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The semi- annual narr.tlve report is a written statement describing
what has occurred since the grant was approved or since the last narrative
report was submitted. It is useful to both the applicant and the DJCP o
in that it provides a means of assessing the progress of the program

An adequate narratlve must provide the. fsllowing 1nformatlon~ R

fl. Descrlbe what has been accomplished since the program started
‘or since the last narratlveareport was prepared '

: - b '
g '2. . State whether what has been done as of the date of this 1eport -,

"8 is’'on schedule andsln agreemtnt .with the approved appllcatlon

Where there is a dGV1atlon, explain what the.cause is.

-

2]

P 3. Indicate 1f the program will be completed within- the tlme llmlt
" set in the grant perlod ,

: If it w1ll not be completed within this time llmlt, explain the

delay. , : : S ‘

m4,‘ Dlscuss any ‘problems whlch may have bgen encountered and have-°
not prev1ousl) been discussed. :

2

5. If the actlon grant number starts with a 74 answer -the following
quevtlons , , o 4 : o T

. 1
kY

1) Will mhe.grant fupds’be obligated priOr,to°7/l/76?
. \ D ' ' o .
11} Will the grant funds be expended prior to 10/1/767? e
. " _ o ’ )
Lo @ . "No

Please do not attempt to answer quest1ons 1 through 4 on thls page.
Use additional pages as needed. A

Mail two copies of the narratlve report including this page which |
identifies the file, to the D1v1s1on of Justice and Crlme Prevcntlon,
8501 Mayland Drlve, Richmond, Virginia u23229

The report must\be,frred on or before January 10;'1976._ o
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© . * PREFACE

.

This report is the fifth irf a series of Semi-Amnual Frogress

* o -
Ry

Reports on The -Pendleton Projeot since the operational phase began

1973. Reports. "rior to this time coensisted of onge or twd

in June,.

page documents which summariéed'the'activities-of the plapning phase

oflthis Project. | ‘
The f1rst operatlonal report was submitted on January b, l974

Tt: summarlzed Project bulld-up in terms of staff app01ntments,

’

building construction, preliminary trial of out-client service de-

livery and the.current appointments of Management Board and its
committees.a The philosophy of the Project was summarized together

with current diagnostic, treatment and tralnlng act1v1t1es. All

L.

prev1ouSeplann1ng reports were 1ncluded as well, in an appendlx to

the report (January, 1974). That report serves as-an historical

w

review of the early developmental stages of the Project;'
The second operational report was;submitted on July 10, 1974.
It again reported on steff build-up and tralning and Management"
 Board membersnip. Tooling up of the physlcal'plant inoluding ‘
equ1pmenb’§nd materlals was summarlzed The #development of the
residential day-care program ‘and its results together with the,
The
>

‘Dur-

continuing development,of out-cllent services was presentedw

build-up of activities in community relations was specified.

-

ing this<period, some internal- persomnel management problems devel-

~ oped. Problem analys1s and méhagement actlon together with a modi-

fied internal management structure was repOrted here (July, l974)

_That report emphasipes the second stage of operational development
and the problems as ooiated'with such growth.
Al B Y v
o
ks,
Civ

L
. . - e el L ° ) ’

<




" and public relations. Dnring thlo reporting period, full scale

- -
-~

The third operational report’was submitted' 6n JanUary 16; 1975.

’Management Board members and associated committ s'together with :

staff distribution.was agaln SPELlfled,. The planning and develop- b4
ment of the 24 hour'residential'treatment program and associated

services was presented in deta11 Anecdotes of eight typical cases

were presented together with behav1ora1 data ‘to support the claims

of outcome.v Descrlptlve statistics and resear 'results of all

4 . . 1

'treatment act1v1t1es were reported 1nclud1ng eur expandrwg 1se of

community resources (January, 1975). That report delineates the

approach~to and the establlshment of the PrOJect as a novel full-
blown human service dellvery system.

The fourth'report, July 10, 1975, is similar in nature to L

- the previous report (January, 1975). It'updates descriptive sta-’

tistics .of treatment activities, training, agency 1nvolvement, .

treatment»delivery has been<maintained and refined. These activities

“

will continue throughout.. Agencies elsewhetre have begun to express

a stroné'interest in' our work and indicate'that‘they"hope tohrepli-
cate the process'in their comhunities. In -addition to this, develop-
mental emphasis'has been placed on the "design and implementation of
refined medsurement techniques in order to assess the effecti&eness
of Project prccedures; - Future plan$s include the'development of a
system that can identify, diagnose and treat‘children in trouble:_
The system is intended to administer this process with’a-high~flow-

rate of clients and a high degree of success: Qur,objective is to

establish procedures that‘uillleffectiveiy‘divertichildren in trouble

x

from the Juvenile Justice System to a productive life in the community.

N7 . . v
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The report presented here (January 10, 1976) summarlzes PrOJect
activities for the interval of Ju1y 10, 1975, to December 31,-1975.

This perlod has been characterized by program refinemEnt improved

service de11very and enthus1ast1c publlc interest and.supporE) The o
inte rnal management strucLure has been stremgthcned ‘by a more de-

ta&ied_organlzatlon deslgn. The American -Public Welfare Assoc1atlon'
(APWA) “gave national recognition to the Pendleton Project for crea=-"

tive and administratively sound contributions to the development.
B ) . - - ot —T

B of programs to serve children in trouble. A paper on the‘Management.
Design of the Project'was presented by ‘the Project Director at the
-APWA‘Natlonal Conﬂbrence in New Orleans. The Drow'ect is currently

v

be;ng reviewed. by the U.- S, Department of Justice, Law Enforcement

" Asslstance Administration, National Instltute of Law Enforcement

y and_ Criminal Justice for Exemplary Project Status. During tlte

. ’
o

next year we intend to continue our concerted effolts in serv1ce

delivery, program development and research In order to 1nsure con- .
t1nued fundlng, add1tlona1 emphasis will be placed on 1dent1fy1ng and

structurlng the mechanlsms “for continuing financial support for the'

3

'APrOJect. An adv1sory committee to the- Management Board has been T o
appointed to .carry out this task _ i : ‘ . ,
) o : ' “y ‘ ) ' - B h o
> a ) Richard C. ?ooley, Ph.D.

~“Project Director

» . -

o
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Introduction{ : . . : : .

. . s - o V\'\ .
The Pendleton Broject is a category C-1 Juvenile Delinquency

'Prevention Program serving the citfes of Chesapeake and Virginia

L)

Beach in Southeastern V1rg1n1a. -It is a community based treatment
"

A center d1rected toward re-educatlng chlldren w1th behav1oral prob-

'lems and the1r famllles such that future maladaptlve behav1or is

. .
.

unllkely to. occur. o .

Emphas1s is placed on treatlng those behav1ors that suggest

3

[}

. antlsoclal development which ig llkely to result in contact//rth .

law enforcement officers, the courts’ or correction agendles. The

'PrOJect resources are designed to treat behavioral d1sorders that

.

'may be a funcﬁlon of 1nappropr1ate learning, perceptual or learning

A dlsabllltles, or emotional adJustment d1ff1cult1es. ‘The Project's’

intention is to intervene where_antlsoclal.behav1or exists, when-
i > . M -

’ever reasonable and proper, early enough to prevent the child

[

from bicoming 1nvolved with the Juvenile Justlce System.

lhe effects on the system are regarded as be1ng (l) to re-

‘ duce the necess1ty for lnteractlon between law enforcement and

.chlldren, (2) to reduce the probablllty of adJudlcatlon by prov1d1ng..

reasonable alternatlves, and (3) to prevent the necess1ty for incar-

o

ceratlon by prov1d1ng appropriate treatment in the’ natural env1ron-

ment. It 1s belleved that th1s effort Wlll relieve, to-a reasonable

-

adegree, the{already overloaded burden'of the Juverrile Justlce_Sys-
tem and have a significant effect, here and elsewhere in the future,

on- the reduetion of juvenile delinquency.

o
1 - . . T .o
. . ) . o

. ~ » o
o . © s O . : .
k 3 . j - ~ ' . .
. M N . B ' )
: . oL 'j'- | L - R
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. The . objectives may be stated as: ”(l) to discover the ongoing
antecedent behaviors that may Tead to future antisocial behavior
and result in a maladaptive life style, (2) to develop a compre-

hensive treatment program te. correct ant1soc1a1 development as

early as poss1b1e, (3) to develop TleW resources - and coordinate

’ ex1st1ng resources, (4) to measure the effectiveness of the work.

OBJECTIVE I. TO DISCOVER ONGOING ANTECEDENT BEHAVIORS, THKT
R MAY LEAD TO FUTUFE?ANTTSOCIAL BFHAVIOR AND

(4]

"RESULT IN A MALADAPTIVE LIFE STYLE .

o At preSent; info tion regardlng demographlc, developmental

»behav1ora1 - self- concept psychomotor and soclallzatlon varlables

are collected on -each referral to the PrOJect.»

Uurlng thls_report perlod a preliminary factor analysis was

“

‘compieted?on the first 90 itemc of the Demographic Data Eolm (DEM).
1d -

This work was dome in accordance~w1th a sub- contract w1th
Domlnlon Un1vers1ty The results indicate that the DEM can dis=-

criminate at least elght factors of 1nterest ‘to us. At least one

& ‘

factor- exréts 'in each child's background All items. deemed 31gn1f1-

cant for 1nterpretat10n1uwe factor 1oad1ﬁgs ‘of 40 . greater. .The

solution is based on Thurstone (1947).f1ve criteria for simple

1. . e

structure. ‘ ’ * !

»

Analyses~of Demograohic Data Form DEM

/7 It is hypothe31zed that there is a relatively small number of

'dlfferent subscales whlch accounts for much of the varlabrllty in

¢

the questions asked on the Demographlc Data Form. The: 1dent1f1cat10n

‘ N RIS : ' i
of scales involved the description of a large number of questions




- 126 questlons. These eight factors were rotated to the varimax

‘._deflndtlon, Thurstone states, "Tf a reference ‘frame can be found »

‘in terms of a few reLatiVely-independent factors. It is assumed

&

that the number of .subscales will - vary between one, the case when

all questlons were located on and described by one ax1s, and N the

1

total number of questlons on the Demographlc Data Form, the_case

:when each questeon is located on and described by its own independent

axis. - - , N e e T '

o . ) : .. N T LT _
‘ An’R-mode'factor analvsis was used\ determlne whether there

4

were 1dent1f1able subscales w1th respect tQ\the questlons asked ' -
on the Demographlc Data Fogm In order to determlne whether or

not there were 1dent1f1able subscales, an R—mode factor analys1s

was completed using a sample of 220 students from the Pendletonp,,r’vwrru_;u

'PrOJect as.cases and the 126 questlons on . the Demographlc Data

i

AForm as varlables. the OLD DOMINION UNIVERSITY SPSS FACTOR ANALYSTIS
.PROGRAM was utlllzed for factorlng Each factor selected for inter=n

2 - ey -
pretatlon accounted for -a mlnlmum of 2% of the variability among the
¥ = . ” : .

SubJects. C “ SO . . .y

Elghty,elght oLthogonal factor axes accounted for 100% of the—

varlance. However, only elght of these factors accounted for a

mlnlmum of 2% of the varlablllty w1th1n the questlons. The remaln-

»

ing elght factors accounted for 62.7% of the Var1ab111ty among the

-

cr1ter10n' and the solutlon was tested Eo determlne 1f it sat1sf1ed

- t

, the crlterla for a s1mple structure solutloﬂ.

Thurstone (1947), in his. book Multlple Factor AnaIys1s, sets: RS Y

forward an obJectlve deflnltlon of s1mple structure*and an accompany-

ing obJectlve procedure for a s1mple structure ‘solution. By way of

R ¥

e




-
- -

such that each"test’ﬁector is contained in one or more of the...

~

coordlnate hyperplanes, then the combined frame and conflguratlon ' T

is called a simple structure (p. 328)." Thurstone s (p. 335) .

'cr1ter1a for a~s1mple structure solutlon is as follows:

1. Each row of the factor matrix should have at least one \
Zero.. R _ .

.
.

T T £ there are m common factors,_ each column of the factor
. matrax . should have at least m zeros.

©

- 3, For.every pair of columms of the factor matrix there
" should be several var1ables~whose entrles vanish in one .
column but not in the other. : v A . : e

4. For every pair of colums of the factor matrlx, ‘a large
n proportion of. the variables should have vanishing entries
'in both columns when there are four or more factors.
5. For ‘evéry pair of columns of *he factor matrlx, there =
- .. should be only a small number of variables with non-
Vanlshlng entrles in both columns.

If the- multlple factor solutlon satisfies the f1ve cr1ter1a 11sted

K

above, 1t ts to- be accepted as stable and ready for 1nterpretat10n.
- The orthogonal rotation ofnthese-elght factors did-not yield
an acceptable solution in terms of Thurstone s’ condﬂlons for s1mple

-‘structure. An oblique rotatlon was performed ‘The obllque factors -

'-prov1ded a solutlon that .more nearly met the cr1ter1a for s1mp1e :

structure. N

N

The~e1ght\reference vectors were identified as Subscales I,

* o

IT, III, IV, V, VI, VII, VIII. Variables that had the highest

”factor.loading on the same factor were identified as members of

S

a suhscale. Variables w1th1n each factor were cons1dered of pri-

.

mary s1gn1f1cance 1f the varlable had a rotPted factor 1oad1ng of

=

.40\ or higher on the prlmary reference vector. S -

It was necessary to 1nterpret and descrlbe the membershlp
=

of the questions in each subscale. Interpretatlon consisted of.




£y

examining all questions within a subscale end assigning a descriptive
, _ . e
term which,” in Pendleton PrOJect ‘personnel’s Judgment, 1dent1f1ed e

L4

€,

the common characteristics of the scales (Cunningham, 1975)
The follow1ng are the names and description of each of the

éight subscales.

Y

‘Factor I+ Referral chiid.ismthe oldest child‘who.belongs’to
.clubs or participates in extréctrricuiar activities.
The child is described as hyperactive by his parentsw
The mother has been married more then~once,‘has some
college education upito;and including a degree.‘ She /
is relatively young (i.e;, 20's to.40's). Her |
Currentfhnsbandmisfolder»(i,e+,>5ﬁ;years)-iwm“ e
Factor.Il{‘ Referral child.exhibits‘thsical.symptbms'of«disease;
o he‘is'excused‘from_physical education classes and nis

- immunization record is mot current. -

Factor I1f: child 1ives‘with non~natural narents (i.e., foSter

- | or one step;parent). He 1s the- oldest child and be-" " s
longs to clubs; etc. The mother is from a broken |
home;'sne isiold%r'(i.e,,vSO to 60 years) and married L
more than once (cf. Factor i). | <

factor IV:  Child is -legitimate and probably iiving withinatural .
( parents—(i.e., both natural parents'are alive). . He
‘attends public school, appears to have normal‘oevelop-ﬂ
ment and has a current 1mmunization record Factor»N.
v correlates very low w1th Factor II. (These are

probably ‘control sublects RCP).” | | ‘ .




uFactor.VI Father_is,younéer'(ife,, 20 to 29) marrled more than
o B onceiwoften more than three tlmes,' Mother is & college
graéuate.llMother's age_ls‘not a factor.
vl,k ’ ) Factor VI: Chlld_is living with two parents and the_father is .
- " likely té be;natural Child belongs to clubs, etc.
- Almost mo variables correlated w1th Factor V.
Factor VII: Child is other than the youngest child in a multl-v
- child, amlly Both parents are middle aged (1.e,,d
\ 30 to 49)s | A '
- Factor VIII Child is the youngest in the’familyb
These prellmlnary results w1ll be. reflned in order to clearly

discrlmlnate between approprlate-andqnon-approprlate referrals.‘

Furthermore, the emerglng factors mav determlne sub-orouplngs of'/

[

referral subjects such that generallzed treatment plans may be
developed for each subegroup; The generallzed treatment plans w11l

h\be'flexible‘to“accommodate individual differences w1th1nmtheﬁsuba

~

4

. . groupings.

N—

Slmllar analyses w1ll be carr1ed out on all protocols in

*

our research packet.
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* CHAPTER II-

OBJECTLVE'II..TO'DEVELOP A COMPREHENS]IVE .TREATMENT PROGRAM
' TO CORRECT ANTISOCIAL:DEVELOPMENT e

.~ . L. v .

AS EARLY AS POSSIBLE

Actual and Potential Status and'Criminal"BehaviOr

o

Chlldren wlo are referred to the Pendleton PrOJect exh1b1t a

variety of behav1ora1 problems, ranging from actual status and criminal =~

»

offenses to status and criminal behaviors which would result .in police

or court contact, if detected, to seriously disruptive behaviors in the-

" héme and classroom,

TABLE II-1

Q

Police -Court Involvement:

- . 4ot |
B : ; : ~ Cases % CE  CP
A.  Potential Status 73 - 18.4 73 . 18.4
. .~ .Behaviors ‘ - o : .
‘B, Potentlal Crlmlnal 34 " 8.6 107 - . 27.0 ° S
o Behav1ors- : . -

C. Potential Status and . 46 11,6 153  38.6
: Criminal Behaviors : ‘ v . :

D. Actual Status Offenses 36 9:01' 189 47.6 et
E. Actual Criminal Offenses 47 L1,8‘ 236 '59.4 S .

"F. Actual Status and 34 8.6 -~ 270 . 58,0
Criminal Offenses . " } S S

G. Serious Disruptive . 127 32.0 397 100.0

: Behaviors but no- ' : :
Potential or Actual
Offenses

These categories’ are mutually exclusive so that each case is

recorded in one category only. .
-
1%




; 8 H<FT_ ; . | - L ' H ,f;V R, I
Tible II-1 iﬁdic'a\t‘éé the number of children referrgd to the =
Peﬁdlépon»Projectcwhp héve'exhiéited_éctUal or'pOtgﬁtiélAstatqs ahd[or,-

- criminal behqvioré as well as'iﬁé”nUmber Qf~children referred who,diél f
-played neither status nor criminal béhaviors, but e%hibifed antisocial . .

beﬁaviérs‘at‘a high frequency. |
.Pendléton treatment efféfté must encompgss»g broad raﬁgé‘bf
problems, from the éeriously disruptive child‘to-the child who has
. committedAactual été£US and criminal offenses. ;‘

Y . L
. e \ »
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Treatment ProceduresL Case Studles

)

Examples of Pendleton treatment procedures have been presented
in the January T975 and the June l975 Pendleton ProgectWSem;:AnaJal
Reports.- The two anecdotes that follow 1llustrate examples of treat-
ment approaches which have not been descrlbed prev1ously. The mihr\

research prOJects #1, #2 and #3 dep1ct the experlmental valldatlon \\Q\

of typlcal treatment procedures employed by the Pendleton outcllent

" treatment team (Pro1ect Serv1ces‘Team)

Self contror of Talklng-out Behavior

Chris is an eight year old wh1te male who lives in Chesapeake

> .

with his mother and %seven year old s1ster.. He was referred in May

j1975 bY his second grade teacher, Ms. J., because he had been a =

constant source of d1srupt10n for most of the school year. His

7 behav1or was becomlng 1ncreas1ngly disruptive and out of control

‘The teacher had tr1ed numerous techniques to stop Chris from dls-

.turbing the class without success. Chris had been sent to.the.prin-

~

“cipal's office three'or'four times during themschool'year. ‘Eventually

vh1s mother became involved with the school by punishing Chris for his

'_m1sbehav1or at school. This seemed to have no effect on- controlllng

his behaviors. After observing Chrls in school the following target

.behaviors were. identifled- talklng out, out of seat, daydreaming,

refusal to do work and lylng.

The treatment approach used w1th Chris was ‘a’ "self-control" pro-
Vgram (Kanfer, l970 Thoresen and Mahoney, 1974' Mahoney and Thoresen,
19?4) " This was utlllzed because it was. felt it would place. most of"

the’respons1b111ty on Chris and not .on his teacher. In developlng

‘self-control Chris would monitor his own behav1or ‘and reward hlmself

Q

.whenever it was appropr1ate.. The des1gn was as follows'

1:1‘;




© within a range of two of Ms. J.'s data to earn his reward. - However,

Phase A, Ms. J. counted the frequency (baseline) of'Chris'

"talking out" behavior. (Ms. J. considered this to be “the most impor-

~ tant behavior and she continued to collect data on this behavior

.throﬁghout the program).

Phase B. Chris took a baseline on his "talking out" behavior.: §‘f
_ Phase C. A'contract was set up where Qhris could play a game
one half hour every nlgh* with his mother ié he broﬁght~home his

nonltorlng sheet with no more than two instances of talklng out per,

o day. Chris was re9p0n51b1e for maklng sure he had a mon1tor1ng sheet

each day and for bringing it home. As a bonus, Chris could leave

class fifteen minutes early on Friday to go to the cafeteria for ice

cream, if he had ten or less occurrences of "talking out" for the

week.

. Phase D,..If‘Chris' data differed greatly{from that of Ms: 1's,

he would be confronted about the discrepan5y~and would haVe to stay

SRR

this never had to be enforced., In five weeks, ‘the teacher was com-~
plete]y satlsfled w1th Chrls behavior.vA ' _

" The program took place in the latter part of the school year and
was dropped at the end of school. Durlng our follawup which took

place at one and five months after termlnatlon, Chris had entered a

new grade with a new teacher. He was behaving within ‘acceptable 11m1ts

_withoht any incidents of the disruptive behavior for’whlch he had

been originally referred.

His mother wrote us the letter that appears on page 12. L.
. o

1
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Dear Dr. Pooley

PR s—_—— S

4

I aﬁ Chris K.'s mother, a child who was helped by'pendleton.

‘prbjeot‘) Mr. Pri?ZO“WOfked with him thetlast'weeks'df'sdhool Please

forglve me - for wrltlng so late, and I hope that it w111 not reflect

ungratefullness. Chris is a completely changed ‘boy. H1s behav1or

o pattern is changed and through pendleton I was shown how to deal

_w1th h1m. I love Chris very much and I want what s best for him,

The pendleton way has - shewn me how to make Chr1s a more productlve,
" responsible persomn. . Mr. Prlzzo was so warm and fr1endly and 1nterested

in Chris. He has been a great help. It .is my hope that—pendleton

will continue, and that. chlldren 11ke Chris can get the help they

need. If every ch11d could be help as much as Chris, there would be

fewer”problem'teenagers and adults’ God bless you Ln your worL.

Sincerely,

Diane K..

e e s SRS e = e e e s
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The Case of Three Slbllngs Stealing o e

Kenneth 1s a 12 year old male referred to the Pendleton PrOJect -

F

~on February 3, l975 by the Chesapeake Soc1al Serv1ce Bureau. He

usually took money and small items only from the famlly However,..-

?

over a weekend a frlend v1s1ted the family and $30‘was stolen from-
~him. The money was found under- Kenneth s bed When questloned he o 2

admitted steallng'the money. _ . o : '32.'

-
a

An. interview with_the;parentsArevealed that. there had been money-

. missing.in the‘home'for'the last three orvfoufbyears. Their oldest
daughter, Victqria,dage'lA ‘had'a problem taking things. Sometime-, ./f
durlng the last year, they dlscovered there was a- 81mllar problem.w1th
Kenneth He-also lied and" p1cked on h1s younger brother and s1ster.

The mother reported that the younger son, Kelly, age 8 was:
"beginning to show the same problems as Kenneth and V1ctorra. He had’’
begun to'lie and dccasionally took. small items around the house._ She»

requested that we 1nclude Kelly 1n the program. - S ”;;_;_r«

&

SRR S e e R

The famlly is very rellglous and attends the Pentecostal Church

regularly. They were. very embarrassed by the steallng The mother
 “had put a‘padlock on her bedroom closet door and always carried her -
"pocketbook with herain the home. Kenneth had broken the frame on the

closet’door and. taken’the money she kept locked in the c10set.

The parents tried to maintain ‘a-close relatlonshlp with the
children. ~'They ‘had str1ct rules concernlng acceptable behPJlOf In ;
the ho_me,3 They could not accept the constant picking and fighting
among the.chlldren. They felt their chlldren had no reason to steal

as each child rece1ved an allowance (Ql each) every weekend ‘The

: chlldren received free lunches at school. Two or three times each




!

-~

week Ehey rece1ved extra money in the morning before‘school " The —

e

only Chlld in the home ‘not- show1ng any problem was Laura, age 4. .

Interv1ews with the school personnel revealed that there were?

”@o behav1or problems in the?schools. )

f’ LK

A basellnezln the home revealed that in seven days there were

-

six instances of steallng, twice by Kenneth and four times by Vlctgr;arléég
/ ol

e ) Y

AKelly d1d not steal durlng the basellne period
" A behavioral program was started in the home on Mé/ch 4 sit
. cons1sted of the follow1ng intervention strategles-

o

. 1. Mother would keep track of all money m1ss1ng in the E

k | j- | . home. ) o S o s
2. " She would not search for the money or assign blame -
for steallng . : ’ |
~3. At the end of the week, allowanceg&une, the amount of
money missing would be subtracted from the total of all
three childrén's allowances. The amount left would be
o Aflvyvij“- ( d1v1ded*edually among the chlldren.

~ —

The behav10ral contract Was monitored for ten Weeks,pfrom March 4
to May 12, Durlng this t1me, only one instance of steallng 1n the
amount of 25¢ had occurred | ) '

On Aprll 28, after the steallng program was well. 1nto effect, a
second behav10ral program was 1n1t1ated in the, home to structure the

hlldren s activities as they continued to fight among themselves%_”“

A fbllow-up contact on September ll 1975, showed that the children.-

were doing well and that their parents cont1nued to be pleased w1th ”; -

- thelr overall behav1or.~ Only a small amount of change had been mlssed o

LY

omce or ‘twice s1nce ténmlnatlon of the case, | IR

24
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Treatment ProcedurengMlnl Research“Programs S
\

Durlng the currenf’grant year,'"fourteen mlnl research" prOJects ,\g;>

are being conducted. At present, three of these ' 'mini. rcsearch" pro-

Jects are currently belng carrled out by the Project Serv1ces Team .

- in order to experlmentally demonstrate the effect1ven=ss of certain

t;eatment pro¢edures dlscovered dur1ng our flrSt two years of gpera-
ﬁlon. These three projects are described brlefly below: -
l.‘ "Classroom Management by Means of Dally FeedbacK to Parent; and
Home Based COntlngencles.
Earlier studles wlthpme dellnquent adolescents in a ;tructured
group home settlng (Balley,c ‘Wolf, & Phllllps, 1970) 1nd1cated that
classroom target behaV1ors can be brought under control by the use

of home- based relnforcement The follow1ng study 1u\cst1gates effec-

" tiveness of»daily feedback and a home-based continganry procrdure in

N
u

P

3 ) ) '
the management of ctlassrogm behaviors. '

R Method ‘ o "

Research Design’

{The intensive»study.of-single subject (Thorensen,~ 1973) prov1ded

" K4

the bas1s for the des1gn of this research The procedure is belng
3

repllcated w1th five subjects. =The des1gn sequence is Al 1A2 2, -

that is basellne-lnterventlon return to basellne conditions- 1nterventlon.
Baseline (A 2 observatlons are conducted for one week with a minimal
rellablllty crltcrlon of 85% on a s1ng1e day between Leacher and E
observatlons of the target behaviors. The 85% criteriorn is a pre-

o

requisite to moving into the firs%“iﬁtervention phase (By). The

criterion for moving from the first intervention phéée-(ﬁl) back to

' . ’ . . ’ u._' 5 . .‘ o
baseline conditions (Az) is two succegsive weeks in which § earned = .




" weeks, o . v e Ty

Subjects T ;; j‘_u'

‘,. . | ' B . 17&

. ¢ ' .
his weekend bonus. = If S's behavior is rated as "poor" on two out of -
thrée oonsecutlve days durlng A2, then the second 1nterventlon phase

(B2) is 1mplemented. Phase B2 1s ma1nta1ned forva m1n1mum‘of eight

&
- .

LY

- In addition to the change in the frequency of the.target behaviors
during the various baseline and interVention . the effectiveness of

the 1ntervent10n is evaluated by trend analys1s (Thoresen, 1972) and

&

by pre and post measures on the Pendleton Project Teacher ‘Behavior

Rating Seale andjthe Piers-Harris Self.Concept Scale.

‘The subjects are five g¢lients deemed to be appropriate:to'the_

-

population'of e Pendleton PrOJect ages 6= 12 These chlldren are
those who have school and home behav1or problems. ‘ These pr blems-
are manlfested in the form of flghtlngw not,followrng d1rect10ns,

off—tusk 1y1ng, steallng, etc.{ dne criterion for subjects will be

“to exh1b1t at least one behav1or'equa1 to the severlty of that of a

'predellnquentochlld‘ In add1tlon, parents must have control over,

w1th contlngencles).

: Interventlon Procedure

subJect in the home env1ronment (1 e., ab111ty to follow through -

v

Settlng _ S 3 o ' ;

Thls research is carr1ed out durlng the ‘regular school year

with the children belng in- their natural home and_school environment,.

© R

b
The only home 1nterventlon before the- 1mplementat10n of the

-

'”home note" w111 be r ut1ne 1nvest1gatory procedures to inform parents,

.

of what the Pendleton Project has tgﬁoffer and to determine what the

-

»

parents may be expectlng from the Pendleton PrOJects ‘In_the school,

/ | 2';—3 . | | : ‘ l..n (\
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fv pre4implementation'orientation will define teacher expectations of
_the PrOJect and, generally,'%hat the P. .ject ekpects of the teacher.
- The "home note" system is des1gned to provide daily feedback
to parents regarding their child's classroom behaVlOL and academic L

performance during the . school day. The child brings a note from home

PR

and is rated- on each target behav1or by each teacher at theend ot
" the class period It "is the responsibility of -the ch11d to have the-
.teacher rate and initial the note. The notes are brought home to the
'parents and the daily privileges "are earned or 1ost contingent on °
- the'teacher s ratings of S's performance._ ‘If the child 1oses or does
not bring home the note, he.loses alf priVileges,

The child signs an agreement with"the parents.that'tells him wbat .
he is to earn for appropriate ratings and what he is to lose for inap-
propriate ratings. - These were ind1v1dually determined by the child
and parents and may include daily, midweek and /or weekend activities -

*

and priVileges.
E will maintain phone contact w1th parents during intervention
: (Bl and B2) and'second baseline (A2) phases id order to assure that
A apDropriate contingencies are being cons1stently applied.”

v

Observation Procedure

[y

",7 Three taiget behaViors identqfied by each teacher are included
in the "home note" system. Because of the des1gn of this "home note"
system, it is probable that each child will be rated on academic

achievement as well as two other behaViors which,are within each . .

‘child's repertoire;;.
The teachErs are instructed to rate the chiidren-in the three
\ different categorles with ' good " "average, or "poor." ‘The criterion
- for each rating is determined by a fraction of the baseline data. \

I:R\ﬂ: Reducing 1nappropr1ate behav1or ?y 75% of baseline frequency earns \°




«

2

a "sood" rating. Reduc1ng rnapproprlate behav1or by 50% of basellne

frequency earns an average. rating; less than 50% reductlon earns a

" behavior, the baseline indicat%s twenty times per day. To receive a

} T ‘"good' ratlng, S must reduce from’ twenty times per day to 75%- of that

: flgure which 1s'f1ve_t1mes per_day 'out of seat. To recelve,an-

\

"average" rating, S must not be 'out of seat" any more than 50% of -

the baselfe frequency which is ten times per day.

If S has oniy’one teacher, then he is rated by her at the end
"of ‘eachtlass period. If S has more than one teacher,vthe'rating will

be done on separate "home hotes" for each teacher at the end of the

o
~

[ - . —_
teacher's tlass period.

Observations are done by teachers with intermittant obserVations
by E fgr‘reliability comparisons. These'obServatiqns are done at

, onerhour intervals during the baseline week, The home note interven-
+ tion is 1mplemented after there 1is 85% reliability between teacher

and E' s.frequency count of the target behaviors. Thereafter, E w1lr.

Qbserve ohe hour per week during each phase of the study. e

"poor" ‘rating. For example, in the behavior categorysof "out of seat'

[




ra

2.; "Behavior Managenent in the Home.hy‘Contracting between Parent

and Child" . -

Many of the;children referred to the Pendleton Project are engaged
in a "power struégle”,(Dreikurs; 1964),Qith their pagents and other

authority figures with respect to_daily duties and responsibilities -

"~ of both parties. ' The parents, for!example, may be interested in the

\\\\

child carrying out assigned chores, respecting others property, and
playing cooperatively with other siblings. The child, on the other

hand, is usually interested in some respect and,recognition for his

own capabilities, daily attention from his parents, and the opportunity

to’ develop his social relationships With peers and adults (Muller,

1969). BehaVioral contracting prov1des an effective method for

.clarifying the expectations and needs of the partieés involved. (DeRiSi

& Butz, 1975) while defining 'short and;long range procedures for meet- :

in each party s goal  In the case of young (6 -7, years 0ld) children

and/or in-aituations where continued conflict has produced intense

‘neg tiye feelings between parent and child,it is very helpful to give

©

immediate positive feedback for‘behavior that indicates progress'toward
the \goal of the contract. -This .may be done im the form of & "point
sysdem"(Ayllon and Azrin, .1968)  which would clarify where the child

O

is with respect to his objectgve;
.W The Behavior Contract/POint System employed in this study is

designed to (l) provide structure within the home, (2) set clear and

- reas nable limits for the child's behavior, (3)-prov1de parents With

an al ternative disciplinary procedure for teaching their children
SOCl{llY acceptable behaVLors. The purpose of this study is to demon-

stra

chang ng th target behaViors of the child in the deSired direction.

(>

t; the effectiveness of the behaVior contract/pOint system by
3y

/
Lp
0
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Method

Research,Design

-»
The design of this study is based on the intensive study of

 single subjeets (Thoresen, 1973). ‘The design~is‘aS>follows:
. A-B-A-B oraBaselin@‘(A)fIntervention.(B)-Return to Baseline Condi-
tions (A)-Intervention (B). , The object of this design is to

_investigate the effectiveness of the Intervention (B). The study is

-

replicated with five subjects.

Measurement Procedures

> Intervention effectiveness is evaluated by (l) analysis_of the

- trends of the behav1or ‘charts during each phase of the study, (2) pre'

. and post measurements on the Pendleton Project Parent Behavior Rating

| Scale, (3) pre and _post measurements (gain score) on the Piers Harris

Self Concept Scale.

Subjects - | ' _ o o

The subjects are £ive clients from within the Pendleton’population\-

who are exhibiting behavior problems primarily in the home. Examples

- of anticipated behav1ors are refusal to do as asked, tantrums, steal-

ing, lying-and flghtlng with sibs. -
Setting - ‘
The research will be carried out in the natural home environment.

The school situation is routinely investigated-before the implementa-

‘tion of. the home point system. SchooliperSOnnel are informed that .
e _

the child is being worked w1th in the home and routine* research data
will be collected. There will be no d1rect 1nterventlon.1n the school

until the end of this experiment.

A
l

-4 .
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Baseline QA)

E meets with the child's parents to identify target behaviors.
Ne More than three behaviors will be seIected'forﬁthis project

garente are 1nstructed to take a basellne frequency count (A)
on the 1dent1f1ed beha"fors for at 1eaqt six days, to include one -
“weekend. E observes on_an intermittant hourly basis until there *s
~an 85% correlation in baseline freQuencies with data collected-by

the 'parents and E. The child is not informed of this procedure.

Interventlon (B)

~ Upon completion of Lhe acceptabel basellne (A), E meets w1th the
child and His_parents to negotiate a contract and a point system (B).
The chiid may earn points in two ways: (1) increase appropriate
behaviors such aS'choree or!household responsibilities, (2) decreese

inappropriete behaviors by % or greater of the average baseline fre-

quency The method for‘earning points depends on the terget behaviers.;

A contract is negotlated between the child and parents., The
child earns a pre—determiPed daily pr1v1lege or act1v1ty if he earns
80% of his possible points.' He earns a weekly bonus if he earns five
Sout of seven ofﬁhis’daily‘privileges. .Parents and;child must agree'

to privileges and activities earned and to criteria for earning them.

Baseline (A)

>

When S has earned a weekend bonus for two succeséive weekends,
~the parents are encouraged to test the effectlveness of the inter-
vention procedure by dlSCOHt%Hdlng it. Basellne conditions (A) are .
then put into effect until such time that the behavidrs ‘return to an

unacceptable frequency or approach the original baseline level.




Intervention (B)

If°the hehaviors return to aniunaCCeptable frequency, then the
parents will be instructed to reinstitute 1ntervent10n (B) for a

period of eight weeks.

3. '"Behavior Management by Teachlng Parents to Analyze Situations

Behav1ora11y "

" This approach is’designed to teach parents<to eliminate.chil- "
dren's unacceptable hehavioreruire-train them te behave in a more
acceptable manner. This is dome by coaching'the.parents to make
behav1ora1 observatléhs of thelr ‘own behavior and make changes where
necessary in order to prov1de changes in the1r chlldren s behavior.

. By behavioral pbservatlon, the parents are able to look at the total
situation: the antecedent to the behavior, the behavior itself, and
the’censequence'that is maintaining the behavipr. This approach 1ends
itself to therparents understanding the basic concepts of behavior |
management.Theylearn that their behavior is affecting the way.the

child behaves. . ¢

The use of reading material for parents from L1v1ng with Chlldreni

‘(Patterson & Guillon, 1968) and_observatlon and chartlng of one's own
behavior, in 1nteract10n with the referred child will be the primary -

~ teaching tools.

L5

T Method

Research Design

The design is based on the intensive study of individual subjects

'(Thoresen 1973). The design involves four phases: Ay By, Bi,IBZ.

The first base11ne (Al) is a frequency count taken by the parent on
Q : ' S 30 |
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on the child's target behaviors. During the second baseline <A2):
the fréquency of each behavior is'recordéd together with antecedent
to that'behaviOr and- the consequence,that follow it and then the

behavior that follows the consequence. The criierion to move from

baseline Ay to A, and from baseline A, to intenvention B, Is 80%

reliability correlation between parent and E observatipns. Interven-

tion Bl is a selected reading frop Living with Children, (Patterson &

Gullon, 1968)’nith oral quizzes on the material, 'Inﬁervengion'Bz is

coaching and suggestions based on reading material and behavioral.
records kept by parents.

Measurement Procedures

Intervention B1 and Bé are considered suééessful if the target
‘behaviors are oncurring at a daily ffequency.of'one half (50%) of
. the baseline Al‘(aVeraée ffé&uency) or less. £n addition, the
. behavior da;a'during each phase is analyzed by a trend analysis
(Thoresen, 1973) land pre and post measnrements,on the Pendleton Pro-
ﬁnﬁject'Parents'Behavior Rating Scale and the Piers Harris Self Conceptl
~Sca1é.v‘
Subjects
The subjects are clients deazmed appropriate to the‘population
of the Pendleton Project, ages 6~12. These are children whobexhibit

behavidi“problems. These problems are manifested in the form of

physical or verbal aggression, firesetting,mlying, disobedience, etc.
) . ° R ) - j: . - —— -

~The criterion for selection is ome or two parent families that are
literate. They will have to be cooperative and willing to do reading. v

assignments. They must identify and monitor their own behaviors as

t
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well as éhose exhibited.bywéhair Chiid. Coqperdqion isvdegerﬁiﬁed~
by scores of no less than three of five”ofléhe Fendleton.ACTUS
scales. This scale” is a measure of parents’ cooperation and-ability
to maintain the progfam. - In addition, the child's maladaptiVé
behavior must occur predominatgly in the home environment. Two

target behaviors will be monitored at a given time by themparent.

o é 2
Setting
’ This research is carried out in the home environment.

‘Observation Procedures

‘The parent collects behavioral data during each phase of the
study. E observes for one-hour intervals during each,phase and
trains the parent in Jata collection until there is an 80% reliability

between the parent's and E's datn during a ome-hour interval.

Baselime A; ) | , -

The parent tskes frequency.count on two target behaviors for
five da&s:with a minimum 807 reliability criterion between parent’s
and E's,observatiohéu_ . 3

n

Baseline A, ' .

The parent records behavioral units (i.e., antecedents,’ behavior, -

consequences, behavior that follows censequences) for a five day

L)

- period with a minimum 80% criterion between parent's and E's obser-

\ ¢

vations.

B

Intervention B1

“The parent is assigned several chapters to read from Living with
Children and is quizzed orally at end of omne week until 80% of quiz

questions answered correctly. Parent continues to collect behavioral

Q - | | s 35 .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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o~

unit data ds in A, and it is analyzed with E although no suggestions
- v

for change are madesz E. - 7W?""’””"“

Interventlon B2

The parent is given several addltlonal chapters from L1v1gg Wlth

. Children and quizzed orally until 80% of items are answered correctly.

, - <
Behavioral unit data is collected by parent'as in A2 and B1 and is

analyzed with E who makes suggestlons to parent for changlng our:
behavior. Phase B, continues untll target behav1ors are occurrlng

" at a maximum of 50% of the average during baseline Al‘ ThlS phasef

will be carried out for a total of eight weeks.

ay

L . . . y £

\

a

[
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CHAPTER ITI - . o T

OBJEQTIVE’III: TO DEVELOP NEW RESOURCES
AND COORDINATE EXISTINé RESOURCES

’ ¢ - : ' oA
Summarx : oo .

Efforts to develop and coordinate resources are a cont1nuing

task of the Pendleton PrOJect., The direct service distribution
is shown in Table III-1 by referral source. Some cases are re-
ferred " to other agencies to avoid: dup11catlon of serv1ces or are
treated hy Pendleton in concert w1th one Or more other agencles.
These data are presented in Table III- 2 The impact of Pendleton:
tFaining by d1rect methods together w1th an estlma\e\zf 'spin-dff".
effects is shown in Table III-3. In order to continually upgrade
staff competence,the Project takes -advantage of tra1n1ng opportunl-‘
ties whenever posstble. These act1v1t1es _for this report perlod are_
presenced in Table III-4. The Project also answers requests to do

~ training forqother agenc1€s and to make presentatlons at profe551onal

[ 4
meetings., In Table III -5, these act1v1t1es are summarlzed

Formal ,ra1n1ng relatlonshlps have been establlshed with sev=
eral area un1ver51t1es. These efforts take the form of classroom
instruction to graduate and undergraduate students together with
the superv151on of student placements for 1nternsh1ps, student

teachlng, research papers, and volunteer work. A summary of such

ctivities is presented in narrative 1n this chapter.

'The Project is in the process of apply1ng-for_E“émpIary~Progect_4”_*____

Status. If approved, .this will result in the publication of docu~-

ments wh1ch descrlbe PrOJect act1v1t1es to be. dlstrlbuted throughout

R ¥
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“the country and elsewhere in the worldT”mﬁ narrative of this

effort is alSO revieWed in this report. - ) L o _

. Durlng th1s report ‘period, the PrOJect has rece1ved natlonal

©

recognltlon from the Amerlcan Publlc Welfare Assoc1at10n.% The
Project Director presented a, paper at the Natlonal Conference held
in New Orleans on December 18. Publlc relatlons with-the media was

also 1ncreased when the Amerlean Publlc Welfare Association dis-

«“

tributed a‘news release ého&t the,Project to the national wire ser-

vices._'This'resulted in positive news media coverage.in this area

and elsewhere. A copy of the news release is 1ncluded 1n this

¢ )

chapter together w1th some correspondence regardlng our 1nvolvement-'

with other agencles.- A . \ : o
s . . -
- ” ‘j\ ‘
.
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 TABLE TII-1. REFERRAL SOURCE SO |

Cumulative T

Referral Source . Frequency % Frequency CP

1. Chesapeake School * | 89 21.0 - .- : 89 : . 21.0

2.. Ches. Social Service : 28 6.6 Ce 117 27.6

3. Ches. Juvenile Court 27 6.4 144 ‘ 34.0
"4. Ches. Youth Bureau - 2 ) © 146 - 34.5

5. Ches. Devel. Workshop 1 s .2 147 ( 34.7

6. Ches. Parents - 24 5.7 171 40.4
"7. Va. Beach Schools 87 . 20.5 258 60.9

8. - Va. Beach Department. ' _ 3 B

of Social Sexvices _ 34 ¢ 8.0 292 68.9 -

9. Va. Beach Juv. Court - 29 ; 6.8 321 75.7
10. Va., Beach Comp. Mental L ' , Co

- Health Services 10 - 2.4 331 . 78.1
11. Va, Beach.Public Health 4 N 335 79.0
12. Va..Beach Parents 67 . 15.8 402 94.8 , \
13, Citizen . 1 6 . Y 1 408 . : 96.2 . ..
4. Private Agency -6 7 1.4 414 97.6

5. Ches. Public Health - “ 5 1.2 - 419 © . 98.8

< 5 1.2

6. - Other 424 100.0 -

-~

v

"~ The publlc school systems in -both Chesapeake and Vlrglnla Beach havé ‘r
'been the most frequent source of referral. Referrals from the Juvenile
Courts have been increasing recently by identifying the younger siblings
of youth on probation. In additiony referrals,.from parents have increased /
by enhancing public awareness of the PendletoﬁrPrOJect through the media 4
and other public relations efforts. .

- S | ‘ R

-

¢ - L
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TABLE I1I-2. AGENCLES *REFERRED TO

- . Partial % , Total ¥ '
" Agencies Referred to  f - % _cf - cp S cf cp
#1. . Ches. School -~ 2 .2 2 1.2 1 3.3 1 3.3
2. Ches. Soc. Serv.: 13 7.8 15 .. .9.0 3 10.0 4 ~ 13.3
3. Ches. Juv. Court 0] 0] 15 9.0 ¢ 0 0 4 \}3.3
4, Clies. Youth Bux,. 0 0 15 © 9.0 1, 3.3 5 16.6
5. Ches. Devel. Work- I : '
- shop 1 .6 16 9.6 0 0 5. 16.6
6. Va. Beach Schools 2 1.2 18 10.8 0 0 , 5 16.6
‘7. Va. Beach Dept. of : ! .
' Soc. Service 12 . 7.2 30 18.0 . 8 26.7 13 - 43.3
8. Va. Beach Juv. Ct. 4 2.4 34 20.4 0 0 13 43,3~
9... Va. Beach Comp. ‘ o -
Mental ‘Health 9 5.4 43  25.8 4. 13.3 17 - 56.6
. 10. Public Health 24 1l4z5. 67 40.3 0" -0 17 56.6
~11, Tidewater Rehab. : : '
Inst. y 2 1.2 69 41.5 -0 0 17 56.6
12. Private Psychiatrist 7 4.2 ° 76 45,7 0 0 17 56.6
13. Neurologist - 2 1.2, 78 46.9 0o 0 17 56.6
14, Private Psychologist 3 1.8 .81 48.7 1 3.3 , 18 59.9 .
15. Private Physician 41 24,7 122 ,73.4 0 0 18 "59.9
16. Norfolk & Chesa. - . ‘ St '
Comm. Mental Health 1 .6 7123 74.0- 0] 0 18 59.9
17. Residential (non C :
- Pendleton) .1 7 .6 124 74.6 2 6.7 20 . 66.6
18. Family Service/ ' : . e A
Travelers Aid 10 6.0 134 80.6 2 6.7 22 73.3
19. Dental . 23 ., 14.0 157 94.6 0 0 22 " 73.3
20. Other « 9 5.4 166 100.0 . 8 26.7 30 100.0 |
, et N T ‘ - ,
. Partial N'= 166 : S Total N =930
_ % = 39.2 . ' : % =7.1
" Range 0 - 41 - : -7 - Range 0 =~ 8

by

% A partial referral to another agency is defined as a case being referred
for-a selected service (e.g., foster home placement) while Pendleton cen-
tinues to work on the problem behaviors.. ’ - -

Ny 5 ‘ . ) ’ ‘
#%A total referral to another agency is defined as a case being referred
entirely to anpther resource for more appropriate services (e.g., family
counseling). ' ' : :

Table I1I-2 indicates 39.2% of case® were referred to other agencies [for

a selected sérvice while Pendleton continued to work on the problem be-
haviors; 7.1% of the cases were.referred to other resources for o

more appropriate services. This-data indicates one effort to foster inter=-
. agenicy cooperation in the delivery of services ta the target population. .
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TABLE III~3. IMPACT OF PENDLETON TRAINING IN TREATMENT PROCEDURES

. - # of # of Con- ' Mean
Level . ' Persons % cp - tact Hours % cp Hours *
1. Teachers _ © 0 542 32,00 32 797 19,1 19.1 1.47
2. Resource people -, 182 10.8 42,8 301 o 742 26,37 1.65

- 3. Principals ‘ 142 8.4 51.2 184~ c 4.4 30.7 1.30
4, Sdpervisors : . 38 2.2 53.4 60 - 1.4 32.1 1.57
5. Treatment agents in , . . S _

* other agencies 126 7.4 60.8 204 . : 4.9 37.0 1.61
6. Directors/superin- : . ; ” 4 ’

tendents v 23 l.4 62.2 - 28 el 37.7 1,21

. 7. Volunteers . - . S14 .8 63 - 24 . .6 38.3 1.71
" 8. Students (e.g., grad- : _

uate) - 7 32 1.2 64.9 61 ' -~ 1.5 39.8 1.9

9., Parents 594 35.1 100.0 2511 60.2 100.0 4&.22

1693 - -~ " 4170,

R A

« The Pendleton staff has focussed its training primarily on the parents
(average number of sibs 2.8) and teachers (average class = 30 students).
"“The training provides treatment procedures that are appropriate not only -
~sfor the referred child but also for other problem children that the treat-

ment agent may come in contact with in the future.
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" TABLE I1I-4.

TRATNING RECEIVED

The following training was rece1ved by various ‘staff members
since the last report..

Health and Medical Care

e
Date Title.and Sponsoring Agency Staff
7/28 - 8/24 E.F.S.M.I. 497; 01d Dominion DeCaro, Aygarn,
o -~ _University : Paganelli _
J . : .
. 8/19 - 21 Volunteer: Coordinator S Training, ) }Chapin,fM.'JohnSon o
' Department of Corrections‘- Youth : '
Services :
9/1 Advaneed qukship:' Grantsmanship; 0'Rourke
: VA,P@A;QConvention.- N,I.M.H; e
9/2 Xerox 4000 .Key Operator Trainlng - Spinelli -
. Xerox Corporation . .
: 9/24_- 25  Family Life Conferencej Tidewater : Prizzio, Walker ‘
: Assembly on Family Life Nozzarella, Chapin,
. ' : ' . Lee, Shows, Eun, .
_ , _ Nichols, €. Johnson -
9/24 - .26 _1~Family Systems Workshops; VJOA Nozzarella, M.
. , ‘ : Johnson -
©9/30 Title XX’Forms' C S.S.B. 'Nozzarella
9/25 = 2 hrs. weekly on Family Therapy Shea
present by Dr.-Len Violenski, consultant to
) CMHS of Va. Beach
10/10 " Childhood. Depress10n Seminar‘ * Shea
3Tidewater Mental Health Assoc1ation
—10/10 - “The Child with Learning Disorder' _Shows1$
e Medical College of Virginia -
. 10/14 - 15 - DeJarnette Center for Human : ReSident1a1
- Development Staff :
. o o .
11/6 - E.F.S}M.I.497;,>Old Dominion . Johnson - :
- 12/18- University o : R ' ' "
11/13 - 14 'V1rg1n1a Purchase of Service O0'Rourke
I Training Workshop; Dept. of~ :
: Welfare _ '
"11/23 - 25 Sem1nar' V1rg1n1a Council on. Ackerman
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TABLE III-5. Presentations

/

~—"The following presentatibns'were made by the staff to

various individuals and groups since the last sem1-annual

-
QL

‘report:
~ . . Size
_ : . of ’ _ : )
Date Presentation to: ' Audience Staff Time
7/11 “Legislative Subcommittee . 20 :Pooley; Shea, 2% hrs.
-Studying Group Foster Homes : Eun, Rourke ;
8/6 " Chesapeake Social Services 12 Rice 2 hrs.
Bureau Personnel T
8712- Chesapeake Social.Services 6 Rice 2% hrs. -
\ Bureau Personnel o ‘
8/14 ‘Chesapeake'Social Services - 14 Rice -- 1% hrs.
Bureau Personmel -
8/27 Chesapeake Youth - Offlcers 6 ' Prizzio,gShows,‘:l‘hr.
S Chapin » ;
- 9/15 Tidewater Foster Parent: - 18 Shea, Qhapin,' 1 hr.
g : Association Prizzio ‘
10/14 Prince of Peace Lutheran 30 Shea, Shows 1 hr. -
, Church Group : - . ] }
. 10/23 01d Dominion Unihersity Class -12 Chapln, M. A 1 hr,
. on Volunteerism = . o - Johnson
10/29 = National Council on Crime & 140 Pooley 4 hrs. -
30 Delinquency and thé V1rg1n1a :
" Federatlon of Woman's Clubs _

11/18 Wives of the Navy School of 40 Bloomer, .2 hrs.
- Music - Chapin o
11/23 - V1rg1n1a Counc11 on Health & 20 Pooley, Shea, 3 hrs.

25 Medlcal Care , : Ackerman '
T 1272 . Joseph N. Koury, Jr., Executlve 1 .’Popley, Shea,‘ 1 hr.
B Director, Big Brothers of Eun - '
Vlrglnla Beach .

'12/18 Nat10nal Conferenee of the 23 Pooley 15 min.

B American Public Welfare - ' . :

. Assoc1atLon ;

. \. ) —.———. . B
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Student Training

Peter Juliano, a graduate student in the 0ld Dominion Uniyersity
Urban Institute will be oonducting a.survey on-Pendleton's image in
the community as partial fulfillment of the requirements for his-

master's thesis.

Diana"Hellberg, a graduate student in speciai edtication at

_ Wllllam and Mary will be fulfilling her student teaching requ1rements-

for her master s degree from January, 1976 through March, 1976.
She is plannlng to complete ‘hoer master g thesis while here.

Diane Schellhammer a graduate ctudent in social work at Norfolk
State College, will be fulfllllng her 1nternsh1p requlrements for
her master's degree in soc1a1 work., She will be work1ng full-time
from January, 1976 through. May, 1976

Beth Ward an undergraduate student in soc1al work at Norfolk

State College{ “will be volunteerlng three to f1ve hours per week

in outclient serv1ce deilvery through January, 1976. She has been

. worklng with us since October, 1975.

University,Course Offered by Pendleton

Some members of'the Pendleton staff haveiundertaken the task
of designing and deliveringfa college‘course.to train people'ino |
the behavioral,management~techniques used at Pendleton. 'The course
was taught this summernthrough the School of Continuing Studies, |
01ld Domlnlon Un1vers1ty at the graduate and undergraduate level
It is t1tled EFSMI 497 Motivation Management in the School and
Home (1-3 credit hours). »Twelve persons enrolled for Lhe summer

course rapglng from\%oc1al workers and probation officers to school

—
! .

admlnlstrators, teachers and parents.

bo
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- The course was offered égain thisvfall. Nine teachers, one - )
probation officer and one internship placement at Pendleton (audit)
Pendleton staff has been Well»rééeived by the students and also By_
the ODU Program' Administrators. - ‘

‘Inservice Training in the School Systems . . B »

\

|

| . ) . ) .

enrolled for the'fall semester course. This instruction by the

The Eéndletoh Project has‘feceiVed requests from the Chesa-

peake‘and Virginia Beach School Systems to conduct inservice train-

r .
i

ing for teachers. The content of the training is to‘be similar toé
the<above-mentibned.course,_however taughﬁ in-a shorter, more in-
tensive time frgme. Thevschool'systems'requestedbthat the‘t:aining
be offered through tﬁe Exténsion'Services of the:Ginersity of
Virginia, Hamptpn Roads Centef. The Projéct Director‘is finaliziné
négOtiations with the Universify of V}rginia so the training will §
be made available asnearly as March, 1976. An outline of the course

~content and references used are included here.

=
by
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MOTTVATION MANAGFWENT IN THE SCHOOL AND HOME

(1 to 3 cr@dlt hours)

Units. ‘'of lnstructlon | : _ , ‘ . Appfokiméte Time:
1. Orientation & Pretest | 1 hr.
2. Problem Solving 1" to 3 hrs,
3. Devglopmentai"Taéks &‘Mofal Development ill to 3 hrs.- 5
4. The Constructive Approacﬁ a l to 3 hrs.
5. Observationv&-ReCOfding of Behavior 1 hr.
6. The Deliberate Development of Behavior .2 to 4 hrs.
3’ 7. Basic_Opefant Procedures and Human v
Learning . o 2 to 4 hrs. ;’
8. The Design of Treatment Strategies .2 to 3 hrs.
‘.a 9. Behav1ora1 Contractlvg with Task ‘Assign-
ment - . s 1 to 3 hrs.
10. School-Home Liaison 1 to 2 hrs.
11.. Use of Resources 1 to 2 hrs.
_ '12. Desist Techniques ih the Claésrooml- s 1 to '3 hrs.
| 13. Prescriptive Teaching o 3 to 5 hrs.
. . 'l4. Course E&aluatioﬁ & Post Test 2 to 3 hrs.

e SRR p—
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. REFERENCES USED IN COURSE PREPARATION

‘ Blocher; H. Donald. Developmental Counsellng, New York the Ronald

Press Company, 1966.

Bonner, W. Mary. Fducators' Diagnostic Guidebook and Reference Manual
for Problems in Reading. Norfolk Virginla, 1974,

_' ;Cohen, H.L., Goldlamond I., Filipczak, J., & Pooley, R.  Trainin
o hHucatlonal

Professionals in Procedures for the Establishment of
Environments. Silver Spring, Md. Educational Fac111ty Press,
Instltute tor Behav1ora1 Research, 1968,

N

Della-Piana, M. Gabriel. Reading Diagnosis & Prescription. New York,
Holt, Rinehart and Rlnehart and Winston, Inc., 1968. i

" DeRisi, W1111am, & Butz, George. Writing Behavioral Contracts. Cham-

palgn, Il1. Research Press, 1975.
i Ao - .
Dreikurs, Rudolf.- Children the Challenge. New York, Meredith Press,
1964." . . ’ o

Durrell, D. Donald ‘Durrell Analysis of Readlng D1ff1cu1ty, New York
Harcourt Brace & WOrld Inc., 1955. :

Frostlg, Marianme. Developnental Test of Visual Perceptlon, Palo Alto,
’ California, Consulting Psychologlst Press, 1963,

Goldiamond, Israel. D Constructlonal Approach to Social Problems:
Ethical and Constitutional Issues Ralsed " . Behaviorism, 1974,
2, No. 1, pp. 1-84.

Gordon, Thomas, Parent Effectiveness Training, New York: Van”Rees
Press, 1970. . v '

Gordon; Thomas., . Teacher Effectlveness Tralnlng, New York: Van Rees -
Press, 1975 ’ '

Graziano, Anthony M. (ed. ) Behavior Therapy with Chlldren..'New York:
Aldlns-Atherton, Inc., TI97T. .

Hall, R. V. Managing Behavior. Vol, 1-3. LawrenceyeKansas: H&H
s Enterprlses, Inc.” 197T. ' 4

Kounin, Jacob S. Dlsclpllne and Group Management in Classrooms, New

‘.York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston,+ Inc., 1970,

Journal of Applled Behav1or Analysis, Selected articles.

0 Leary, K. Dan1e1 & O Leary, Susan G. Classroom Management, New . -

York, Pergamon Press Inc., 1972,

4%
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Owen, W. Freya, & others. 'Learning Disorders in Children:-* Sibling
Studies:" Momographs of the Society for Research in Child
DeveloEment Vol. 36, No. 4, ‘NovemBer; 1971,

Patterson, Ceorge, & Gullion, M.E. Living w1th Chlldren, Champaign,
Illinois: Research:Press, 1971,

Patterson, George. Families, Champaign, Illinois: Research Press,
1971. ' \ ’ :

Piaget, Jean. The Moral Judgement of the Chlld New York: The
Free Press, 1Yo63, ‘ : ‘ .
"

Pooley, Richard. "A Design for Training." American Journal of .

Corrections, 1969, 31 No. 2,

Pooiey,aRichard The Control of Human Behav1or in a Correctlonal
Setting. Carbondale, ILlinois: Center for the Study of Crime
-Delinquency & Corrections, Southern Illinois Un1ver51ty,_l968

Risley, Todd, & Baer Donald ,"Operant Behavior: THe Deliberate
Development of Behavior." In Review of Child Development -
Research, Vol. 3, ed. B.M. Caldwell & H.N. Ricciuti, pp. 283-
329, Chi lcago: Unlversity of Chlcago Press, 1973.

Sheerer, Martin. "Problem Solving.'" Scientific Amerlcan, April,
1963, ' ’

»

Sprinthall, A. Norman. Guldance for Human Growth New York Van
Nostrand Relnhold Co., 1971, '

Thoresen, Carl E & Anton, Jane L. "Intensive Counseling.” Fecus
on Guidance, 1973, 6, No. 2. - : :

Valett, E. Robert. The Remediation of Learning Disabilities (2nd ed.).
Belmont Callfornla Lear Siegler, Inc.,/Fearon Publishers, v
1974, . : . ‘
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SOME EXAMPLES OF HANDOUT MATERIALS L

Ayllon, T., Layman, D:, and Kandel, H, A Behavioral Educational
Alternative to Drug Control of Hyperactive Chlldren. Journal
of Applled Behavior Analys1s, 1975 8, 137-146. LN

Ayllon, T. "and Roberts, M. D. Eliminating Discipline Problems by
Strengthenlng Academic Performance’ Journal of Applied. Behavior
Analxs1s, 1974, 7, 71~76.

Kifer, R. E., Lewis, M A., Green, D. R., and Phllllps, E. L Tralnlng
Predelinquent Youths and Their Parents to Negotiate Conflict
Situations. Journal of Applied Behavior Analysls, 1974, 7,

357-364,
. P . . l { b
Pooley, R. C. A Design for Training. American Journdl of Correction, i: '
' 1969, Vol. 31, No. 2. v ] s
& QI% (‘f‘.\ 1

Risley, Todd, & Baer, Donald. Operant Behavior:  The Dellberate
' Development of Behavior." “In Réview of Child’ Development Research,
Vol. 3, ed. B. M., Caldwell &#H, N. Ricciuti, pp. 283- 329. Chilcago:
University of Chicago Press, 1973, )

Scheerer, M. . Problem-Solv1ng.. Scientific. Amerlcan, 1963, Apr11

‘Thoresen,” C. E., and Anton, J. L. Intensive Copunseling. Focus on
-Guidance, 1973, Vol, 6, No. 2. i

-
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Exemplary Project Status - ' ©- : \\\\\

On July 18, 1975, Edward Sikora, LEAA Regional:Office; Uu. S. _\\\

N

Department of Justice, Phlladelphia, visited the Pendléton'Projecta
JAs a result of th1s visit, Mr. Sikora recommended thatxit’may be

[

,approprlate to submit an application for Exemplary PrOJect Status.
Accordingly, the rethred forms were completed and submitted on
September 19, 1975, to The Divisloh of Justice and Crime Prevehtion iﬁ“ﬁ
(DJCP), Rlchmond, together with cqpies of our Semi-Annual Reports '~
and grant applications{ The material was reviewed by DJCP and
forwarded to the Office of Technology Transfer, Model "Program Devel-*
opment Division; Natlonal Institute of Law Enforcement and Criminal
- Justice, U. S. Department of Justice. > On October 24, Dr. Richard
Pooley, Project Director, received“a phohe.call from Robert Aserkoff
of the Office of Technology Transfer. A follow-up letter was re-
ceived - from Mr. Aserkoff on October 31, ‘1975 (attached)

Mr. Aserkoff had done a prellmlnary review of our Exemplary
_ Project appllcatlon and . had asked for more detailed 1nformatlon
prior to further consideration of the appllcatlon.r For example,
he requested data derived from experimental‘designs that are norJv
vmally appropriate to laboratory:investigations.' The realities of
action research with human subjects do not always lend themselves
to this type of rigor. In fact, some issues render laboratory
methods undesirable for research wrth human subjects. Consider

" the control group vs. the experimental group design. This requires

that two groups of subjects that appear to be_appropriagevfor ‘
treatment (i.e., dellnquency intervention or preventioh) be . '" ' R

ideﬁtified. One group is given benefit of treatment; the other

~
SRV
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is not.

“This raises the

The reswits are compared and analyzed.

'issue of first identifying a group of people who appear'to need

somé treatment and then deliberately depriving them of the treat-

Y e

ment for experimental réasons. The morality of this procedure

e

with human subjects is questionabie.'

There are, however, certain'alternative:research designsb
that are more appropriate to action reSearch with.human subjects .
(Campbell & Stanley, 1963; Goldiamond, Dyrud & Miller, 1965;
Thorensen,'1972- Thorensen, 1973' Goldiamond J1974 and others).
Such research des1gns may rely on the subJect as h1s own control
or may compare treatment groups to control groups who do not re-'
qu1re the treatment in questlon. The treatment group is expected

to approx1mate the character1st1cs of the control (1 e., "norwal")

greup as a résult of the treatment.

not,be fully understood by some observers“and can resnlt in prob- )

lems of communications. At present we are organlzlng our data and

the theoretlcal underplnnlngs of our research in order to communi-

4

cate th1s process more clearly.

|

This approach to research may

L
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" UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JU»fICE

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20530

October 29, 1975

Dr. Richaird C. Pooley.
1000 South Birdneck Road :
Virginia Beach, Virginia 23451

Dear Dr.'P§o1ey:

. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION -
* NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE

. 5 , '
This is to confirm our telephone conversation of October 24,

1975, regarding the Pendleton Project's Exemplary Project .
submission. As indicated, I found the evaluation performed. -

by Mr. Nugent to be insufficient:in terms of the Exemplary

Projects Program criteria. To be designated 'exemplary," a

program must have conclusively demonstrated its success over

time; that is, it must collect data which indicates that

service recipients.manifest positive effects for perhaps six v
to twelve months following service termination. 1In a pro- ,
gram such' as yours, such data would be collected through. '
various tracking strategiess—as well as through a number of
sampling procedures (control vs. experimental, cohort

groupings, etc.).

Additional issues which must be addressed in:the'evgluation

are: the advantages in cost and quality of services

of this

program oyer more traditional judicial system handling and yd
jts projected impact on that-system; an overview assessment—

" of this_program's superiority to other programs having

similar goals and objectives, if known; and any additional

to other communities around thenation. \

" documentation which demonstrates the:- value of this program

’ - N . N . [
I realize that most program evaluations need npot be as
rigorous as this appears. . However, all Exemplary Projects

have demonstrated themselves to be among ‘the best in

-the country

and fewer than ten programs each year are so designated. . It
is only by the application of these rigorous criteria can we
confidently state that Exemplary Projects are notably superior '

to q11 other programs of which we are aware.

-

1

TD)EGEITE

0T <81 195
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5.

I am anxiously awaiting the additional data which you indicated
would be collected. The, Pendleton Project has some positive
aspects which must be substantiated before we can give it
further consideration. Accordingly, I will forestall my
initial screening of your submission until I receive these
materials. . 4

Sincerely,

VA
s A N s . -
Robert Aserkoff - -

Office of Technology Transfer - “y_
Model Program Development Divisicn .
L _‘ N
a I 4 1
' \
4 1




_ ) - . n E - - 3 ‘ ' -
44 o h ' o ‘

&

i News Release by The American Public'Welfare Assbciation‘

On December 10, 1975 Mrs. Wallace of the American’ Public
Weltare Assoc1at10n, Washlngton D. C., phoned the PrOJect concern-
1ng a news release on the Pendleton Project that the APWA desired to.

celease to the wire services. The news 1tem was read to the Project

.Director and was Judged to be well written and accurate. Mrs:

Wallace requested the names and addresses of local media so that

they nay receive copies d1rect£&. A copy of the_itews release is
. , E

* |
= .

'included here.
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) Mmerican Public Welfare Association, llJS 16th Str cet _N.W., Washington, D.C. ' \ :
.- CFOR T _fF:DTA'IE RELEASE _ - APYR:  Raxbars Wallace (901/833 97p5) |-
~ . L ; ‘Local: Richard C. Pooley (8 /azJ—ﬁs Z.
:‘ Wasn,_n'* D C (\%c. ll)—-—The- ?‘:rerica:} Public .gelfare Associ iation (ADWH) . o \\
- N \ . . ) ,
today gave natlonal recog"utlom to the Penr*let,on Pro _]ef‘t of Chesédpeake and ' !

Virginia Beac:‘n, Va., for “creative and aﬁv;n;gt;raf;;vel," ,SOLL?‘ld\ .,contributions 0o tHe
L virganla b _ - ) o ‘ 7 i ;

[

developrant of public welfare programs and services" in its provision-of services, - -
o - to troubled children. | ‘ " . :
N - . Lo - . . .

The project will be among 18- si:ate and Iocal public welfare services or

nr‘n‘{nini q‘.—rni—ixm 1'1mrm.j.=n~.on. = Fra""‘nrn(‘i in AD Tﬂs:a F‘mr*ai- ADLTA'q 1Q71 Nahnn:ﬂ Pmmﬂ

B

ch’ e Conrerc:\ce at the Marriott hOuel in New Or[Leans next w f‘e]\ (D=c. 16 19)

B . . .
e . RS . o ® . .
1N - . . B . . . .

|
_ |
The 18 were sc,lec,ted fot_pz.e\aentatlon from 38 entrles receJ.\ ed fram all parts . }

I i ‘ ‘

S the Un;L ed Stateo. Select_O'l was based on evaluatlon by pule. welfare'program_ o
|

|

d management Sp—’ClaIlS ts of uniqueness, documenbea mprovcment in serva.cm to

\ 2

".clients cr adnunlstratlon ' and/or Qollar saungs to the agency RlCh.J.d C. “)ooley, PhD,‘

" di’rector of the Pendl'etdn Project, will dela.yer a presentatlon on 3.ts act;vrtiesi T
at 12:30 p.m., Thurs..'_, Dgc. 18‘,' o - ) 7 o .

.

: | B ' ' P o A '
In .annonmcing selection of thc Vlrglni;j. program for -yecognition, Edward T.

Weaver, Exccutive Dircctor, A""\, corm,”tca. '

- . ¥, €

" This progrcu r@prefcnts tha sound <:‘ OLe3si om] ac.vmvxch to. publ:fc \»oltm'o

admmlstratlon'advocateﬁ by t.ll‘ri'»«AS-SOCié{th?’}'. We've \initiated'the Iéiea Fair ab this
' ) / . .
' / v : , | : ’

bicsnial Hational rownd Tavle Conferehce to draw attention to pidgress in the

- T ) L . ‘ A ore-
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public welfare ficld anﬂygivc administrators and personngl of stafe and local

.

agoncies an “‘c')pmr'tunif]y to exchange views and.ideas for improvirg services.”" * -~
\ " . i ] N . . . : : . 7. . . .’v .
Vo . The P ndleton Pre ject' C*tartcd in 1973, is a reglonal demonstrauon progﬁct Y

[

'Iserving the Virginié Beach and Chesapfaﬂ' area. It is funded by a grant fL’O‘Tl the .

o T_,aw 1“molcmﬂt: Ass'stcmce Admm"*tratloa arcl has an anrual ooqatmg dget

of $473,050 and a gtatf of 3L qu— ire nro*’nsblonal, a*‘m_mstrative, and clerical’

I

" o:rSdrmél and‘ £ Jar.t—ti_me cc»nsulutants (mahcal and p syc uatrit:) . “The state and /

P

'1ocal dlrectors of 10 hnman serv:LcL, ager'c:leo in the Lwo—c:u:z area comprise the | - .

- Projoct Ii,anuﬂ arit Eﬂard uch is re%o:)‘:sa_bWe .CO]Z' the rl~\<’ﬁlo~ ment. of Project p:l: cv.

3 Lo “ - \
. / ~ “ N, - 8
S:>. £ Projer:’* ./FL also h,xva jomt appomarents \utn tns, human SC—‘..C'VJ_CC. agencies winich
\ [ / ' . . . ) . ’ - . L
_L, dw tf‘s. “£ha moordwatlon cf berv:Lces. o : . - :
A Tl L r;;ﬁ . .."‘ » . - s . . ‘ - . Lo . ¥ . el |
POf{ley said the purpose of the Pehdleton Project is to 1d ntlfy cn_lereu, ST

a50s 6—12 yes r%, \chofaro-cw‘? emly e*{nlbw ting bu.h'l"’l\).v pro.ﬂ ems ‘-hlch prob:b’v
/
\Jlll reiult in suloao troub e for the*n in the fuuu:_. Over half of the ,chl,ldren

<

tle" ted have d.Ll‘C:’UY CO'T‘TD.ttud such ju\exule smtus obfcnsc’ as truancy, running
‘ 4 . \ . .
T away, cuf =2 v.lolatlon, c\)\r mcor‘rlglblllty. Scomz havc_ corrm_tted minor c1umnal

ile Vandallgm, stealmg, <br smtmg fires. .About 10 pelcent of the\

foonses
families hidve had / ‘prior contact w:d.h the pallce amd tnn co ‘. : ‘\
Diagmos 1& ert are genxall;r provmed by Pendleuon s\ff P accorch ng - ‘

I ) . |

@ Lhe c‘n.ldrcn remain 1n their own hqus. ch~zever,' a fi e~-day
| .

§

"t .. to Pooley,. W

residential _..c')t’p_‘arn is 'available . One in seven chlldrsm\ referred to the PRQJ

" reoyuires thyy x‘\)z c] 1nl_ﬂu°1vo tL’Cdtl ront plOVld oAl

!

our. g -‘11 is Lo h’\lp a your*gstor func‘m on. dCC\.-)L::L:)l\ in his natarcﬂ env Lrgnmes

Hra

ainc-d . ko)

- Poolef Xy

o

% . Amore-

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.




we T hmms @

| s
i

re 'h hlS b_ 1&','ior:'rro>:e.»cozd?cstru':tive'ly. . In toskt cases, we tr'y to trent the -

. child arz hlS famlly on an eutcllenL b-ZiSJ..;. ‘;\,e WOrX J_m,e'lslvd.y with para_nts,

B .
-teacher and other human serv1cr> agc,nc:Les to dcvelo‘) a comprehensive treatne -:g

.

o
program. Aboag_ ?0 u’fncent of the cases that cown to us for dlagnos:Ls are rofm"red

: .clsej«:hc:e for service."

%

Onc the Po nAleton PrOj“Ct coepts a case for troa‘armnt , a multi~discj_plin.:
'/ . - . R . . i
te%u.'.':"' is ass jfi" A to the. crxlla Lo M1_:) him harllc hig hime or scho ’ﬂ_ si tl.l..u,_x.pl fathar,

) . . . .{b‘ . 2 !
Thoy also’ Lrarl the people who must contihue to live \;.'L"- 1 him after the Projesct h-a.s-

o

'Completed its work. The team deals with an average of,four neoole - usually p“wmf'"»

and teachers --' for everv c‘wld reated. " o ' , - S

v . 35 . o . R . -
‘ . N i

‘ e

: N
"Usual 1y paren*'s or other adults must learn new w ays of reacting £0 unaccé ot:aD'e |
"‘be,;hav,idr,” Pcoley said He al 5 mm‘mqweg that PL.nileLO“l is not a ;residential |

treatm%t aroa\ram;' "We cud not }:uu.n tnc, res:Lc’.o:rt_Lal unlt ur.tll June of 1974, and

">'an pr ov;dmo reside n*rlal care to only ¢9 Of the s 354 ch lacen wt,'ve served to .

&

pereent surv'ﬁss'raf:é for .354 casos.treated fram Aug., 1973, to,Sep l, 1975

\ An evu]uauon in uujwst 1975 by the Dlm sion of JUSLJ.CL. :

~

Crime Prevention, |
Commonsas 1lth oL Vu gm ia, }“" Jsrz? the success roccmd of Lh“‘ Pendleton Project: and notes:
\ _ "Th:‘.'.p or’t is a model D“O_)C € in n\:ﬂ- resSp Socts.  IEs pr‘of ional staff is

dﬂ\ Y lcatc \l o rosearen *n Inciples and . UV\ c‘ﬂ.ug ccﬂ loc uow has b\,Cﬂ vu:y thorough. . .

\

. \ . - Lo i ‘

e\ . |

'l'ius\ls i bode projoct I hle, snen since I ha\:b wcn cwvr}czuc’rlnq these cvaluati Mon; .

\. ‘ : . o

N - ) S e ) : oo |

\ : . . I . . . . ' \

) \‘1 ‘ N . . . . o . . . i 1

ERIC. % 7 o
CEEEEEm . e - . " . Tiore- R - T .

| . 5\
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e

£or’DJCP‘ It J Lh'\ fll_St in wh:ch tlr‘ :,Laff did hot_w:is’n that it W'nad been able

: OrO'aI]lZdt_'LO’l hma.]quarternd %n Washlngton, D.C.

to rcaf*h thelr cllentele at a. younger age before .'Lt was too lat : o

) M '

+' Ih'his presem:‘atlo'l at the National Round Table Confermce, Poolc_y w;Lll cover

A

the rnanagdn:mt d"SLC_]Yl of the Pe'ldleton Projem, anl tur= model” t provides for delivery”

B R
i

of 1nfer—dlsc1olm=u:v Servica- to Chlldl an in trouble.

1.
i

B ( ' .
The Id=a F»Iu 1s p’lrﬁ of a ma _}OI‘ na 1onal com grence on dorestic issue's being

éponsored by APWA nexct we"" in Mew Orleans. l\xore than I, OO SO\,_Lal pollq leaders .

EJ

and public .:eltru:e evploveas from: all pB.J.tS of the Un1 ted States are -expected

o ; ' ‘
for weetings to discusS~\~,ralfare reformn,

=h ¢ .Jl

T utare financing of social securlty, Food -

>ta:r‘ 7_:, natlo al health lr‘a‘.h.al ce, work and emlo _[JT"'—"’]IC, social servlces, chl_..d

f py

welfare,. ju\renil'\e justice,

“

.I_eonaﬁrd X‘.eo;“tc'eck, Premdmt Internatlo*ml Union UAW F. Dav;Ld athews, Secre \,:Lrv,
U.S. Departmf-:nt'.m f'bdlth Eﬂtr'auon, and "TelFaro, cmd The Hono rable Pa.,sell B.

“g, Chazrx.fm. O.L thc CO’Imltt e on chm\,e, U S. Semte.

i \

~-

'J‘h'=- Amorlc 1, Public Well ale Ascox,latlo'l is a non—pmflt, volunearv mem_oelshlo

8

IfLmbers 1ncludc all state and

- territorial public welfa‘J:e agencles_, more than 1,700 local and u.ederal agﬂ cies,

.
-

and cloée' to 7,000. .individilai menbers.  The Assoc;Lann S erpose is to erert a

poéi‘t‘ive influsnce on the shaping of natJ onal s OClul policy, and to promo te the

- prof c:,smnrxl do\relozxr nt of the broud rangs of pe?sons woxkn.ng in the £1 eld of <.

.~

R

‘pyblic welfare. . |

T | -30- |

| {

. EDITOR'S e Full details cn the program describod may b2 obtained by calling

T e

'thc'x;o:;al mmbar on thz front of this release. For information about coverage of .

| El{lc~

JAruitoxt Provided

58

dhO. aging. Headline. sp2 peakers for. tl“e confere'lce J.nr‘luélo
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Cpres r="1._atlon ut thi *l,xtlcna'l Pound Tagle pow*’er&f‘ 2 or cthar program informaticn,
call Barbard Wallak,e (before Dec. 12} J_n/thshlngton, D.C., - (202/833- 9729) or J.n
IWW Orleans at th'g harrlott Hotel (50'4/58_1-1000.) from Dac 12-19.
) ‘.“ ) .A_ \ ” ) e B N
T L . K ’ N 4 ,
- /,
o
!" e ‘
‘ .
. .
Y . - . - i -
. | g “
g ) ’
<. .
‘ . ' : e
RS y
. R
: . [ : o
ot g ‘ e s
,\. ) « A -
-, —- ‘ U
- ¥
KW
. \ {
s :, ¢
e
5 9 . jf! wpst
£ \) - _\' 1
" \ S ) t




50

£

CNATIONAL OFFICERS

HOLADD PLUMLEY .

. Chacrinn of the Baard

! KICHARD L. GELB®

Vive Chainnan of the Beard
ROBERT B. CLARK®

Vies Lhug} 4, Gaveenmertal Affars
HON, 1 LANCIS'L. DALY

Vir. Cho v, International |/ ’\‘l’nra
)
- B CARL M. LOED. Jiz »
\nr (hunm- Foefemnat Alfairs

"ROGLe T ST UART
\'lco (h.urmn N:bund Affairs
T OLHARLES B WILKINSON®
Vice Cliaresin, Ollieen Affales

JOUN W, LARGEN®
- T

| Chaitain, Fxecut've Comny Vime
WILELIAM B MAY.

(Il:urmm Hatinm xlka waves’ Come zllu(n
MILTON (0 S{EC {O’l

S Y _Preafeat . - e
w. F[)v'A‘NU( AR hl(
o l—xnullw\lrc e dent, Citizon Affaud

FRED:RICK WARD, JR,
A ncunve Vu-e Porsiient, Pratess mml \flu "5

H Ea
i, W

o

RIC

A i Tex provided by ERIC

'NATIONAL COUNCIL QN CRIME. AND DE LINQUE‘\*P’

794 SHERATON DRIVE - +  VIRGINIA BEACH, VIRGINIA 23452 = fELEbHo.\\Er(801)340.7479

As el mentwned I aouZd be happy to spe,ak to” the pro,yect I"anng

. ‘ - IN . . u
R o VIRGINIA‘Y '

i

Sepwﬁbcr? 975 - T

" Richard C. Poch, y, Ph.D. o S N
-Direcvor, Pendleton Project -. - e
1000 S. Birdreck Road -+ - . = a Coe
Virginia Beach, VA 23451 ' ' o /

Pooleyrs - . - ‘ ) o / . |

[ . . / ,

2y Dr.

I z)uz/?d Z7,ke to thanfc JOM_, BO) Eun, Joe O’P’oaw and I;/c':r*/ Jo;,mon
for the time spent last Thursday explaining the Pendleton Pr'bnct
to ryself end Kary Ruséo. The concepts “underlying Ghe, project
appecr sourd and timely and I do appr*ewabo having l?Oc@lba\?koz ound
information so us to ansver ques uwns abcub l:hg, pﬂo/;;wt 8 opeua-
tzon S , S o S

[4
r

I the reqzmsbed that your nemez be ac’d@d to Hm mdiling e 27, (: for
- BCCD's " SOUNDINGS mewsletter . and have enclosed a pomplimeniary
copy Of a recent iusue. In addition, I have encl 8¢ comnz aldiiicn ol
information about NCCD pub’Lwainom and- services/. "If you have .

any quost‘z/,ons about, an Jtmng, pZeoee let ma knou

%

L.

»
<

I bQZu@U’) I menmoned the z:vcom'mg Hational Conf‘c,zw,noe on Delinquency
Prevention which may be of interest to you or your 61;an It 21l -
be held Odtober 14-17 in ‘Wiagra Falls, N.Y. A conferende breochiwe
and 27@97,51‘1*'71,‘,0/1 biank may be ab{:amf'd From Hénvy Kuykerdall,
Conference Choiymom, .55 North Lexington Avc nue, White Pchm. ,
N.Y. 90601.,(914) 428-7714. The conference is onrsorcd by the
Fationel Federation of- Youth Service Dureau Associalions, I ccD, tha
National Youth A?tpr'nauwes Pz’ogect U S. Jaycees., md others.

ey
Board in the near future about alternative diree s for ile
Pendleton Pr_oaect s survival, I mZZ aumw uor:Z fzvom you (fhcﬂ/u

t*he date of September .30‘l;h.

If T may be of- fuﬁther ass'istémce, -p“lease do not hezsitate to
contact me. , _ , ‘ o " B

v

-

"m-"ere ) J IV

(‘aro’l Arn chDoﬂaZd
Director, NCCD in Virginia

“

i
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" | COW ONVWEFALTH ¢f VIRGINIA B
CoMMISSIONER'S OFFicK 1 Wl t.‘- .‘.§'l 3y P QSN v LaL J;L MAILING ADDRES . .
109 GOVERNOR STREET ‘ - ' P. Q. BOX 1757 v

. ' RICHMOND, v/ ;-2ta

RICHMOND .
r . DY

R A MENT'AFLHEALT‘H AND MENTAL RETARDATION
- ’,"D_ecember' 9, 1975 ‘ A
o * ' v
R P R o
R1chard C. Poo]ey, Ph. D Director . )
-Pendleton Project ) : ' ' L
100 South Birdneck Road - =~ L ’ B ‘ o R
V1rg1n1a Beach, V1rg1n1a 23451 . L - < i
Dear Dr. Poo]ey ~ . §
" Thank you for the 1nf0rmat1on concern1ng the Pendleton PrOJect manage-
- . ment structure.® As you know, I-am currently coordinating a'task force'
. +.  on hospital clinical organ1zat1on. "This information will be most e =
LT valuable to us. o o Q ' oy o
' YOur help-is much-app\c'r-:c'iated.I
) .‘7_ A. ) . . . B L . I - R . ) . |
Sincerely, I

e ,"\jé& étg(j//ﬁ ;%Vk3‘>'-~, o
' Donald K. Jones M.D.
Director of Psych1atr1c Fac111t1es

DKJ/w2/36




/ - Natlonal C pltal Area Region -

735 Southern Buﬂdmg, 1425 H Street, N‘.V\i., Washington,D.C.20008 e . 628 9141

-«Decemzber 9, 197 . - (

. - o = . ’ * BN L
OFFICERS”’ - T o i, |
Ca-Ch'alrmzn‘

Frank E. Wall, Jr. ~ Dr Rlchard Shea Clinical Psychol(gglst

- Tom E. P
Gerald W. Siesel Project Services Team The Pendieton Progect L
~secrerary . 1000 South Birdneck Road : -
R B h Virginia -~ 23451 |~ S :
BOARD OF DIRECTORS r gmla eacn, Vv g . - < . T E
Gf:;)r:;cJ w. .;pgcrson ' | . o . B
N hi . . ®
rs. John S Brown Dear Dr. Shea , , A o
Vincent G. Burke, Jr‘_ : L
Dr. Leonard-F. Cain .
Mopsignor Leo J. Coady - -On behalf of- Mr Hobgood our Alexandria Ebcecﬁtlve

Ralph W. Frey
s, ggg;g:g gg{;ﬂ;ﬁ Commltte our- ‘staff and myself thank you ever so much for havmg
Gt ﬂéﬁ’iﬁ'foﬁng’“ﬁﬁfm’; * given such-an effective presentation at our forum last week. Many
Ms. nﬁ',d}l‘dﬂ‘,’ﬁﬁ‘ ) _of those present are directly involved 1n exploring alternative approachesv
© _waer E. MeArde - to school behavioral problems. Conversatlons with them have 1ndlcated
.- Raymond J; McDonough
+ Mrs. Robert G, McGuire, Jr. _ to me the real valué of the meeting in Whlch you appeared -We are
. Jane k. arille;
"Loven Memie - processing your expense statement, and W1th1n the next ten.days
William C, Murphy .
Anine M. Neal ~ you Should be: rece1v1ng a check | _ : , |
Norman W, Nickeps . * . .
Mrs. B, T;:Jc?:aﬁ 15:1:?1 . k:
Gerald W. Siegel - - v_fI'hank.you so much, IR

ert Silver

’ Rob Jean H. Sisco Co . .

. Robert M. Smalley H : . . ] .

. Robert Smith S - Sincergly,
Mrs Kathryn H. Stone o - - - i

Carrie L, Thornhill
Frank E. Wall, Jr.

Thormas M. Walsh, : '

Dr. Henry S. Wicker . , \ S _
Larry C. Williams - ’ : : . : . .
Seymour D. Wolf ' - DONALD F. SULLIVAN S

Adx isory Members of the Board * ‘. . i . Executlve Dlrector

Grace Baisinger )

Joseph B. Danzinsky . . .

Joseph D. Keenan . s o ’ \ ) . . s .
‘Mrs. Richard K. Lyon . ¢ . . \ : "

' " H. Graham Morison . : i . s A o R 3 . . B
Arthur . N L Jr, . s ;

rthur 6. Newmyer. . cc: Rev. Mr. Chris Hobgood - g

« Jerry V. Wilson . ’ . B :

Prince George's County School— - - - | o e
Community Rélatlons Progtam . . . - . , . ) . .
e 4165 Branch Avenue : : . . : L. . -
Marlo\v Heights, Maryland 20031 ’ ’ oot
Tclephone 4"3-4255

) Alexandrla Schaal—- . . ) .

Communlty Relations Program . . .
L -~ .4345 Duke Street ’ . '

* Alexandria, Virginia 22304

: Telephone: 25 1-4747

P

Alexandria Police—
Youth Program
Parker Gray Middle School
1207 Madison Street
. Alexandria, Virginia
Telephone: 549-5681 X 62

. . President -
| Dr. David Hyatt

5:;:,‘;‘.*;';:;::.‘:;; : Fesuson maxm _

l: l C The Nauonal (‘nnj’c rence of Chmuans and .Iewr is a civic organization. zngaged in, pragm ws designed; to resolve urgeul intergroup relgiions problems, with a view 1o sec unm; Justice

qual opparmnin for all. NCCI's operations.in the National Capital Area Regmn include frogmms cz:;emed w:él; rInlerlrehgmus relano;l; q:’mlsemplg;‘y;;emh 75’,';(;{;::;111\"151;2:, ‘52;7'%%: .
pa.rmve ful relat ¥ e diverse gr. wi

Lo 018, Problems reluted 1a school desegregation, and a nber of efforts designed 1o build
melmpol:luu area. NCCJ is supparlezl b) bequesis and contributions which,are tax. deductible. k _
. Registered under the D.C. Charitable Act. Cenihcue of Re
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ARLINGTON COUNTY. VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF. HUMAN RESOURGCES
SOCIAL-SERVICES DIVISION ]
2300 Sn. LT Nl'\IH Srazey T I
POB 4310 A inaron er A 20204 . - :’
: H;ELEVN HACKMAN ‘M:D MPH . L . . ’ - RAYC ;‘:OODWIN
OIRECTOR » o . . » . . DlVISlON_CHbFT‘
E T Decefber 12, 1975
. ‘ ‘ﬁ . ! .;
Mrs. Frances Elrod : . ' :
~ Director " ¢ - ' ; . ;
Department of Social Services ' : o e o !
City of Virginia Beach ot e L I .- . »
Municipal Center ' ; : - -
Virginia Beach, Virginia 23456 ’
Dear Frances: . )
,\' x ’ ° : ) .
I am wr1t1ng in response to your request for information regarding Ar11ngton , -
County's efforts at the development of Pend1e¢on ProJect type programs.
. |
The visit of staff and citizens from Ar11ngton to. the Pendleton Project was
ost heipful in our efforts to design and 1mp1ement two projects of a similar _
nature here in Ar11ngton ‘ _ _ . S
One of the projects designed was for ch11dren in ado]escence the other for ' ey
frail elderly. . ;
The project designed for children was deve]oped in: co]]aborat1on with the .
schools, Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court, various Division of the Depart-
ment of Human Resources and citizens. A fund1ng request was submitted to the
County Board It was not approved due to the current economic situation. e
/,The second prOJect involved establishment of a Ger1atr1c Day Center for frail e]der]y :
We have been given approval for use of an unneeded elementary school and obtained ‘
some funds from the HUD Community.Development Program, and the State.Department of' i
Mental Health and Mental Retardat1on We ant1c1pate using Title XX funds as well.
Otis Brown has encouraged the deve]opment of the frail elderly center. We anticipate i
its approval by the County Board en December 20. Rennovation of the building should
be accomp11shed in the Spr1ng and our first patients adm1tted on Ju1y 1.
“We thank Virginia Beach and -Chesapeake for their cooperation and encouragement in , 4
the development of additional collaborative 1ntegrated human services programs in :
Arlingtons : , : .
With best wishes for the New Year, I am 5 ¢ .'
Sincerely yOurs,
'/ ’ K BN
o, Do .
Eﬂﬁhﬁg CL,Goodw1n, Ch1ef -t .
- - Social Services Division N ' !
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“TIDEWATER CHILD DEVELOPMENT CLINIC

PROFESSIONAL ARTS BUILDING . 142 W. YORK ST. \\ -
T NORFOLK, VIRGINIA 23510 -
‘ 622-0480 S )
> | | | RO

T e

D b e August 22, 1975

Richand C. Pooley, P_,h.D;', Directon i >

Pendleton Project - Camp Pendleton
Virgdnia Beach, Va. ,

Dedn Dn. Pooley: - -

T want Lo thank you A«énceﬁe},y fon Retting Dn. r,fc‘,Vaugh ' o

‘and myself visit with you and for yowr Lime spent in glving us

infommation on the Profect, £ts function and goafs. Ouwr clinic
is well aiwane of the need fon such services in the community and
we hope that you will be able %o expand youwr valuable services

" in onden to reach-more children and their gamilies in the Tidewater

anea (hopefully, this will include Norfolk and Portsmewth).

T was delighted to see the enthusiasm which your Stadg
showed dwiing the discussion of the Clark gamily. That Lype of
involvement 44 sonely needed in dealing with difficult problems
Like the.ones, we discussed yesterday. / T

. 1§ own Clinic Staff can be of any help to you, please do
not hesitate to contact us.. T shall Look fowand to seeing you
again at the next Virgdnia Beach Focus Tedn meeting.

Sincenely, ..
)
a4 .
LS, ‘3
//\...L Lo SR LU
~ - Viviand Skansi, H.0.,
- - - Acting CLinic Dinrecton

VS/n

. B R N e
) (SR TN
DB EE

AUS 25 975

PERDLETCN prodcey




CHAPTER IV - -

‘OBJECTiVE IV: TO MEASURE THE EFFECTIVENESS
-OF THE WORK
The Pendleton Project has developed a variety of methods to

neasure,the effectiveness of the work." First among,these'is a

ratio that is calculated bff3ed on the status of terminated cases.

. Table IV-1 shows the categories of terminations and the number of

terminations witnin_each category. THe numeration of the ratio

is the number of category.é terminations which indicates successful
behavioral change. The denomination of'the.ratio is all ather
categories of termination. The product of this ratio indicates

a sdccess figure in‘percent. Thewresults of tNese calculations

are presented for three areas of treatment: (l) ‘total caseload =

72%, (2) residential treatment program = 86%, (3) summer (1974)

~ day care program = 50%.

The Residential Treatment Team has designed three treatment

programs tdgether with measurement procedures for each They -
/

arei (L) the Career Awareness Program, (2) Social Competencé Pro-

gram, (3) Classroom intervention through teacher 1nserv1ce training

program. A detailed deséription'of each‘program has been written :

and will be made available for other intérested partiesiin,thest

3

 future. A snmmary of each program is presented in this chapter.

O

- The effectiveness of a project may also be measured to some
degree by the attitudeslof the employees toward the organization
anddtheir job: or practice. A questionnaire designed to_tap"these
attitudes was administered to the Project staff during this report
period.fmTEeﬁresuits are'presented on-page 65 and indicate very

favorable attitudes.

60
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Since the.Juﬂy 10, 1975, Seﬁi-Annua% Report, Pendleton has

x ' . ‘ ‘ .
| received 118 referrals. The total caseload statistics as of .
\ . : : o - ®

i 56 - .
| Success Réte - - PR ‘ - S |
‘
1
1
1
\

\ December 10, 1975A are as, follows: 424 referrals, 210 terminations,
L . . o . ¢ LI
\\ with_ a success raée~of 75% , . ‘ ‘ . . .
\ "j : . : ' \
: ‘ | . TERMINATIONS®
Table IV-1 | T ' . _ .
Pendleton | : y | - No. of .
Code ! B Cases
‘ ( : L , - -
A - 01 Change in behavior such that child is able’ 187
- - to function adequately in the natural en-
{ E vironment, including home and school. }
] \ - ‘ . , ; ‘ 4 ’ }
B 02 . Parents not interested in services at this 29 |
X ' time. ' : . ) o
C ‘-03 Parents unwilling to accept services after 42 : ;
' treatment program.implemented. o . |
D . 04 - School unwilling to accept services prior . 5 x
’ " to implementation of treatment recommenda- |
tions. ) ' . !
. : ' s .. o . <\
E 05 School unwilling to accept services after 12
o implementation‘of treatment program. ‘
F 06 Referred to another agency for appropriate 20 ."1
o services.; ' \ o
G 07 Change of residence resulted in no further A
need for services for child. :
H 08 : Change in school placement resultéd’in no - 8 ;
further need for services, for childy, |
I 09 | Parents located another resource. S\\ a2l : . ﬁl
J 10 Family moved outside Pendleton coverage 10 - |
‘ tarea. : ‘ :
K 11 .~ “Case referred but parents nct follow ~ - ) ‘
i through. : '
12 , Iﬁappropfiate referral. . | 16 ]
- M 13 | Entered court system. | ‘ 2 o
\ . 14. = Entered residential setting (ﬁon-P%ndleton) 0 1

66
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A treatment program is con51dered successful if the objectlves -

determlned J01nt1y by the Pendleton treatment agent and the parent (
and/or teacher are met such that (1) the chlld is able to fundt;on 1
acceptably in hlS'natural environment (i.e., home and school), and
(2) the parent or teacher has been taught procedures for managlng

the child constructlvely

o

Success rate = Y . = 187
A+CHD+EMHN - = 748
= 75% K
RTP = A = o
K???ﬁiEiﬁiN . e N

Sub samples: For those cases that were terminated after partici-

pating only in the'summer, 1974, Day Care Program and the Residential

Treatmenc Program the success rates are calculated velow: -

RS B B |

Summer, ‘1974 Day Care Program = ' A =

'

Residential Treatment PBrogram
A =, %37" = .33 = 86%
A+CHDHEFHN +5+0+0+0+ 38 -

The Career -Awareness Program . . . S

¢
o

Many children develop~anti-aocia1;habits because they believelsﬂ
that the opportunities fer'the "good 1life" are closed to them. ~
The Career Awareness Program is designed to correct'this mispercepf‘\
tion.: : _ | . ' - “ i :

The program is divided 1nto three 1eve1s, orlentatlon, ekplora?
tion and mastery levels.  The 1nd1v1dua1 can move from one Level to

v
another by demeqstrating competencefln the level 'he is functlonlng.

. , . .
0 6'} ‘ i-ld"

). .
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v

| l_ Each level is sequentlally planned and more d1ff1cult than the

prccedlng one.  Below are the program levels and a br1ef descr1pt1ve
l

B

statement of each:

K

Level I - Orlentatlon - to 1ntroduce the student to various

&

‘careers ,in his imn.ediate environment and to involve parents .in
o < 7

“varlous plamned act1v1t1es. o \e : ' S T
Level II - Exploratlon - to prov1de contact w1th vVarious career
s1tuatlons in order o encourage the chlld to explore career oOppor-
tunities and gain some knowledge concernlng the world of work.
Level Ill - Masteryi- tnis level allows the child(to_express-

: his own ideas about career awareness and is an evaluation means of

-

assessing how much learning has-been gained as a result of the pre-

-

vious levels. . This is an independent level which allows each child

Y

to work at his own rate of competence. s

Entry levels of the chlldren will be measured by the Compre-
. hensive Career Assessment Scale (Jackson, l97ﬂ). Outgages ‘will be _

l ’ ~ . b s/ . .
| measured at each leVel by a variety of evaluation procedures and

£

clinical observation. ' . s

Social Competence Program _ ,
— . S i

Social COmpetence Development Program is comprisedfofnfive
i " instructional units all geared toward lnCreasing and reinforcing
| positive elements of_social development. These units are:lsocial
skills class, good news board, affective learning‘class,’relaxa-
tion and desens1tlzatlon therapy, and academlc tutoring. The Social’
Competence Development Program, while conformlng within the general

gnldellnes of the Pendleton Project behavior management program,.

seeks to increase self awareness, to encourgge a healthy self-image




-and to replace negatlve behav1ors w1th moxe soclally acceptable
means of communlcatlon (Goldlamond 1974).4

Soclal Skllls Class - Soc1al skllls clas' is conducted for*a“

“half hour four even1ngs per week w1th every resfdent partlclpatlng.

W'The obJectlvesof the class are as follows

. :j(l)j to help resldentS'develop an awareness o

-needs,

.communication

(?é'fto help reﬁldents develop pos1t1ve attltudes toward -

Yo communlcathon, \

.‘\

LB

(3) to help res1dents\develop an awareness of a varlety of
*"'acceptable communlcatlon skllls, I A - . J_Q
(4). to help. res1dents dlscrlmlnate between acceptable and.

- : l oo ‘
| AP unacceptable communrcatlon skllls, o L P

(5) to-alloew re51dents prhctlce in us1ng communlcatlon skllls

+ to solve problems.
"Methods used in. the class 1nclude d1scuss1on, modellng by use of a
. ) N . |
'-tape recorder, drlllsn and role playlng

w

-undes1rab1e target behav1ors, the even1ng program spec1f1cally

. a1ms to teach acceptable behav1or w1th which to replace the aggres-r'

' s1ve and maladaptlve behav1ors and to prov1de an env1ronment for‘-

T

1Whlle tﬂe general Pendleton PrOJect focus is on e11m1nat1ng 7 o
i
' pract1c1ng or rehears1ng these’ skllls wh1ch may 1ncrease the proba-

' b111ty of the1r use in other env1ronments (Kev;n.B McGovern, et.
[

1.,1975) L R R

Good News Board - Another unit of the even1ng program which

<

also focuses-on~pos1t1v

w7

elements,1S'the Good -News Board. Follow1ng_

 the evening'meal, each rgsident generates 'an item. of good mews which
] - ."‘“ . . 3 '\\: .‘.‘ . Lot . ‘ P B



.

R ynltten on a blackboard A re%&dent's nems mu't_be about'someone.

or/somethlng other than h1mself A vote-is take totselect the best

news | of the day and ‘the contrlbutor of that new is line leader“forz"
’.the evenlng.,

1The obJectlve of the Good News Board is to place emphasis on ~

i : o
pos111ve rather than negatlve happenlngs. f is encourages a resi-

'”dent not only to- look for and remember pos1 ive events but demands

" he look for these 1n r latlonshlp to other L not h1mself. The»-_'
| , B
"Good News Board_also a.lows residents to hear posltlve statements ,

abour'himself from hi peers‘as well as f om'staff"members (ng,

T
-
v

tive Learnlng Class is. con~

;Jarn=tte Center for uman Development)
leffeetlve:Lear ing Class.- The Aff

'ducted for a half hour four evenlngs_pe' week with every re31dent

1d participating. fThe,objectives of the c ass,are-as follows;

| (1), to help r sidentsfdevelop an/awareness- of feelings and”

oersonalfﬁoncerns;,
1(2) to lead résidents toward an/understanding of himself and
‘ others;

(3)' to help re idents‘VOcali?e and act upon personal oonoErns e

: S he. Affectvve Learning Class onsists of. sessions concernlng
. ‘ ‘ ’ B




'problems._

. developed by the Residential Treatment Team.ﬂ

'.Wolpe (1958) as a psychotherapeutlc procedure f@r the treatment of

P

. should be concerned w1th developlng the organlzatlonal structures

by which one analyLes, 1nterprets and makes dec1s1ons about soc1al . T

. From this premise, the moral decision making sessions are

v 2. ) . \

"The maih objectives of the.sessions'are:
‘(l) to_establish the "level development of each child in resi-

dency,'
,(2). to 1ntroduce s1tuatlons ‘and varlables that encouraged
. C
moral decision maklng, '
\ i

‘ﬂbo provoke dlscu881on conce1n1ng the prem1se of each

y.declslon
: .

(4) to 1ntroduce poss1ble alternatlves -related to the stage

—
e

developmental-hrerarchy.
;o The-composite of.objectiVes ’iso-aimed at stimulating the

-_development of vertlcal and hor1/ontal growth in the noral dec1s1on

maklngvstages. -
¢ \Systematlc Desens1tlzatlon - Wlthln the currlculum des1gn for
the Soclal Competence Development Program, a series of group relaxa-

tion tra1n1ng sess1ons is prepaled for partlcular Lnd1v1duals who

.have been found to need more extensive concentratlon in controlling

Q e

~anxieties and ltS resultant behaV1ors.

1 /
i

. SYStemEch desens1tlzatlon was formally dtveloped by Joseph

certain. pers1stent and learned maladaptlve behav1ors (s1tuatlons -b

!

specific .anxieties, fears, phob1as).

B - '

i T e
N
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The<1reatment process 1nvolves confrontlng the client: w1th
e o
actual\or symbollc representatlons of events whlch 1nappropr1ately
' produce anxiety whlle the c11ent performs a relaxation behav1or
) which is'antagonistic<to anxiety.' This procedure is based on the
_pr1nc1ple of rec1procol 1nh1b1tlon. - | | “

At the Pendleton Re31dent1al Treatmnnt Un't systematic de-
]

sens1tlzatlon techn1que is cons1deTed a self-cont 1 training

tool for the reductlon of anx1ety Mastery of th1s th, ining.will

faC1lLtate self control 1n a var1ety of anx1ety provoking situa-
tions outs1de of - the res1oent1al unit (Golkfrled l97l) ,*(’ S

The results of desens1tlzatlon technlques, though of course 3
L

,totally subJectlve, nonetheless suggest an effect1veness ‘which will™
be further pursued through the use of blofeedback systems (EMG)

The biofeedback. tra1n1ng program starting from January, l976

1

w1ll enable the therapist to electron1cally mon1tor an 1nd1v1dual s

4

phys1olog1cal processes and make these f1nd1ngs 1mmed1ately known
\ to the subject by means of external stimulus such. as tone (audltory)
.and s1gnal (v1sual) responses. |
Appllcatlon of th1s tra1n1ng can be a valuable clln1cal tool
Vfor-learnlng self control by allow1ng the’ chlld to acqualnt h1mself 8
- with those phys1cal reactlons ‘to stress for which he formerly be-

7 lleved he had little or no control over. - :Q§%;ma fv:;~f
= ‘4 :7 Program Evaluatlon - In addltlon to the extensive observatlon,
_mon1tor1ng and recordlng of res1uents behav1or throughout the

Res1dent1al Treatment Un1t the Soclal Competence Development Pro-
gram utlllzes checkllsts, Plers Harris Chlldren s Self Concept

- Scale (Plers Harrls, l969), and -class ratlngs to evaluatelprogress.
| o S ‘ ' " o \

Y
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S A;behavior checkllst aimed'atfdetermining,the'degree=of_social:
"skill‘development is completed by a child's parents and/or teachers
before res1dent1al treatment. Durlng the'flrst week of residency,.
the staff also completes the checkllst and the/’hlld is* asked to - ' a?g
'evaluate himself with the checkllst. These checkllst ratlngs are o
" then done by the samexthree or four agents at the termlnatlon of s
res1dent1al treatment. |
v The P1ers Harrls Children's Self Concept Scale is adm1n1stered '
to a'Chlld before res1dency vThe six fabtor clus ers, (l)'behav1or,--:-' oo
(2) 1ntellectual and school status, (3) phys1cal<:ppearance and o
attrlbutes, (4) anxiety, (5) popularlty, (6). happ1ness and satls-ﬁ
factlon, are used both in plannlng 1nd1v1dual treatment in the,

evenlng program and in determ1n1ng,success withHin the program upon -/

completion of, residential'intervention} ’ e
( : s

The soc1al skllls class behav1or of each res1dent is rated
on a bas1s of one to flug.ln three areas: (1) self control, (2) ,
task performance, (3) classroom attitude.” The Affectiﬁe Learning

v g _ .
' 1s evaluated in three areas also: (1) participation, (2) attitude, .
N\ , , patl \ =

"
lﬁ(3>finteraction. These ratings in combination'with continuous.moni-
tor1ng records and dally points earned prov1de an accurate p1cture |
of- darly and weekl: progress achleved by each resident.
va .

: e s b . : R
Classroom‘Interven on Through Teacher Inservice Training Program -

. The compgtency of an elementary teacher in classroom management -
3~ _

foften'dete es. whether ar student S behav1or will lead to suspens1on

or expulélon, andﬁresult in COHtECﬁ(Wlth the Juvenile Justlce System.

-

-
Therefore,\the Pendleton Progect has developed an in-service . ¢

'tra1n1ng program to teach effective classroom:mafagement. Thls
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claSSroom management course'is offered through‘Old‘Dominion Uni--

' ver51ty (ODU EFSMI 497). N '

. There are three groups of teachers Each teacher hasfmatched~

_”“ a dlsruptlve chlld w1th‘a normal chlld in the study des1gn :'_ .
| o (1) 'EXperrmental group teachers are enrolled in the three

- _ ;
cred1t classroom management course. = A Pendleton classroom o
:\' .

- _ ’ teacher w1ll conduct a demonstratlon class for the chosen

g
L]

dlsruptlve chlldren. ' |
5(2) 'Teachers in Control Group I‘%lll take a one'cred1t class-
room management course w1thout hav1ng superv1sed f1eld\
| zfi : experlence.. They w&ll monltor the behav1or of both d1s-
Y o jruptlve and normal chlldren selected for the study. :

'-(3) ,Teachers in Control Group II will not be ellglble to take -

e1ther course, but will be monitoring the classroom be--
!

.

hav1or of their selected children. '
: Data ‘collected on both types of chlldren d1srupt1ve and '

matched normal over a s;x tO”elght week 1ntervent10n perlod and ®
T a four week follow—up perlod w1ll be analyzed‘through behav1or . |
r charts for each SubJeCt and through Wllcoxon Matched: Pairs Signed
Rank Test (Siegel, 1956, pp. b66 l72) Thls data w1ll~measure ”
* the effectlveness of te cher training with superv1sed flel% experl-
'ence and the effectlveness of teacher tra1n1ng w1thout the fleld

: .
experience when compared to the group of teacherva1Eh no training

intetvention. - = , - S N -
- s J‘

V1deotape for the experlmental classroom w1ll be analyzed

)‘Q'. for 1dent1fy1ng the most effectlve des1st techn1ques for the

S -

'var1ety of classroom misbehaviors. . ,\ :




. e
? t

The Pendleton Progect tra1n1ng team w1ll dupllcate th1s pllot
study in the Chesapeake and V1rg1n1a Beach Publlc Schools.

Staff Opinions of The1r Pract1ce and - of the Pendleton PIOJect\

Presented‘here are the results of the op1n10nna1re that was

P

recently distributed.' The 1nsterent cons1sted of two att1tude

E measures. These data together w1th 1nterpretat10ns were prepared

o for the 1nformatlon of the Pendleton staff

l.' Att1tude Toward Your Practice (1 €., JOb) Exhlblt 3 32

f

Thls scale was developed by He W, Bues in 1934 : Over the ’j

years; the scale has demonstrated adequate rellablllty and encourag-

ing ev1dence concern1ng valldwty The scale consists of. 37 state-
AI;?
. ants about a part1culaq practlce. Each.statement has a Value or ’

‘weight (range;l.O to 11.0) assoclated with it. The.median Value.of“

'r

- the total scale‘is 6.9. ngher scores indicate‘a,favorable attitude

toward 'the pract1ce (Shaw & erght l9677 .

SUbJeCtS are asked to place a plus mark (+) before each ‘state- -

ment with which they agree w1th reference to the particular prabtlce
under cons1deratlon. The att1tude scof\\ls.the median (md.)vof the

scale'values,of the items marked to show agreement?r |
hResults are presented as’the nedian'of the_sub-groupfscores_
in rank.order together with each suh group f;ﬁge;”f - o
| The score for the total Project personnel is- the grand medlan

|

. i(md ) of the sub- grofp medlans together Yyith the range of Lhe sub-
’group medlans. R B : 4, -

Att1tude Toward Your Pract1ce (i. é., Job) (37 items)

Sub-group Rank Order - - Md. Range =~ Max. Min.,
1. Support.Persons (N=4) 9.5 .ppO.h 9.8 CL9.2

2. Teacher/Counselors, Rec. . :
Supervisor & Res. Nurse o

=7 .. 9.2 1.7 9.8 8.1

%

y
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7

| A - Md. - Range‘i i. _
. . . .' - - . o - . — . f
¢ 3, Link-Pims e 1.1 . 9.5 8.4 .
.. . 4. Project Services Team (N*8) 8.85 Lo 9.5 . 8.1
» N\ 5. Child Care: Wkrs..(N~4) - 8.75 - 1.0 9.5 8.5
. 6. Clerical Staff-(N-3) 8.1 - . 3.7 9.7 6.0
Total. Group (N=20) - - 8‘ 97 1.4 9.5 8.13( A

These data .indicate that as a group the collective att1tude
' J

toward. the JOb res1des in about the 8lst percentlle wlth respect

to the attltude measure.: Th1s may be 1nterpreted to mean that this -

group hals an attitude toward the job that is superior to 80% of the
. N N . . . . » \

attitudes-that the'scale measures. These may be regarded as very

encoufaglng results.

o o, Attltude Toward an_ Inst1tut10n (i.e., Pendleton PrOJeCt) .

~ Exhibit lO l7 ‘ _
ThlS scale was developed by I.B. Kelly. 1n_l934 It.can be_
o regarded as hav1ng ‘a reasonable degree of rellablllty as well as

concurrent and content V&lldlty« The scale consists of ‘45 state-
t
ments about a partlcular 1nst1tutlon. ’ ch'statement has a value .

. or welght (range 1. 6 to 11. 2;ﬁassoc1ated m&th it. The median'Value

of the total ccale is 6 1. igher scores 1nd1cate a favorable at-

titude toward the institution (Shaw & erght, l967)

e

ﬁ- SubJects are asked to place a plus mark (+) before the 1tems
with which they.agree.E The att1tude~score ls_the median (md.) of - ;
the scale-values of thenltems with which the subject.agrees; )

Results are presented as the medlan of- the sub-group scores

]

in rank order together with .each sub-group range.’

.

» L
» The score for the total PrOJect pensonnel is the grand medlan
| !

(md ) of the sub group medlans together with the range of the sub- .

- group medians.

N




L

Attitude Toward an Institution (i.e., Pendleton Project) ,

(45 items)

L

;Sﬁb-Croup.Rank'Order : S f,Mg. . Range - Max.h Min. .
! 'i. Support Persons (N=4) - 10.1° 0.7 10.8 ;10.1
¢ 2. Link-Pins (N=3) : - 9,8 0.2 9.9 9.7 *
| 3.  Child Care Wkrs. (N=3) - 9.75 0.3 9.8 . 9.5
| 4. Teacher/Counselors, Rec. .

Rerv1sor & Res.: Nurse

A (N 7) 9.7 . 1.0 9.9 8.9
5. Clerical Persons (N=3) 9.5 0.3 9.6 9.3
6. Project Services Team (N=8) 9.2 2?7 9.7 -+ 7.0

‘ ﬁg. Range . _Mak.f Min.

Total Group (N~28) N 725 S0.9 101 9.2
lehese data 1nd1cate tha as a group the employees of. the
Pendleton PrOJect have a collectlve attltude toward the PrOJect

that res1des in about the 83rd percentlle w1th respect to the™
.attltudeQmeasure; S . & A .

| This‘may be interpreted.to mean that this group holds an;‘ L
att1tude toward the PrOJect ‘that is superior to 8%% of thehatti;'
o tudes that the scale measures. These may be reg%%:ed as_verf
._frencouragingﬁresults. f\<k' - T R

A\
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. | .. EXHIBIT 3-32 )
ATTITCDE TOWAKD ANy PRACTICE ’5\

Directions;: Follomncr is a list-of statements about practices. Place a plus |
sign (+) before pach statement with which you agree with reference to .
_the prdcuce or practices listed. Your seore will i no way affcet your '
grade in uny course. - ) v | o

. . Form A~ .
& . Scale ) ’ A !
' | value , ' ' : . . |
”.0" 1 s better than anything else. . ‘
10.8° 2 "1 like this practice bettar than onythmg | can mmk of
: 10.8 - 3 Is profitable ta everyone..
T ’ 10,6 4 Is véry worth while. : °
*10.0. 5 Has on irresistible atiraction for me. - -
g 9.8, 6 | enjay this practice. :
. 9.8 7 lsliked by olmost everyane.
497 8 - 1like this proctice too weil to give it up. _ -
9.5. 9 Maokes ior happier living. - . . " .
*9.2° .10 Servés ¢ gaod purpase. o ‘ _
. *89 11 Develops ca-operation. . h
#8.6. 12 “~Should be apfrecioted by mare people
8.4 13 Isbeing accepted mare ord mare gs time go2s on. ~
*3.1 14 Has adventoges ‘o ' : A
© 7.9 Y5 If this practice were usnd tore it woG!d cf'cvnlop into @ goad ane. é/
*7.5 16 There is na reason for stopping this practize. -
4 R " 7.2 717 s all right cs o pastime. o _ c
. . : 7.0 18 [like this practice a litlle. . . - .
R : . 6.9 19 lsall right in some cases. < . ' .
S ) ) *6.8 20 lsallrightinofewcases.” = B . Ty
’ *6.0 20 fMy likes and dislikes for. this prochcc are bolonced . ' .
v ’ - ' *5.6 22 | dislike this practice but | do not object to gthers hkmg it '

#4.9 23 tsn't so bad but it is very boring.

" 4.5 24 Has limitations arid Safects.
* 4.4 25 |like many practices better than this ane. -~ o -
4.0 26 Hos several disadvantages. | Co o T

' ) : . | -*3.8 27 ° Hos several undesirable features.
1 i . 3.4 28 s disliked by many people. .
’ . #3192 29 Should nat be tolerated when there are so mény better ones.
& 3.0 30 Isnot endorsad by logical-mindad parsons.

*2.6 31 Life would ke happier without this practice.
2.5 32 - Canno} berefit anyone who has common sense.

. *2.2 33 |sg waste af time and maney. : SR
o4l *1.8 34 Accomphshcs nothmg warths while cnher for ?he individual ar socnefy *
1.4 35 s sinful:
. 1.2 36 _ I hate this practice:

*1.0 37 s the worst thing | know. - ' ' ! |
o . 4 . . . ' . . .3

(Shaw & Wright, 1967) - U B e

. . ; . . . o v P
. o . ‘V . . ,"
. 3 . . .
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EXHIBIT 10-17 - - S
ATTUTUDE TOWARD ANY INSTITUTION - : .
| S . . . .
: : Following is a list of sfatements about institutions. Place a ;ih:s sioi I L
. oo 1R bgfm:c cach gatement with which you agree about the i!xstiilizigm g R
: or institutions listed ab the left of the stutements. Lhe person in charge ) S
; B will telﬂ }f(m"thc_ institution or institutions to write.in at the head of the | - S ]
. { - column to .th'c left of the statements. Your score will in no wiy -affect [ o -
_ | your grade in any course. - .o T ST LT
- - ) Form A - - . v
Scale 3 . ' .
Value © ¢ ) . o
. 112 ‘;1. Is perfect in every way. .
'] 1.1 .2 |s the most admirabie of instifutions. ) oS
113 3 Is necessary to the very existence of civilizoﬁ.oﬁ,t B r
11.0 4 isThe most beloved of institutions. S o, hd '
10.8 . S Represeats the bast thought in modern life. o ‘
t e *}8:53 : Srew UQ- in' cmsv?/er to a felt need andis scrv?ng ihut.neéd p'erfectly'.v
. .3, Exerts a strong influence for good .government ‘und right living.
! i o 1102 8 Has more ‘pleasant things connected with it-than any. other institus |
. : ' ] . tion, . ' : .
- < .} 10.2 7 .9 lsa strong influence for right living. T .
’ 10.2 10 ~ Gives regl*help in meeting moral problems. . B
B0.1- 11 Gives real help in meeting social problems. S
:9.8 - 12 s valuahle in creating ideals. - ’ ’ - ~
9.8 13 Is necesscry to the very existence of society. i
9.7 14 Encourages social improvement. . o »
Y . %95 15 Serves socicty as a whole well. ) . ' o .
9.3 - 16, Aids the individual in wise use of lcisfiigtime. - ’ ;
*9.1 17 .Isnecessary to scciety as organized. < ) -
‘ *8.9 - 18| Adjusts itself to changing conditians. ° - °
’ k8.8 19 Is improving with the years. ‘ : o
*8,2 20 Does more-good than~harm:— -
*7.4 . 21 Will not harm anybody.’ /'-\ L . .- ]
- %64 22 nspires no definite likes or dislikes. - : . ' : > T,
¥6.1 - 23 s necessary only until a better can be found. _ : . :
*5.4 24 s too liberal in its policies. o . e
5.3 25 Is oo conscrvative for a changing civilizafign: - ==~ 0 e
4.9 26 “Does not consider individual differences. '
*4.8 27 is losing ground as education advances. . ‘
4.5 28 Gives too little service. r I -
4.4 - 29 Represents quigrown beliefs. : o
- 4.2 - 30 Gives no opportunity far self-expression, -~ -~ -
- ’*3;5 31 -Promotes folse beliefs and much wishful thinking. - - L _ ’ TR
- 313 32— I5.toa selfish ta benefit society! ' . TR \
%31 33 Dogs more barm then good. - C ) ' : . ' -
3.0 34 s cordially hated by the majority for its smugness and snobbishness. : \' v
2.9 35 Satisfies only the most stut\iid \‘/ii?\ its services. )
2.8. 36 _is hopelessly out of date.
_#2.7 37 No oac any losiger has faith in this institution, = '
2.3 38 s enlirely unnezessary. .
"%2,2 39 s detrimentol ta socicty and the individual.
' . 2.1 40  The world would be betier off without this institution. .
LA .~ #=22.0 41 Isin o hopeless condition. R _ ‘
‘ , 1.9 7 42 Will destroy civilization»jf it is not radlically changed. v o,
1.8 43  Never was any good. ! . B ‘ : ‘
‘#1.7 44 Bencfits no ene. | - ‘ ' P .
" , *1.6 45 Has positively no value.: | o N N
El{lC : . (Shaw & Wright, 1967) . )\9 o .

Vi X : . . e
v . Ky . L



CHAPTER V

,;;_': PROJECT MANAGEMENT 'AND PERSONNEL
: IR

Management BOard

. v Presented.here s a. detalled llstlng of the members of
cfawthetmaﬁaéement Board for 1975 and 1976 w1th executlve commlttee

members so noted by asterlsks

i

rd o
o On December 4 1975 an electlon of new offlcers occurred

R bl

'at the Management Board~meet1ng .AThe fbllow1ng offlcers were

elected to the respective pos1tlons and will assume offlce

l
'

1

Aon January 1, 1976: j.} o -

Chairman: D Mr. WS hD”“ﬁIafk‘ Director .
' o - - Department of Social Services i
Y T . Chesapeake, Virginia L

x Vice Chairman: - - Mr. Charles 1. Merritt, Asst. Comm1ss1oner
k . - 'Department ofi Vocatlonal Rehabllltatlon N

AHi o ) IR . Rlchmond Vlrglnla T

. A3 Secretary{' ) . Mr. Gbrdon Turner, Chlef//
oy - _ * Juvenile Probation Department
o “Vlrganla Beach V1rg1n1a'




Dr. Laura Morrls, Dlrector
Department of Health -

- Civic Center !
Chesapeake, Va.. 23320

. Mr. W. D. Clark, Director
> Dept. of Social Services
- 100 Outlaw Streeét . ~ ’

Chesapeake: Va. . 23%2045A,

. *Dr. Kenmeth Fulp
- 'Dept. of Education
300 Cedar Road -y =
 Chesapeake, Va. | 23321
“Chief R. A. Lakoski
- Police Department
~ 304 Albemarle Drﬂve )
- CHesapeake, Va.. 23320

. -~ Mr. Donald Peebles
- Chapter. 10 Board| EE
1301 Jerome Street
Chesapeake, Va. <23324

Hon. E. P. Grrssom
" Juv. & Domestic Relatlons Ct.
- 300 Cedar Road | : .
23321

CheSapeake, Va.
‘Dr. William Crawford D1r.
of Public Health

Dept.-
Municipal Center
Vlrglnla Beach; Va.» 23456
- ¥Mrs. Frances Elrod Dir.
Dept. of Social Serv1ccs
Municipal Center ! :
Virginia Beach, Va. 23456
. Supt.

-Dr. E: E. Brlckell

Virginia Beach Publlc Schocls

Municipal Center - 4
Virginia Beach, Va., 23456

Col. W. W. Davis," Chlef
Déepartment of Police
"Municipal Center .
'_Vrrglnla Beach, Va. ' 23456

“¥*Mr. Gordon Turner, Chief
Juvenile Probation Dept.
- Municipal: Center - |
VJrglnla Beach, Va. 23456
Mr. Gary Farmer, Director.
‘Juvenile Court Services .

1202 20th Street .| -~
- Chesapeake;, Va. 23320

Mrl John.Aycock; Directo:
Mental Health Services Board
Pembroke, I, Suite 103

31 Independence Blvd
Lrglnla Beach Va.

ERIC 3062,

ale
. 1Y
e

\a PENDLETON PROJECT MANAGEMENT BOARD - 1975 oo

A . Muni ipal Center" o
L e‘g;rggila Beach, Va. 23456 .
N S%m. Graham, Dir. of Local H1

28

/ Hon. Fred Aucamp :

/ Juv. & Domestic Relatlons Court
" Municipal .Center
Vlrglnla Beach, Va.

234561~

: "Mr. Geqrge Tinnes'
Ass1sgant to 'the City" Manager

1, Ser.
. State Dé¢partment, of Health R
. Jame's Madison Bu11d1ng
Richmond, Va. 23208

" Ms. Jacquellne Raulerson, Rig Rep.
- Dept. .of Mental Hlth & Retardation
" P.0. Box 1797 o o
'~ Richmond, Va.

Mr. Carl Cimino :
Division of Justlce,& Crlme Preventlon
850} Mayland Drive

Richmond, Va. 23729

23214

. r

.‘-
«

[ Mrss,Helen H111

- 'Department of Education
- 9th Street Office Building
4R1chmond, Va. 23219 S

#Ms. Vickie Montgonery ‘
City Manager's Office] : _ -
City of Chesapeake: i - (R
Chesapeake, Va. 23320 RN
*Mr. Charles H. Merri
Dept. of Vocatlonal ehabllltatlon
4615 West Broad Street
_/ Richmond,Va. 123230 o

..Mr. Herbert' Krueger,
State Department of |
8007 Discoyery Dr.,:
Rlchmond ,Va. - 23288 D

.Nr Otis Brown, Sec . of Human Affalrs

. Office of the Goverric : , )
. 910 Capitol Street |
Richmond Va. . 23219

Maj. Gen. William J. WcCaddln
.National Guard ;
‘506 '9th Street Offy.
Rlchmond Va. 2327

LY

t, Assis. Comm

.

Spec. Ass1stant

ce Bulldlng

- "*Mr. Wllllam E. Weddlngton. o o

" Director bf You,h Services

. Department“of Correctlons :
203 Turner Rd. | T
Richunond, Va.. 23235/ | !

indicdates Executive Committee N




- 72f

% Dr. Laura Morrls, D1rector
_ .Department of Health
_\ Civic Center :
" Chesapeake, Var 23320

. %Mr. W. D.-Clark, Dlrector
Depc. of Social Services
100 CGutlaw Street
Chesapeake, Va.

Dr.f?enneth Fulp

Dept. of Education
300 Cedar Road o
Chesdpeake, Va. 23321

Chief R. A. Lakoski
Police Department -
304 Albemarle Drive
Chesapeake, Va. 23320,

Mr. Donald Peebles .
Chapter 10 Board

1301 Jerome Street
Chesapeak Va. 23324

23320

- Hon.E. P.~Grissom '
CJuv.
300 Cedar Road

Chesapeake, Va.

‘.Dr. William Crawford, Dir. -
Dept. of ‘Public Health
Minicipal Center - '

23456

Vlrglnla Beach Va.
. #Mrs. Frances Elrod, Dir.
'Dept. -of Social Services °
Municipal ‘Center :
Virginia Beach, Va. 23456

Dr. E. E. Brickell, -Supt.

23321

Virginia Beach Publlc Schools

‘ Municipal Center
. Virginia® Beach, Va. 23456

Col. W. W. Dav1s, Chief

» ' Department of Police ;
“Municipal Center - . :

" Virginia Beach, Va. 23456

*Mr. ‘Gordom Turmer,  Chief
Juvenile Probation Dept.
Municipal Center

. Virginia Beach, Va.

Mr. GaryIFarmer, Dlrector
- Juvenile Court Services
- 1202 20th Street
Chesapeake, Va. 23320

Mr. John Aycock, 1rector
. Memtal Health Serﬁlces 'Board-
" Pembroke 1, Suite’ 103,
281 Inﬂepeadence Blvd
Vlrglnla Beach, Va.

/

2$462 ,

" wts
o o

PENDLETON PROJECl MANAGEMENT BOARD -

& Domestic Relations Ct.

l, Richmond, Va.

123456 . " Richmond, Va.

vlndlcates Executlve Commlttee.

1976

Hon. Fred- Aucamp
-~ Juv. & Domestic Relatioms: Court
. Municipal Center

" Virginia Beach, Va. 23456_

- #*Mr. George Tinhes . '
Assistant to the City Manager
‘Municipal Center
Virginia Beach, Va.-

23456 S,

Dr. Sam Graham, Dir. of Local Hlth. Se:
State Department of Health

gJames Madison Building -
Richmond, Va. 23208 .

Ms. ‘Jacquelirte Ratilerson; Reg Rep.
" Dept. of Mental Hlth. & Retardatlon
-P.0. Box 1797 : : _

Richmond, Va.

Mr . Carl Cimino =

23214

Spec. Ass1stant

i

~

Division of Justice & Crime Prevention
8501 Mayland Drive
R1chmond Va. 23229 . ..

- Miss Helen Hill R -
’Department of Education - K o
9th Street*0Office Building - ,
R1chmond Va. - 23219 SN

*Ms. ‘Vickie Montgomery \$\\\;
 City Manager('s Office : RN
Clty of Che;hpeake : v o,
Chesapeake Va. 23320 BEERANG

. *Mr. Charles. H. Merritt, Assis. Comm.

~ Dept. of Vocational Rehabllltatlon’
- 4615 West,Broad Street ,
23230 . . . g
Mr. Herbert Krueger,
State Department of Welfare . .
8007 Discovery Dr., Box K - l76 S
Richmond; Va. 23288 -
Mr. Otis Brown, Secy. of Human Affairs
Office of the Governor S
910 Capitol Street .
Richmond, Va. 23219 )
MaJ. Gen. Wllllan J. McCaddln
National Guard,
. 506 9th Street Office Bulldlng :
23219 . e
#Mr. Wiliiam E. Weddington
Director of You:h Services
Department of Correctlons '
. 203 Turner Rd.
~ Richmond, Va. 23235

845




.f_II. Clerical N

: DR - T
Personnel R }/{, o . -f

I

1 ) Lo
Presented here fs ‘the current dlstrlbutlon of st f£ togeth-
.er w1th the dates off employmen As of\December 3l, 1
33 pos1t10ns were filled w1th 32 regnlars and”6'substﬁtutes
Appllcatlons are now be1ng taken for the Teachér/Counselor
pos1tlon which became vacant August 15, 1975.
There are no-antlclpated term;natlons.-,1: S
Admlnlstratlon v_“ -/ | o

!

A D1rector, Rlchard C Pooley, Ph.D. 9/25/73 Sl ‘

B. Ass1stant to the Dlrector, Joseph J. 0 Rourke l/28/741'

!

A Secretary II Nancy Sandloop, A. A. S 8/20/73 ‘l

Q

" B. Clerk yplst 11, Rosemary~Sp1nelll 4/7/75
C. Account Clerk IIT, Allson Ruttenberg, 8/7/73

III. Progect Serv;ces Team

- . Al Vlrglnla Beach Soclal Worker; Faye Cralghead B AL
} ‘ R 10/1/75 T >
% ] ° - - ] .
~ B. Virginia Beach Probatlon Offlcer, Mary Johnson, B.A.
1 8/1/73 . _‘ :
',C; Chesapeake qucatlonal qpeclalLst Raymond Bloomer,
P B S. 1/2/75 : . _ .
{ S D. Vlrglnla Beach Educatlonal Speclallst Anne hows,
la;,fWﬂ¥«~~W'Bz¥"973/7a ) | T | o
N B.' Chesapeake Soclal Wbrker Sandra?Noazarellatjgﬁ?l,“CV'f
ks t ) - 10/1/74 j_ - . ) ) . .. \ - . ."»-‘ [

G, 'Comprehens1ve Mental Health Program, Psychlatrlc

e

773;

975, the , ..

F. .Vhrgrnla Beach Publlc Health Nurse,rBlllle Walker, R. N.,u

.9/16/74

¢
w™

Social Worker, Catherlne Chapln, M,S W., 7/l6/75

o -

\_I




‘ 7ﬁ// N oo T : 1 N ce .
-/ He. C esapeake Probatlon Offlce N Peter Pr1221o, M. Ed., R
4 /1/74 3 0l | _ .
/IV. Diagnostic Team
| A. Ps‘chologlst Rlchard Shea, P D., 9/16/73 | ot

%‘ i fr B. Ed:catlonal Psychologlst‘ Bong 500 Eun, Ph D. (abd),,
ER / ) 10/14/74 | |
v"y HCV. Reside tial Treatmeﬁt Team ;
_ : Ie eher/Counselors .;‘ _
R \:ed Rowlands, B.A. ~11/1/73'
- 2. Henry Lee, B, s{, Special Ed., J15/74 ; :
3. %onna Beckett B. S., Spec1al Ed}, é/7/74 B
;m;;; :i_ff _%Qr;slBrody, B.AL, 8{}6/741‘
-7 5. Am Ackermam, M.S., 7/1/75 -
, g\ 6. Vacant | ..i R "> 1 ﬁ: i
! ':'B, Nurse, Dorothy Nichols, R. N., 7/28/75/l E | | .
jf“illéi“;>;§:  Rec\eatlonal Superv1sor, Cralg Johnso ,‘B{s},”4/8/74. :’if'f
! | .. | D. Chlid Care Workers J-~.w'  _ R .fBri:i_ R
/' S o 1. shelid Stévenson\ 4/16/74 o | '
3 | 2 Jody DeCaro, 9/1%/74 ‘

R - 3. Rose Marie Paganelll, B. S., 1/16/75 o " .
L .4.. Margaret Kocen, B A., 5/1/75 | " : | g H
*fl" _ o - 5. VlrgLala Aygarnﬁ B. S., 5/16/75 '

i i VI Resldentlal 1ntenanc? Staff |
| A.. CustodlaL Johnnle Brown, 1/28/74 o

;B: Malotenance Mechanlg; John Elliott, 9/ 6/74 : v

C. Cooks . '?;f' f'_% ,;"_~ b S o h
1;,:Mi1ford Bﬁnbar, 6/2z/74 Lot )

?. - " n2; Bettye Nlckens, 9/3/74 g :i.-_ﬁ: | o

\ 3. Franc1s Wllllams” 10/1/74 '”-'ﬂ o | ' ?fu

Lo .
o

- - :




- | 75
VII. Substltutes S . E
v ! L ‘
Rhonda '\Ilcholl B.o., ’)’10/7'5 _
B. Phyllls Pashayan, B.A., 9/16/75 R
: €. sia Pappas, B.S., 11/7/75 o |
o . . -
' D. Donnell, Taborn, B.S., 11/18/75 S
L ) R . -
E. " Karyl Blanco, \1/24/75
B ‘ _ |
' F. Jemnie Andrews, B.S., 12/1/75 . '
; / \-\\ 3 f
, ] \_\ | ‘ ;o
~
| ~
{
‘;7, _ |
- - | -
i bl
. : .
| ‘ ‘. x .
- \
N
fr I ‘
) |
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| | CHAPTER VT |
w . PROJECT EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS

|
|

_ Presented'here is-an eXpenditure'analysis as'ofhbecember 31,

B ' 1975. These figures reflect all expendltures and encumbrances to
date w1th the exceptlon of $5 775.14 of" personnel expendltures
whlch .are. not. shown ~ The reason for these expendltures not belng

- shown is that the agencies w1th whom the PrOJeCt Services Team
R _'members share their 301nt app01ntment have falled to invoice us
for the month of December, 1975. .
~There are addltlonallexpendltures'in the area of-C;nsultants'
F:Which are not-reflectedfin this report as a'result of:a'subacontract?,'
' mithfold Dominion'University for data_processing work.fVWork hasrn
_ﬂbeenfdone by ODU,IhoWeGer, no’inmoice has.been received.to dateé
' ftais'anticfpated that.all fnnds wdll be encumbered and‘ex-_

pended w1th1n the grant perlod and no add1t10na1 funds will be

-needed to complete the f1scal year.

L ’ ' . L. e




 Categories

o T > B = B e W - - . 5

 TOTAL

Personnel - $322,306.
. | .

| . .
Travel -+ 13,969

Construction: .= 3,750

. Cperatingkm

_Consultants 14,471.

e

00

.00

“Equipment .' 6,11@.

00

.00

00. + $139,062.'31

l
3 ! (
S “EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS

| As.of.December.3l; 1975

o faﬁ L

DICP- ¢ o L o .
- Budget - Budget , Expenditures . Unencumbered
Allocation To Date - Balance

1

Percept
_of,Ex§énd;

. $183,243.69
0= . '14,471,00

]

-0- . 3,750.00

Expense. . 40,501.

©$401,111

00

.00

&

Th e

5,818.43 8,150.57 -

4,167.49 . 1,946.51 _ 68.16% -

o

43.14% “K a
41.65%

@

..O_

12,136345  28,364.55

«\

i
|
-0 ' _ ..

29.96%

\$161;184.68

. $239,926. 32

40.18% . -

| . . . -




P ENDL ETON PROJ ECT | ‘ ‘

| Grant #75- A3006 ‘{f :‘l .

A Detail of "Other Expenses

o | As.qf December 31, 1975 '
[

Postage - . - : o S ©311.75

: © © Telephone and Telegraph T b 7. 1,252.10 -
i - Electric Current o L ' 1,086.02
' Data Processing Services ' * . . o -0~
A’Membershlp Dues and Subscrlptlons ' .~ . 316.39
Printing . R T - , 190.95 ,
Water Service T | R o - 139.98
. Sewer Service o ' N ' . : - 83.62°
Laundry Service - R s - 423,23 -
Photographic Services f o [ = 66.68
"Liability Insurance ' ' ‘ _ -0~ .
" Repalrs to Bulldlngs andtGrounds . S E 442,15 ¢
-~ Repairs to Automotive u/Equlpment : E - .163.62
~ Repairs to Office Equipment : . : 238,10
“Other Contracted Services _ e - 301.10 :
. Building -Supplies .. : . ' ' . 176.43
- Janitorial Supplies ‘ L ' .Y+ 339,02
- Educational Supplles o L 1639.90
Food Supplies o , A 3,710.33
Stationery and Office Supplles . . o -'1,783.41
Recreational Supplles ‘ S ' .~ 86.00 -
o . Small Tools - s o . 15.08
. - - Material and Supplies : . S - . 52.69
: "~ Medical Supplies SR : T ‘ 86.56 -
_Household Furnishings and Supplles Coe S . 189.69 .
Photographlc Supplles[ T _ 41.65°

TOTAL S 812,136.45
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’Ayllon;'T.,i&‘Azfin, N.. The Token Economy: A Motivational System
- for Therapy and Rehabilitation. New Ygrk: Appleton=Century .
Crafts, 1968. - . ' . S . ,

Ayllom, Theodoro, &-Roberts, MichaeliD; "Eiiminating DisCipline'
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