Section X v Juvenile Offenders

T hus ¢

cook Countys [llinots.

the Cook County juvenile court emerged from the concerns of a group of compassionate and wealthy
women in Chicago who advocated for the rights of disadvantaged children who were found errant of the law.
These women, commonly referred to as the child savers, fought for these needy children to have the same
e, custody, and treatment as their natural family would have presumably provided. The creation of the
jwvenile court was one project that was thought to help toward this objective, integrating individualized
reatment approaches, serving needs of the youth, and providing guidance to avoid engaging in further
feviant behavior. It was at this time that the concern with stigmatization of youth emerged within the treat-
ment of juveniles, a concept that is still alive and well today. In order to avoid the negative effects of label-
ing, informal court proceedings were utilized where the full gamut of constitutional safeguards would not

be necessary—the point to the court being one of reintegration rather than punishment.

Thus, juvenile court proceedings were informal and conducted without any of the typical constitutional
onotections secured by adults, with the goal to protect and serve the best interests of the child. Interestingly,
uvenile court records were sealed as a means of ensuring that youth were not negatively labeled as a result
of their contact with the court. The whole idea revolved around the notion that youth, unlike adults, were
ot yet lost and that reintegrative efforts would tend to have optimal likelihoods of success. This line of
thought also considered youth to be more impressionable and open to positive change, if only given the
gppropriate guidance. The use of constitutional safeguards were thought to be impediments to the informal
helping approach that was desired since these safeguards were rooted in an adversarial mentality that juve-

uile advocates sought to avoid.

After the first juvenile court was established, these courts spread throughout the nation until in 1927
il but two states had enacted legislation for both juvenile courts and juvenile probation. It 1s important to
point out that probation is largely an extension of the courts in many respects, even though it is presented
0 this text (and in others) as a branch of corrections. Thus, any developments in the juvenile court also
Yinsferred to eventual changes in the nature of juvenile probation. Thus, juvenile probation quite naturally
Mplemented the helping approach with youth, just as did those courts that processed juveniles. According

atessa and Allen (1999), “the theoretical assumption of juvenile probation was that providing guidance,
nseling, resources, and supervision would assist low-risk juveniles to adapt to constructive living,” and

ol

"he process, these youth could avoid the detrimental effects of institutionalization.

X The Nature of Juvenile Probation
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-en the adult offenders who John Augustus might have supervised were probably juveniles by today’s
ds. John Augustus’ work was instrumental in legislation that established probation for juveniles in
\g78. During this same t.ime period, the Society for .the Preventiqn of Cruelty to Children was also
qablished in 1875. Later, in 1899, this group would be instrumental in forming the first juvenile court in

Probation is a judicial disposition under which yout}?ful offenders are subjc?ct to certain.conditions
¢dby the juvenile court while being allowed to remain in the community during the duration of their
Probation is the most widely used judicial dispf)sition psed in Juyenile courts ar(?qnd the country.
€ primary functions of juvenile probation are intake, investigation, apd supervision. During the
s Stage of the court proceedings, the probatif)n officer will typically fleglde whethef or pot to file a
Juvep: 100 a child referred to the court. Investigation cOnSISts of tbe.: compilation of.a social hl.story of the
elerne © 10 assist the judge in making decis10ns. Lastly, supervision focuses mainly on crime control
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During the intake stage of the juvenile process, the probation officer screens youth who are referred to
the court and conducts a preliminary investigation, which includes an interview where the probation off;-
cer will advise the youthful offender of their rights. If the parents oI legal guardnans have not yet beep noti-
fied of the juvenile’s status, the probation agency will inform thgrl} and will RS that they are adv.nsed of
their legal options and their right to secure an attorney. In addition, the probation officer conductlng the
intake may find it useful to interview the family, witnesses, victims, and other personnel.to de.te{mme if
detention or other considerations may be necessary for the youthful olffender. Natprally, the juvenile’s school
will likely be contacted to gain information and to also make appropriate educatlon'fll arrangements for.the
youth while they are being processed. Lastly, if the youth has been in court before.: or is already on probation,
the intake officer will find it necessary to update himself or herself with the previous reports that are on file.

The investigation stage is roughly 60 days in length, but if the couthm.Jse comblnes the ad)?dxcatory
and disposition stages, it may be required that the officer finish the investigation prior to the youth's appear-
ance in court. This investigation is often referred to as the social study, which details the youth's personal
background, family, educational progress, previous violations, employment, and so forth. This social study
will end with the probation officer’s diagnosis and treatment plan, as well as the probation ofticer’s ultimate
recommendation to the court. With this report, the probation officer provides final determination of
whether the youth should be returned to the community as well as the specific conditions for the recom-
mended probation sentence.

The supervision stage includes the casework, surveillance, and various aspects of security manage-
ment to track the behavior of the juvenile. This stage is, at least in the most basic terms, a key function of
the probation department. In the process of performing this function, it is common for juveniles to actually
develop a strong connection with their juvenile probation officer. Despite the fact that juvenile probation
officers may be responsible for supervising the security elements of the youth’s sentence, the other functions

of juvenile probation tend to mitigate the relationship and provide for a blend between mentor and rule
I - .°l‘:. .

monitor. The strong focus on rehabilitation tends to weigh out in most cases and reflects the general oper-
ational focus of the juvenile probation officer.

Probation supervision is used in the majority of cases where juveniles are adjudicated. This form of
sentence 1s considered appropriate for youth who are not violent and are not seen as being in serious need

of intensive services, such as might be encountered with drug addicted youth or those with serious mental
health concerns. In such cases, these youth would be sent to residential community treatment centers, most
f’f which will be designed for youthful offenders. Even though the youth may have emotional and/or behav-
§oral Problems, they can still end up on probation due to a lack of effective inpatient services being available
In a given area. This might be true in some rural communities where residential facilities may not exist. In
such cases, youth are typically required to participate in a number of activities and/or treatment-related
quctlons as a means of accommodating their corollary (but important) issues. Further, during the super-
vision of the youth, there are often added requirements that the youthful offender obey their

agree that the presence of adult supervision is Important and that the existence of family influences are per
haps the most instrumental

aps | DSt 1 forms of socializing elements available. Thus, probation officers who oversee
juveniles will likely be engaged in a number of functions that also involve the families of the juvenile
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fender Addressing t!]ese factors can become quite complicated since it may be that the parents themselves
e not high functioning and/or may be ill-equipped to 'handle the youtl?’s behavior, both at home and in
-eirschool oF community. I.ndeed, some parents may be in need of parenting classes and may be misguided
1 effective parenting techm.ques to fud theolr child.In .these cases, 1t may seem that to some extent the entire
,mily is on probation, partlf:ularly if family thf:rapy IS warranted ar}d/or It 1s determined that the parents
ave been neglectful or z.xbusw.e of the y9uth: It 1s common for many juvenile offenders to report dispropor-
nate levels of a})use in their past histories, leading researchers to conclude that abusive experiences
ggravate the likelihood of offendmg.and compound the likelihood of recidivism. Thus, returning youth to
ese homes may not be the best option. However, many youth are returned to homes that are not the best
ption due to a lack of resources. Though juvenile probation officers will tend to monitor the family system's
rogress, this can still have negative effects on the youth and their overall ability to break out of criminal
ehavior. This is particularly true when the juvenile does not wish to be separated from their family, regard-
ss of how toxic that family might be.

On the other hand, it may be that the parental system is actually quite well functioning and that the
outhful offender engages in delinquent actions due to other factors. One primary factor can be peers who
re selected. The impact of a teen’s friends is great, and if the youth befriends other youngsters who are
elinquent, a certain pull toward criminogenic behavior is likely. The impact of delinquent peers is actually
commonly studied phenomenon (Cox, Allen, Hanser, & Conrad, 2008; Hanser, 2007a). In fact, as youth
rogress from early childhood to adolescence, they tend to place more importance on the judgment from
eir peers than that which they receive from their parents; that is a natural process of autonomy seeking, a
rocess common to youth who are maturing into adults. This then means that some may go through peri-
ds of storm and stress where parents seem to have lost much of the influence and impact that they once
ad In guiding their child’s life. Add to this the various physiological changes that occur during the teenage
ars and it becomes clear that these individuals can be inherently challenging for even the best of parents.
s, it cannot be said that youthful delinquency is simply a product of poor parenting.

Further, others may see problems with juveniles on probation stemming from an inability and/or
Willingness to relate in a constructive manner with authority figures (Abadinsky, 2003). Abadinsky
003) claims that “parents, school officials, and others who have represented authority to the young person
"€ caused him or her to develop a negative, even hostile, attitude towarfl authority in gc?ne;al" (p. 143).
hile it is trye that many youth on juvenile probation may have a natural distrust of authority (partxcularly
ult uthority), the general claim that school officials and parents Serve as the cause of these problems is
Mething that should be refuted. Indeed, some youth will have a variety of behavioral disorders, such as
Positional defiant disorder, hyperactivity disorder, or the even more serious conduct disorder (Hanser,
lm?ua). The§e disprders tend to appear .with disproportional fll;equ:?ncr)(') Caexglszgg Ot?t(e);e zgg;hyg::}c\e}s;i(:
'esf%h " Juv.emle juecicy spenens e & St S SRR ¥\0m n:)s opr school (;fticials) In such cases, the
i );PCS of diagnosable disorders, the fault does not lie with parents or s o S tha{ o

actors are complicated and are often due to personal characteristics of the young p
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PSychosocia] in nature.
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it tmto the overall supervision plan, and this

N should pe utilized. when feasible. In some cases, juvenile probation officers may incorporate such per-
’ helps to provide a meaningful bond for the young person and,

urns oyt provides an additional source of human supervision that is based in well-intended purposes
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for the youth. Throughout the course of the helping process, the probation officer will often involve the

ily and will meet the juvenile probationer at different times and places. The juvenile probation officer is
to network with school officials (counselors, teachers, and administrators) and may even serve as an ;
cate for the child to secure public school placements (Abadinsky, 2003). In fact, many youth proc
through the juvenile justice system may have learning disabilities and other challenges, and this can 5
the list of problems that they face. In most cases, the worse these youth do at school, the more likely the
to engage in problematic behaviors. In frustration and perhaps due to diagnosable problems, these youtt
exhibit disruptive behavior, making school administrators hesitant to accommodate the young person.
the juvenile probation officer may find that they are indeed the youth's most passionate advocate when re
ing problems that face the individual. In some cases, probation officers may have to arrange for placem
juveniles into a foster home and/or adoption. This is particularly true if the family conditions are deplo
Thus, juvenile probation officers find themselves often working in tandem with other social service age
The partnerships between these agencies and the probation officer are often critical to ensuring th:
young person receives the appropriate help that they need.

N The Juvenile Court System

Neubauer (2002) noted that while all states today have juvenile courts their organizational relations}
other judicial bodies varies greatly. Indeed, it would seem that only a few states have created juvenile ¢
that are completely separate from other judicial bodies in their jurisdiction (Neubauer, 2002). In
juvenile courts have a great deal of difference from state to state, falling within one of three g
categories: (1) that of a separate court, (2) a part of the family court, or (3) a component of the loca
court system.

When a juvenile court operates as its own separate statewide entity, this means that it will have it:
administrators, judges, probation officers, clerks of the court, and other personnel. This type of syst
actually rare, falling within the states of Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Utah. However, in a few large
ropolitan areas, the juvenile court is kept completely separate from other court systems. Most jurisdic
do not separate juvenile courts because the operation of juvenile courts is thought to be more expt
when administered separately. Because of this, it is more common for such courts to be connected t0
court systems and/or functions. .

A second and more common form of juvenile court organization is to include juvenile courts with
broader scope of the family court system. Family courts have jurisdiction over almost all family m:
which are often civil in nature. Further, since family issues obviously tend to include issues pert.aml
children, the integration of juvenile court proceedings into these services is even more pragmatic in
In many cases, family courts oversee matters concerning delinquency, status offenses, and child-vict
child abuse cases (a topic that follows this subsection). .

The most common means for juvenile courts to operate is as part of the broader trial court §Y
Though the most common means of administration, this is also a very interesting means of h?"dl";g
nile justice. Indeed, when going beyond the legal considerations of the jurisdiction, the question O’
juvenile cases are heard tends to be more a function of the courthouse caseload within a given Jur® g
Neubauer (2002) stated that “in rural areas with few cases, they most often are a type of case O .
calendar much like tort and contract cases” (p. 506). This demonstrates that juvenile cases may beual‘
in with the common court caseload in a rather informal and potentially haphazard mannet. Tl}e ?caé
such proceedings is perhaps speculative, at best. In most other areas, there do tend to be sufficien
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warrant one or more specific judges who devote themecves fully to the uvenike caceload. While this “Cpa-
ration of the fuvenile court is grounded in the need to more effectively proacess the volume of uvenile cases
n these jurisdictions, it 1s also rooted in the fact that juvenile cases are shielded from the public eve. In other
words.it is easier to keep juvenile proceedings from public view of scrutiny when they are conducted in <«ep-
arate sections of the court or (even better) in an entirely separate courthouse.

X Juvenile Records

uvenile records tend to include various types of information. Among these revords there is likely to be a
composite of the criminal history, family and personal information, abuse histoey, truancy reconds, as well
as other identification information such as fingerprints andor photographs. Other inturmation, such s
driving records, HIV/AIDS testing, status offense records, substance abuse history, and so lorth may also be
included. In addition, if the juvenile has committed a violent crime, there 1s likely to be intormat:on
rrgarding the victim and witness notification proccss as 8 means of protecting those pcrsons lrom the
pvenile offender.

Importantly, some states such as Texas may have a central repository tor juvenile records whereas other
sates may have local jurisdictions that maintain the records o puveniles who are processed within the
prisdiction. Obviously, the more centralized the records, the more likely they are 1o be usctul tor pubin
safety purposes. However, juvenile records do tend to be contidential in nature, and only the juvenile
oftender, the juvenile’s parents/legal guardian(s), or the atturney of record 1s typically given aceess. Sate
social service and/or various law enforcement agencies also tend 10 have the right 1 access these revonds,
given appropriate justification. The general public, however, is not given access W these records It s Jcar
that centralized record systems are superior to those maintained by tar-tlung jurisdictions, partu ularty
when agencies must share information in the interest of public satety. Given the recent concern with swient
mvenile offenders, in general, and juvenile sex oftenders, in partcular, ssues related W interageny uitur-
Mation sharing have become an increasing area of convern. Effecuve inturmation svstema oo wvernle
Wlenders tend 1o be fingerprint-based systems. This tends 10 address issues rebited to the reliatdity and
Ycuracy of juvenile records. Since fingerprints are the bk»{lldri( standard tor dentific stivn of peryons whe
Wre dassified in criminal justice computerized systems, tus basts makes good umple sense.

R Adjudication Processes and Difference From Adult Courts
\_‘-‘_—_—_——________—_—_—___‘ — - s N R
The juvenile court system consists of unigue legal characteristn that are el ted 1n the very oo that are
ed. Where adults are arrested. tried, and sentenved o prison, juseindes are sumitivised, hsve s Deasiing, ainl
¢ committed 19 residential placement (Neubaucr, 2002). Avcuding W Neubauct (224, pvetnic wourty
d‘“f’r trom adult courts in fuur important means: (1) These courts are Ui sl 10 ature (2) eyt kegal
msls 1S 1n civil law, (3) they tend to have clused er}'dlllgx, aisd (1) they Jo Dot wiwally Baee jury Lrals,
¢ differences provide for more luid vptions, both in terms ol prvessiing amd scilictiailig, tetled tuiy the
e of the juvenile courts to reform the juvenile, \u‘hcfn pu;lual. |
In hclping the child, the juvenile courts emphasize tqlulmahl)', whi.h, as 'oulcd carlicr in thiy sec-
» CONtrasts with the formal and adversanial nature vl the adult court. Alihvugh somne dcm;nu of
Process have been added to juvenile proveadings in recent years, juvenile procecdings continue 1o
"tly on less formal proceedings. As result, the rules of evidence and procedural Laws have litile rele-
Yance In many juvenile proceedings (Neubauer, 2002). A$ an extension Irum the premise that juvenile
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courts are designed to help the child, the early shapers of the juvenile court system viewed procedural
sateguards as unnecessary and, even more important, they view’red .these.safeguards as harmful to the
outcome for most juveniles. The concern was that a legal technicality might keep“a child from receiy-
ing the appropriate help and/or assistance that they might need (Neubauer, 2002).“In essence, the sub-
stance of the decision (helping the child) was more important than the procedures used to reach that
decision” (Neubauer, 2002, p. 504). | | . |
Further highlighting the differences between adult and juvenile courts .1s.that whqe .adult prosecutions
are conducted in criminal courts, juvenile court proceedings are based on civil law..Thls 1S thf: primary rea-
son for the differences in terminology that exist between the two types of proceedings. A primary premise
behind the use of civil law is that in using civil law rather than criminal law, the notions of rehabilitation
would be emphasized instead of those associated with punishment. As Neubauer (2002) pointed out, it is
for this reason that a child’s juvenile court record is not admissible in adult court. “Regardless of the fre-
quency or severity of the offenses committed by a juvenile, once he or she becomes an adult in the eyes of
the criminal law, the person starts over with no prior record” (Neubauer, 2002, p. 504). This demonstrates
how earnest the intent is within the juvenile court system to ensure that youth are not permanently stigma-
tized by the effects of their actions that are committed during an early phase of their life. This also is thought
to aid in reducing the likelihood of recidivism since these youth will be able to avoid the negative impact of
public recording of their crimes.

In what seems to be a recent trend, the U.S. Supreme Court and various state courts and legislatures
have modified various procedural due process aspects of the juvenile court, resulting in a blend between
both courts. The intent in these cases has been benevolent, providing safeguards to juveniles while still
attempting to maintain the informal nature of much of the court process. Given the fact that juveniles are

being tried in adult courts with more frequency, this latest development is perhaps expected. The hope is

that juveniles can be afforded more safeguards in juvenile court while simultaneously ensuring that the pro-
treatment aspect of juvenile courts is maintained.

This pro-treatment characteristic of juvenile courts is further reflected in the fact that juvenile court
proceedings are typically closed from public view. Essentially, this means that crime victims and/or ordi-
nary citizens wishing to view these proceedings are restricted from doing so. Thus, public audiences within
the juvenile court are not a usual occurrence as 1s found within adult courts. Further still, most jurisdictions
prohibit law enforcement and juvenile court personnel from releasing the identity of juvenile offenders to
the media (Neubauer, 2002). Further reinforcing this is the fact that even when media petsonnel are able to
ﬁpd out the identities of juvenile offenders, the ethics governing bodies within the journalism industry pro-

hibit the revealing information from being printed, broadcast, or otherwise disseminated ( Neubauer, 2002).

of these procgedmgs as being necessary for effective interventions while critics contend that such secrecy
prevents public scrutiny—something that mos

it ‘ omethi t critics believe would work to perkaps deter juveniles from
uture crime while also providing victims with rights to information regarding the juvenile perpetrator who
has victimized them.

On another front, juvenile courts also differ in th
ers in adult court have the right to tria
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< The Role of Child Protection

1 many cases, juvenile youth are victims of various forms of neglect or abuse. This is a very importgnt
spect of juvenile offending, particularly in community corrections. In many cases, community supervision
ficers (CSOs) will find themselves networking with child protection agencies, and they will likewise tend
,have offenders on their caseloads who are in need of parenting assistance, whether the offender realizes
or not. Further, one must consider that over 70% of female offenders on community supervision are also
e primary caretakers of their children. This is an important observation, especially when one considers
at the proportion of female offenders on community supervision is much higher than those who are
carcerated. This means that CSOs are likely to come across issues related to the welfare of children on a

irly frequent basis. Further still, among a high number of delinquent youth, disproportionate rates of
buse and neglect occur. This then further demonstrates that CSOs who supervise juvenile offenders are

kely to contend with neglect and abuse issues with young oftenders on their caseload. Child neglectand
buse can then be relevant to CSOs who supervise either adult or juvenile offenders.

In discussing these issues, we first turn our focus to child neglect since such maltreatment is often a
recursor to later forms of abuse and since neglect also often occurs in conjunction with abusive treatment.
hild neglect occurs when a parent or caretaker of the child does not provide the proper or necessary sup-
ort, education, medical or other remedial care that is required by a given state’s law, including food, shel-
f,and clothing. Child neglect also occurs when adult caretakers abandon a child they are legally obligated
Support (Cox et al., 2008). Neglect is typically divided into three types: (1) physical, (2) emotional, and
) educational (Cox et al., 2008). Physical neglectincludes abandonment, the expulsion of the child from
¢ home (being kicked out of the house); a failure to seck or excessive delay in seeking medical care for the
1ld; Inadequate supervision; and inadequate food, clothing, and shelter (Cox et al., 2008). Emotional
tglectincludes Inadequate nurturing or affection, allowing the child to engage in inappropriate or legal
Navior such ag drug or alcohol use, as well as ignoring a child’s basic emotional needs (Cox et al., 2008).
s, educational neglect occurs when a parent or even a teacher permits chronic truancy or stmply
0res the educational and/or special needs of a child (Cox et al., 2008).

The Impact of neglect is not as readily observable as is abuse. Over time, however, the long-term effects
'.the child can pe just as damaging as they are when a child is overtly abused. Among the oftender popu-
on, child neglect is not at all uncommon. In cases where either the male or female parent is a serious
‘8 abuser ;¢ may be common for the child to be neglected. In fact, there are some circumstances where
“Oldest chilq may be parentified and delegated responsibility of caring for younger siblings while also tak-
gca.re f the parent as well, The child parentificationoccurs when he or she is placed in a position within
“Mily system whereby thc;y must assume the primary caretaker role for that family, often taking care of
;‘:c}lildren and adults within that family system. This 1S common In single head-of-household fam.il.ies
rti: tlhe adult caretaker is an alcoholic or drug abuser and even in some dual adult household families,

Iriltea rly Fhose that are criminogenic in nat}l o h ho are parentified, often do not realize that
Y ar resnngl)’, children who are neglected, including those w P ; i

e Necesaaril b c . . if they do, many have no recourse, and when coupled with the
Otiopg) 1 being mistreated. Even e they are unlikely to leave or report such maltreat
M op b'o nds that they may have with thelr §1bllngs, Y lead to v / oor socialization in man o

their owp, These inappropriate family circumstances leac to very p y cases,

h ch; , o A ,
o - ts- ThuS, th =
syst:gren Observing negative behaviors and developing criminogenic mind-se €se toxic fam
S

1S help to by eneration of persons who are susceptible to further perpetuation of the
Ming lifestyl;e . iselc;celcz lxllseewoffé this that CSOs overseeing juvenile offenders must take into account the
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family situation, encouraging family involvement when the family is functional and recommending family

Interventions when the family is not functional. b
Beyond child neglect, acts of abuse are even more serious forms of maltreatment and include both phys-

ical or psychological forms. Child abuse occurs when a child (defined as a youth unde¥ the age of 18 In most
states) is maltreated by a parent, an immediate family member, or any person resPonmble for the child’s wel-
fare (Cox et al., 2008). Child maltreatment can include physical, sexual, and emotional abuse as w.ell as phys-
ical, emotional, and even educational neglect from the caretaker (CO)f et .al., 2008).. There are varying degrees
of abuse and, in many cases, multiple forms of abuse may have been inflicted against the Chl.ld. Further, these
youth may also come from homes where there is domestic abuse between spouses or significant others.
Research has shown that among juvenile sex offenders, the existence of child abuse is a common charactc.tr-
istic among such offenders in the United States as well as other countries (Hanger & Mire, 2008). Tbe €XIs-
tence of abuse in a youth’s background is an important observation to attend to, since aberrant behaviors are
likely to have been learned from other dysfunctional family members. In some cases, the youth’s behavior
may be a form or acting out against the stress and frustration of their toxic family environment.

According to Cox et al. (2008), physical abuse “can be defined as any physical acts that cause or can
cause physical injury to a child” (p. 266). These authors go on to describe child abuse as a vicious cycle that
involves parents who have unrealistic expectations of their children, thereby getting easily frustrated with
the shortcomings that they perceive their children to have. It is not uncommon for such parents to have
themselves been abused as children, resulting in an intergenerational transmission of violence through
their abusive behavior. The extent of the harsh discipline tends to depend on the level of frustration that the
parent feels, their ability to regulate their own emotions, and their views on appropriate parenting and dis-
cipline practices. The level of parenting skills and the age of the child often affect the type of abuse and fre-
quency of abuse that is inflicted since younger children are less able to defend themselves and/or perhaps
run away.

Further, this type of treatment can greatly exacerbate any potential diagnoses that the young person
might have (such as those just discussed in prior subsections), and this further complicates potential treat-
ment approaches for that child. In fact, it may well be that the adult tamily members themselves have a num-
ber of mental health issues, and this adds further difficulty to the family situation. Within such family
environments, it is unlikely that the youth will be able to ever achieve any sense of normalcy or positive sup-

port. The parent’s own challenges will tend to aggravate those problems facing the youth, and the youth’s
bcfhavior will in turn serve as a further aggravating factor for their own maladaptive parenting. The two then
will tend to continually fuel the dysfunction within the tamily system, thereby ensuring that the maladap-
tive system continues. In such cases, it is not likely that the juvenile should remain within the family system,

and it .should be considered that the youth’s behavior is perhaps a symptom of what is an unhealthy family
grouping,

Psychological abuse is the thir
and child neglect being the first and s

aid law enforcement and prosecutors. Because of thftse dlf;
0 prosecute, being somewhat elusive when put to rigorot

his abuse makes it likely that much of it goes unreported
ment.

ficulties, this is the most difficylt form of abuse t
examination. Further, the difficulty in proving t
since 1t 1s so difficult to detect, prove, and docu



, €MO-
nces of psychological abuse, there is no clear or evident behavior

.Rather, the child displays behavior that is impaired

e , h . ms of emotional abuse, trauma. distance, or
neglect. This 1s an 1ssue that should be seriously considered when children have diagnosable disorders, par-

dissociative, anxiety-based, and/or oppositional/detiant in

| ers such as those just previously indicated, it should be taken to
mean that the caregiver is not necessarily the cause of the disorder, though that likelihood can certai nly exist

as well. Rather, it may well be that the child has these disorders and, due to frustration, the parent resorts to
punishments that are bizarre or unorthodox in nature. For example, parents of a strongly oppositional child
may resort to locking the child in a dark closet as a means of containing the child and also depriving them
of stimuli that may heighten the child’s emotionality. While this may have a basis of logic to it, this type of
punishment is not appropriate yet may occur for long periods of time. In the process, the child’s short-term
behavior may be adjusted, but their sense of long-term maladjustment is further aggravated; in short, the
parents contribute to the emotional disturbances that the child exhibits. On the other hand. parents who are
psychologically abusive may also actually be a causal factor in a child developing any variety of emotional
or adjustment disorders. Children who are psychologically abused may have depression, anxicty, dissocia-
tive, and so forth. In such cases, the treatment from the caregiver negatively impacts that child’s ability to

thrive, resulting in an emotionally impaired child. - |
When neglect or abuse is detected within the home of a juvenile on a CSO’s caseload and/or when an

adult offender is thought to be neglecting or abusing .his or .he.r children, the officcr is under a lcgql obliga-
tion to report these actions to child protection servnces’wnhm tl}at state. In reality, mosf.all Citizens are
required to report this activity anytime they observc? it occurring, but CSOs are espf'gal.l'y lub@c jnd
required to make such reports when they encounter child maltreatmem.l [n essertl)ce, the sbl? n.fhrijunrc( l.o
nter vene. Intervention ofﬁcially begins when the (.)fﬁcer reports t!le nleg ecthor d us.e.a.n dl . c[u ‘: i ﬂi‘:uwrl::.l;
tion agency proceeds to the investigatory stage. This stage usuzflly Involves a (;?}3 visit afx. Ty c;: s it
al parties involved in the behavior and who know abm.xt.the cnrcun.1stan}fest;§s L pr U‘ffk“ﬁg : [ ::ukc d‘; t
cally then generate a risk assessment and make a decision regarding the best type of a

Meets the best inte.rests Olf tthe [;},]slldl.las . deed occurred, the polic‘e and the invcstigafur 'bt'tgc;;hi:::t?:z
t .If s deterquned e to the local prosecutor $O tha‘t.it can be charged. .h\cnvw.u . c‘uw;ue
ection agency will take the case these pro ceedings can be c!lmcult aqd chall.cngms. lt‘m. tl :L) o0t
gleterlx)mna(jon of neg(liect O'i) la:)l;S:éven afraid to leak information regarding their abuse. Cox et al (<

4y be quite ashamed, unable,
Noted that | '
ly and severely abused, children will not tell

: ular . o '_
In many cases, even though they are being reg Y o busers) that their parents will be taken

- instilled by 1
others because Of the (ear (somt’llmcs insti

274)
' do seek help- (- . :
away from them if they e children ofien know no other way 10 live, their current
. e the

.on since these ¢ .tion, among some cases that do go to court,
rvat heir life. In addition y anxigely dhat impedies their ability to
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provide information effectively to the court. Lastly, even in those cases where the child 1s aﬁle to pﬁofwde
effective testimony, judges and/or family protection agencies may.stlll be he.sxtant to remove the yout 1 rol'rln
a home due to objections from the family members, often including objections from the very J‘f";{m € Who
has been abused. Lastly, when youth are enmeshed in such toxic systems and when theu.r sot:la.lzatflon.;s
such that they are not even personally aware that they should, in fact, seek refgge ‘from. their a usw; amily
system, it is important that states exercise that right that was ment.loned earlier in this section—the right
of parens patriae. The state should protect the welfare of the juvenile, both as a moral obligation and even
as a public safety obligation. Indeed, it is in this manner that the state protects the welfare of the child whl}e
aiding future crime prevention within the community, since a reduction in rpaltreatment of these youth will
translate to a reduction in future delinquency. In such cases, intervention simply makes gooc.l sense.
When maintenance of the family is not a viable option and it is not in the juvenile’s best interest, it may
be that the juvenile probation officer will place the juvenile in a foster home. Typically, foster homes are used
for children who have been victims of abuse or neglect. Among those youth who are persistently delinquent,
the use of residential treatment facilities are generally more appropriate (Cox et al., 2008). Foster homes are
intended to provide the appropriate supervision and care that, in the case of juvenile offenders, is likely to

have been missing from their own family life. The care and attention provided by foster homes naturally go

beyond that which the probation officer can provide and therefore are critical resources for youth that truly
have no where else to turn.

Though juvenile courts are careful when selecting foster home placements, it is inevitable that some

- Juveniles will simply be too difficult to control. This places difficulty on the foster parents who attend to such
youth, and this also can negatively impact other youth staying at the foster home. In some cases, difficult
juveniles may victimize the other children staying at the home, and this then creates a risk that makes fur-
ther placement unlikely, resulting in the youth's placement in residential treatment. It is clear that the com-
plexities with raising these needy youth can be quite challenging and stressful for foster parents, so careful
screening is typically conducted of those persons that apply to be foster parents. As Cox et al. (2008) noted,

assuming responsibility for a delin
requires a great deal of commitme
setting cannot be placed due to the

quent, abused, or neglected juvenile placed in one’s home

nt, and many juveniles who might benefit from this tvpe of
lack of available families. (pp. 246-247)

agencies over tine. Suct
¢ probationer with som
ety of healthy and prosocial programs for youth

school programs, access to therapeuti
dult a




A/

546

COMMUNITY-BASED CORRECTIONS

(Continued)

4. Understand the concept of co-occurring disorders.
5. Identify and discuss different types of treatment programs for substance abusers.

6. Understand and discuss the mentally ill offender.

7. ldentify different types of mental illness common 1o the offender population.

8 Understand various classifications of mental retardation.

pecialized and problematic offenders often suffer from symptoms, c.lisorders, .and illness not
commonly or fully understood by most employees of community corrections agencies. A§ a }‘esult, it
1s critical that employees of community corrections agencies identify resources within their

S

communities that have the expertise and capabilities of providing needed services to certain offenders. In

order for community corrections agencies to maximize their ability to effectively supervise specialized
offenders, supervision efforts should coincide with appropriate psychological and emotional counseling
provided by licensed professionals within the community. This section will review four of the most
frequently supervised specialized and problematic offender: the sex offender, the substance abuser, the

mentally ill offender, and the mentally retarded offender. Each of these offender groups will be discussed
along with possible alternatives to referral and supervision.

N Adult Sex Offenders

This section addresses the issue of sexual assault against adult (not child) victims. Before proceeding,
however, it is necessary to define sexual assault First, the reader should understand that the term sexual
assault is used as a blanket term that refers to a number of sexually related forms of offending. Sexual

hat involve touching or penetration of an intimate part of a

. . ozayani, 2001). Thus, sexual assault includes forced sodomy,
forced or:al copulation, child molestation, and any form of undesired sexually related touching (LeBeau &
Mozayani, 2001). For purposes of this chapt

. . pter, sexual assault is the act of forced penetration of any bodily
orifice (vaginally, anally, or orally), or forced cunnilingus or felatio, involving violation of the survivor’s body

and psychological w.ell-b.eing. The assault is accomplished by the use of force, the threat of force, or without
force when the survivor is unable to physically or mentally give their consent.

person's body without consent (LeBeau & M

Sex Offender Typologies: Victim Chosen Is Adult

Throughout North America, sex offenders
and later incarcerated. In some states,
offenders (Morris & Tonry, 1990). The

IS make up an Increasing proportion of persons who are convicted
it has been found that the largest group of offenders is that of sex
MOst common demographic feature is that rapists tend to be young.



Section XI + Specialized and Problematic Offender Typologies in a Changing Era

547

when examining the Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) data, ™7 B @ e oae
over half of rapists arrested are under 25 years of age,and f .\ .7 ¥~ ¥==*

2 full 80% are under the age of 30. Further, the National § - 8=
Crime Victimization Survey estimates that roughly one § = = &
fourth of all combined rapes and attempted rapes that f = :

occur at any point in the year are committed by offenders
who are between the ages of 12 and 20. Additionally, it has
been shown that a high number of rapes of adult victims
have been committed by juvenile offenders. This under-

scores the finding that roughly half of all adult sex offend- F.: "
ers report that their first sexual offense occurred during ¥ 3
their teens (Bartol, 2002). A5

Bartol (2002) noted that roughly half of all men Jr = =
arrested for rape tend to be employed in working-class __

occupations, with another approximate third being 4 Photo 11.1 This community supervision officer (CSO) is
unemployed. Of the convicted rapists, only 20% had a assigned solely to a sex offender caseload. He holds a miniature

high school education and the overwhelming majority tracking device, typically referred to as an MTD in the field. This
came from labor-oriented occupations (Bartol, 2002). Prece of equipment works in conjunction with global positioning
Thus, few white-collar or professional workers are con- system (GPS) surveillance technology.

victed of rape. There is, however, substantial evidence that

most charges for rape are dropped or pleaded out of court to a lesser charge for those men who are more
affluent. Likewise, the majority of these offenders are not under correctional supervision before their initial
arrest for their sex offense and most have some establishment within the community. Further, it has been
found that sex offenders do not share the same tendency to “age out” of their crimes as do offenders who are
fond of committing other types of offenses (Abel & Rpuleau, 1999). Thus, one can deduce that sex offend-
€rs start their offending at a young age, and they are likely to continue offending throughout their life span
if some form of intervention is not successful.
It should also be noted that most s€x offenders do not have a serious mental illness. Although a diag-

nosis of antisocial personality disorder (ASPD) 1s very common among sex offenders, it i§ generall.y not
considered sufficient to justify classifying the offend.er as mentally disordered (Rice, Harris, & Quinsey,
2002). Moreover, despite sensationalism from the media, most sex offenders do not have a major mental dis-
order such as schizophrenia or some other psychf)ses (S.tllf geon & Taylor, 1980).

Many researchers have attempted to classify various kinds of fapists (Holmes & Holmes,. 2002).
However, the chosen typology that will be used for this text and for this section was originally devised by

Knight and Prentky (1990). This typology divides .ral.)ists into fpur categories: (1) power reassurance,
(2) power assertive, (3) anger retaliation, and (4) sadistic. In addition, two more categories h?ve be.en pro-
Vided to more adequately discuss the various types of. adult-on-adult sex offenders and their motives for
“Ommitting their crimes. These two additional categories are the sexual gratification rapist and the oppor-

Power Reassurance Rapist

: ] f the types that will be consi
The <t is probably the least violent o typ | onsidered.
Typ igﬁ;:’el;hreeszsf)‘;;et:iceisr:]r?c:ssociall)lY incompetent and may be quite introverted in thought and




