

Youthful Offenses 20 69.0 9 31,0 29 100.0

None 39 65.0 21 35,0 60  100,0

Other 7 77.8 2 22,2 9 100.0




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 ﬁo eliminate that problem, and the problem ceases to exist, the
efforts are defined as adequate to the problem, If the problem continues

to exist, the efforts are defined as not adequate 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 which causal relations may be formulated. Deter-
mination of the adequacy of a single interventiow, 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 meeﬁing
those problems, and to assess the value of one coﬁfse of action compared
to another.

With respect to the specific problems of post-release arrest,
police apprehension, arrest for differemnt types of offenses, re-

institutionalization and different types of re-institutiomalization, the
/
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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 drawn. 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 assumption that the number of persons wrongfully
apprehended is balanced out by the number of persons committing 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 programs under study
appeared adequate with respect to reci&ivism (in a post-release period up to
three years) in the case of 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 'mo treatment" condition, i.e., a
comparison with what would have happenc¢d if the youth had returned to his
normal living situation instead of entering a program. Whether the percent-
ages for outcome would have been higher, lower, 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 was 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.1 On the other hand, there

were significant and relatively large differences in outcome related to
characteristics of the youths at admission. In their study of the ﬁation‘s public
schools, the authors of the well-known “Coleman Report”"concluded tﬁat

"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,

IThis should be regarded as a preliminary finding, Larger samples,
a‘ longer time period, and other outcome measures would be necessary for
definitive conclusions,

2J° Coleman et al. Iquality of Educational Opportunity. Washington,
D.C.: U.S. Government Printing office, 1966, p.325.




- 230 .

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 recoxrd;
many were found re-institutionalized, whereas many were not found re-
institutionalized, etc. It is due to hetergeneity of outcome that the
ability to identify youths with differing probability of outcome 4is
important, TFor the type of youth with a high probability of undesirable
outcome after rrogram 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 percentage., TFor these youths, however, 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 whose 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 youthg can be selected from those whose length of

/
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) perform a follgw-up study to
determine whether the two subgroups differ in outcome (5) if they are
not found to differ, repeuat 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 which 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
brograms, 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 sociai backgfound charaéteristics.used in the pfésent studies (e.g.,
ethnicity, county, type of adjudication) and outcome, For example, recent studies,
in progress, of the reading level of youths in DFY facilities suggest that

a large percentage of these youths are considerably below their age-level

in reading ability., If it were found that reading inability was highly

lsee J. Berecochea, D, R, Jaman and W. A, Jones. Time Served in Prison
and Parole Qutcome, An Lxperimental Study. Research Division, Department of
Corrections, State of California, 1973, for a study of the effects of reducing
time served in prison, The authors concluded that a six months reduction made
no difference in recidivism,
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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 changes. When these recommendations are followed, their
effects could be studied, and on the basis of these studies, the hypotheses
that specific variables (e.g., 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 framework, shaped by empirical findings,
and providing hypotheses or explicit rationaies for the services which the DFY
facilities provide, would be most desirable, 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) start
at the first level and to the extent that development occurs, progress to
higher levels, in an irreversible direction. Kohlberg's work has already been
applied to two 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 framework 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

1L. Kohlberg et. al. The Just Community Approach to Corrections:
A Manual, Part I, Part II, Cambridge: Moral Lducation 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,

However, 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 of outcome, two 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. This
difference accounted for almcst all of the (monsignificant) difference
between 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 youth. The 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 DFY
facilities would tend to be at what Kohlberg calls a pre-conventional
moral judgment level, 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 may 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, 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 (i.e., 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 chousen a priori to create
a predictive instrument 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 one's confidence that the development
of predictive instruments 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 would be an important step in this

direction,




SUMMARY

Three studies were presented. The studies focused on indices of
reeidivism 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 systematically 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 were 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
(re—institutionalization).1 In the first two years after release 627 of males
and 22% of females had at least one adult arrest; 24% of males and 3% of

females had an adult comuitment., In the first three years after release

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 commitment.. For the three year period,
the percentage of males with at least one felony arrest was 57% 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 ome
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 exﬁerimental facilities, it was 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) Rew York
City residency (4) age at first admission =-- 14 or younger. The measure of
recidivism used for these tects was felony arrest (at least one versus none).
All these hypothesas weré confirmed by the findings.

It was also hypothesized that a predictive instrument derived by giving
one point for each of the above characteristics would be related to
recidivism among males. The results confirmed the hypothesis, Of those
male youths with a score of 0, 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 3, the percentage was 76%,

of those whose scores were 4, the percentage was 71%.

+
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On the basis of theorctical considerations, it was hypothesized that
male youths and female youths born out of wedlock were more likely to
recidivate than youths not born out of wedlock, The hypothesis was 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 ethnicity (and, as noted above, for birth out of wedlock). Differences
on New York City residency (versus other) and Juvenile Delinquent adiudication
(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 hypothcsized,

The ordered variable '"most serious arrest charge in the three~year period"
was created by giving the value of 7 to a felony A arrest, 6 to a felony B
arrest etc., and ending with a value of 1 to misdemeanor 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 arrest records, the characteristics pre-
viously hypothesized as related 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 was 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 findings 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 system" 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 residency 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 éignificant effect
found (on arrest).

The background characteristics of male and female youths ﬁere compared,
Males more often had two 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. TFemales, compared to males, also tended to

be older at first admission and younger at release,
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Study-Two examined a random sample (N=318) from the population of
youths with a release from a state school or center during the period
July 1, 1971, through March 31, 1973, 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). The 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 younger age groups and therefore the
pertinen;e of juvenile police contacts and juvenile institutionalization
after relecase, a variety of outcome measures was used, referring to both
adult and juvenile police apprehension and adult and juvenile re-
institutionalization,

Among the findings were the following: 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, In the period 15 months to two years, the percentages were 65%
(males) and 17% (females). In the period 15 months to 36 months, the percent-
sges were 69% (wales) 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, 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 youaths 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 females., 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~Two 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 0 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~Two
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 fingerprintable arrest in the first year after a youth's
last release (b) at least one adult commitment in the same period (c) at
least one adult fingerprintable arrest in the first two years after a
youth's last release (d) at least one adult commitment 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 malés 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, 1973, Title IL
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 1
release after July 1, 1971 to July 1, 1974 (the cut-off date) was investigated.

Among the findings were the following: In the yeir 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% (males) and 10% (females). 1In 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 (i.e., placement or commitment in state school or center)
or adult reinstitutionalization were for males 10%, 13.5%, and 14% for the
periods one year after release, 15 months to two years after release, 15 months
to three years after release, respectively. Only two of 68 females (or 3%)
were re-institutionalized, both in the first year after release,

For male youths there appeared to be a relatively strong relation between
age at release and outcomes related to adult arrest or police apprehension,
0f those released under age 17, the percentage with at least one adult arrest
(by the cut-off date) was 59%; of those released at age 17 and older, the

percentage was 37%.
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For police apprchension (which included both 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 effect,

In view of this age relationship to arrest (or police apprehension)
a direct comparison of the outcome percentages between the youths of
Study-Two (Title IIL youths) and those of Study-Three (Title II youths)
did not appear meaningful., A more intemsive analysis, controlling for age
and other background variables, and using multiple regression, was suggested

for such a comparison,

Three of the items assessed as predictors in Study-One and Study-~Two
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 weve discussed with respect to program adequacy, identifi-
cation of youths with different probability of recidivism, suggested approaches

in future research, the need for a more relevant information system, and a

'suggested theoretical framework in studying the effect or lack of effects of

DFY programs,



APPENDIX A

PROBLEMS OF IDENTIFICATION

The records of the New York State Division of Criminal Justice
Services DCJS were used to determine post-release arrest and commitment
records for alleged offenses occurring above the age 16. Identification
was made on the basis of name, birthdate, ethnicity, sex and, in certain

cases, addresses, The following rules were the basis for decisions in

Study-One and Study-Two,

(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,

() If the DCJS record pertained to a youth with the same name and
address, he was considered the same youth.,

(¢) 1If 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,.

| In Study-Three the decision rules were amended ag 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 record was the same as on the DFY record.

Following are decisions made in problematic cases, under these rules,
Omitted means the identification was considered ambiguoﬁs and the subject
omitted from analyses. Accepted means the DGJS record was considercd as

referring to the DFY Subject.




61161
61570
55470
62371

60945
50291

61481
62425
63812

60775

67120

50218

50016

63779
61613

51326

Eirthdate
DFY DCJS
5-9-55  5-9-52
4=22-54  4-22-53
1-26-56  1-26-57
1-31-54 1-31-54
1-27-56 1-27-54
3~24+55 3-22-55
3-24-56
5-24-55  5-27-34
10-10-55 10-19-55
6~25-55 6-23-56
10~16-55 8-18-55
9-4-54 11-4-55
6~8-55 6-10-53
6-10-54
1-8-55 1-6-55
1-6-56
10-1-55 10-1-54
9-25-55 9-23-54
10-27-54 11-27-54
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STUDY-ONE

County or Town

DFY ... DCJs
Ithaca Ithaca
Buffalo Buffalo
Brooklyn ~Buffalo
Brooklyn Buffalo

Niagara Falls

Brooklyn

Buffalo
New York City
Brooklyn

White Plains
Mt. Vernon

Brooklyn

Peekskill

Brooklyn

Manhattan

Buffalo

Syracuse

Niagara Falls

Brooklyn

Buffalo
New York City
New York City

Brooklyn

Bronx

Peekskill
Brooklyn

Bronx

Brooklyn
Ogdensburgh

Johnson City

DECISION
Accepéed
Accepted
Accepted
Accepted

Accepted

Accepted

Omitted
Omitted
Omitted

Onitted

Omitted

Onmitted
Omitted
Omitted

Omitted

Omitted



66179
60365
63264
61454
66038
60321
66578
55425
60562
66748

50986

Birthdate
DFY DCJIS

12-4-55 12-14-55
5-15-57 55-16-55
2-11-56 10~ 9-56
11-23-5¢ 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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STUDY -TWO

County or Town

DFY DCJS
Buffalo Buffalo
Bronx Bronx
Utica Schenectady
Buffalo Buffalo
West Seneca Akron
Brooklyn Brooklyn
Brooklyn Brooklyn
Bronx Manhattan
Unknown Not Given

Long Island

Unknown

Long Island

Not Given

DECISION

Omitted

Omitted

Omitted
Omitted
Ommitted
Omitted
Accepted
Omitted
Omitted
Omitted

Accepted
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11299

12800

12867
13429
13817
61445
14325
14202

14558

10840
14187
65632

14023

Birthdate
DFY DCIS
12-14-52  11-14-51
7-29-34 7-21-53
1-4-56 1-1-56
11-21-54  11-2-34
12-27-55  12-14-56
5-22-56 5-27-56
10-17-57  10-19-55
1-8-57 1-18-57
2-3-57 2-26-57
6-2-53 6-27-53
4-22-57 4-27-57
9-4-56 9-4-55
2-6-57 2-7-57
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STUDY-THREE

County oxr Town

DFY DCJS
Bronx Bronx
Sullivan Not Given
County
Brooklyn Not Given
Westchester = New Jersey
Buffalo Manhattan
Buffalo Not Given
Manhattan Bronx
Brooklyn Not Given
Staten Not Given
Island
Bronx Not Given
Syracuse Syracuse
Lockport Lockport
Brooklyn Brooklyn

DECISION

Omitted

Omitted

Omitted
Omitted
Omitted
Omitted’
Omitted
Omitted

Omitted

Omitted
Accepted
Accepted

Accepted
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