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INTRODUCTION

The runaway youth phenomenon is not unique to the
1970's. American society has ejways had .youth who run
&Way from home for a variety of:reaSons. Some of the
most, well known popularized examples of such youth.are
Huckleberry Finn and Tom SaWyer in frontier Missouri,
the wandering group's of transient -boys of the depres-
sion years, and the hippies or "flower children" of the
late 1960's.

Because of the, marked increase in the number of- 7
runaway youth in the 1968 tb 1972 period as well as the
indreased interest- of Tqany 'indiViduals-in helping these
youth, recent legislation atithorizes the Department of
Health, Education and Welfare to.spend several million
dollars. for .three consecUtive years on local services to
runaWaYs_ twards runaways at, any.level
of operationfederal, state,\local, individual--can be_
optimally fdrmulated,-it..is desirable .to have.a. full ab-
count of all that is known at ehi,s time.about runaway
youth.

In-general, the major questiens'that need to be.ad-
dressed are the following;

. \
\-

\

(1) Whp are. runaways?\ HoW is'"runaway" best defined?

(2) What is '.the incidence (Le., rate of occurence)
of,running away?

\(3). what are the'prediSposing.factors which lead to
\ _youths running aWa0.
\

.(4), What-services are available-I-Off-tunaway-youth
and thej,r familieS?', Of these, which.are effec-.

\ tive?

(5)\ What are the various attituds.towards running
\away in American sbciety?: Within the-context of,
the d.iffering. approaches 'tothephenomenon, what
are the most desirable\policies' (in terms.of
Services provided, legal regulationst-etc.)?

\'One important sourceof-information neededto answer
these questions' coMes from the professibnal and'popular
literature on runeWaY yoUth. This annotated bibliography .

\



arl,,:lerar:: r:iveri;L-;: has been prepared to acquaint.
threa.:er Yith the ]-:nowledL;e-Lase on runaways that
rec.-ently eists in the various literature sources..

F...en',thou._:h aailable. knowledq6' from the literature'
hol::,sonceril; minimally to anSwer the polidy questions .-

listed, it does serve, .as.an im6ertant basis or hegin-
qint .for future 'incuirv about rUnaways

, .

. . .

The\ majority Of entries.inthis bibliography were .

located- 241.1 a thoroUgh Search through many reference'
sources, Including (1) Research i.n Education (-ERIC)

, ,(2)
Psycnoloqical ';:bsti-acts, (3) Child 1DevelopMent Abstracts,
(4) Crime and:De'li-hpuenlcv Abstrabts,' (5) Sociological
Abstracts, ',(6). Di?sertat.ion-Abstracts International,.
(7). :Focial. Science's Citation Index, (8) New York Times,,

'Index, and (\9) Reader!s '.Guide to Periodic.Literature.
\

'An.additid-nal source_of iriany entries was_the_biblio- .\
\,graphics of tn ,

..e various aIticles'..andbOoks. located and...
the suggestions o.if individuals far4liar with .the-run-.
away phenomenon. :,lo t of the artiles- nr books A_ncluded.

.

in this annotated bib iography focus .exclusively on run7
away youth; a-all minority of the entries include only
a seption srpecif-icallv'f\ ocuSing on runaways. The self-:' ,

reborted delincTuencv -stidies whichjnclude a runaway-
item are summarized in. the\literature Overview;only
those studies -:hich have\been extensively analyzed -with-
respect to the runaa\,:i reWinses are ifteluded in,the an- '.

notated bibliography.. ..- *:-
\

i

_,,The,156 entries in thiS bibliogaphy are grOuped .. .-
.7:dn-tc) sectons as follows',:, (The nuffiber. entri-es for -,

\each section is'in parenthesis)

(1) Books -(12)

(2) Professional journas (EngliSh) 07)
.

--J.:31- -ProfeSsionaT-joUrna* --(Ndft-English) (13.)

... . . .- .e....

a\, .
.

,

,....

.

(4) Government documents, miscellane9us reports . \ .\ ',,,

and papers (20)
I

\'

,

1
(5) DisSertation

.

s (5)
, t, \

.

\.(6) Popular Magazines. (18)-.
\

(7-). Newspaper articles (16).-
, ..-

\

. \

,

\-

, ,

,

.. , ,
,

,

..,
\,

\

,



All of the bookS, professional journal_ articlr-s:
.dissert;itions, ahd government documents', miscellaneous
'reports and ar-ticles are.thoroughly annotated for the
reader. In each summary doscription of a book or
article, the following information-, if it.is available,
is included:

_

(1) authots professional background and/or
professional affiliation:when \the article
was written,

(2) author's:definition\of a runaway or running
away, .

' .

(3) composition of sample discussed, including
' age, sex, 'ethnic identification, ge6graphi-, .

(4) classification.system prOposed for explaining
runaway.4-s oehavior and/or characteri.sticS,. , 3

.5)' methodology used in the study,

(6) major findings relating to precipitating:.
-factors and/or causes of running away,

(7) m4jor findings regarding the,freouenct; and
characteristi&s of runaway incidents,:;and

,

(8) .kindings or\reComMendations 'regarding
ventidn arid/or treatment.ok. runaways, '

.; -. , '' ,1

\

fheH,literature overview is a brief sumMary of \'
what'the various annotated entries say about runaway

\

'youth':: ,It is n6t arp analytic discussion or interpre7 ,

'-tation of wha't the,literature means or implies. ,Rather,
thearticIe....s.on runaway 'youth are summarized in this\
overIview acoording-7tb the eight categories as-tedabOVe-,,,
under which each'entry is annotatedr, )-In, manY cases,\I-le" ,.

, .

overiview alsO serVes.the function of a subject indek. \

,

:It is hOped that thisannotated bibliography and-\
, ,

,, _
,

briek'summary oVerview of the e.xisting literatUre on
runaway outhWill be'usek4 toha wide Variety 'Of C--

people intereSted:in runaw0,yoUth and their problems. \

,This effort, iS one step -towa`rds understandihg why run-, v

.away-youths\exist in'our society and what'stepS,can be \

taken to help \them before; ak\ter, and during,, their Y
running awy\..' - .

,

.1
7 ,

--t
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LITERATURE OVERVIEW

1-

SUmmary

Findings from-the. runaway literature at'this time
can not be pasiiv integrated into a meaningful pattern
or cons,truCt. It is especially hard ..to organize what
is ,knoWn,.in order to answer pertinent policy guestiOns.
concerning runaway youth. Problems hindering the.uni-
fication of pa,.:A research findings into -a coherent
theory about runaway youth include: 1) lack of consist-
ent- definitiont.2) lack of methodological sophistication,
,and 3) conflicting perspectives or theories,about run7
,away behavior. 17t present,-there is some good informa-
tiOn about specific runaway-subpopulations. BUt, since
no'one study has CoMpared several subtypes of runaways
frOm,the same basic population (i.e., runaways from.
Institutions, one-time runaways from home,,multiple
runaways from hoMe, etc:),,itis difficult to generalize
frOm the findings of.the narrowly focused studies in the
literature,to make statements about all runaways.

. Highlights from the runaway literature reviewed
for the bibliography aro summarized below:

(1) Definition:of Runaway:

There_ is a ide range of definitions of running
.

way used in the literature.. Some Of the basic
components included'in these definitionsof a
rUnaway are 1) age, 2) parent's permission or
consent, 3) psychological charaCteristics, 4)
inclusOn-in missing persons recordS,
-cation by ajuvenile court, 61 child knoWledge.

.

about. onsequences of:his/her action, 7) time gone,"
8) whe e ran from,_9) .whereran.to,. and 10).,prbr
vious Un'awa: behavi8-k. Themost frequently uSed
definition for running away from home'requires the.
youth to be gone without his/her-parents' permis-
'sion or consent for a Certain'length of

(2). Incidence of Running Away:

The main source available for'estimating the
number-161-runaways is the police,arrest and/or
mis-S11n9 persons record's. Since these official
record have been shown to be-low, biased esti-
mates, other ways of estimating the'incidence of



running away on both a local and national level
(e.g., household sampling of youth and/orparents,
school surveys, telephone surveys, etc.;', are now
being:tried.. The ."best'guess" estimate freauently
auoted in the,literature is that there are about
500,000 to 3,000,000 youths.whb run away from'home
each year. Lased on CenSus data, this would be
approximately 1-1/2% to .3% of the total youth oopu-
lation, ac:Tes 10 17, in the United.States.

(3)' Predisposing Factors of Running Away:

A large majority of artAcles, especially the
earlier ones, follow the traditional psychopatho7
logi:al model which attributes the basic reasons
for running away-tb problems within the individual
child (e.g., lack of ego strengtl-G poor impulse
control, depression,- etc.) . An increasing number
of articies,,especially during the past decade,
folloW the'environmental'context model which, attri-
butes.the-reasons for.running away to various
situational factors outside the individual. In
addition, a small number of articles suggest that
running away 'for Many-youths represents a positive
and natural step in the normal growing-up process.'
The one outstanding fact about reasons for running
away which holds up aCross most of the articles,
regardless.-of theirorientation.towards runaways or.

'.their sample base, is-. that-runaways most often have
'inadequate parent-child relationships and unhappy,
"Stretsful.'hoMe'enVirOments

_

(4) Services_for Runaways:

yeryfew of:Tthe articles revit,!wed discuss approaches
for dealing-with runaway youth. A prominent theme

_o,f,;severgi_artcles iS that running_away_should.not
be a pOli,ce or'iuvenile court problem but rather a
[T13_,44 problem wWch Should be resolved within the
faily with the_help.of social service agencies A

rge illiTnpAr the articles whidh discuss treatment
Zof adolescent runaways-point out that most often the
.treatmen pf the youth must,include\ the ,family, or, .

one parent. Finally, even though:there are some
recommendations for what services 'should exist for
runaways and some descriptions of-what presently
does exist, no article reports the evaluation of a
particular service or:set of services foreven a
subpopulation of rupaays.

9
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'Introduction

It iS difficult-to summarize the multidisciplinary
Literature on runaway Youth into a sound theoretical
fraMwork from which meaningful social "policy can be for-
mulated. This difficulty is attributable mainly to the
lack of A'-broad conceptual framework which is comPrehen-
oive enough to incorporate the disparate views on run-
atwavs citec;1 in the literature. Without such a comprehen-
sive frameWork -- which does not exist in anv of the
entries annotated it is impossible to integrate and/or
compare meaningfully all the findings of the various
studies.

The twe' main characteristics of the present litera-'
tur'e which 4ggravate the above problem are the lack of. a
consistentdefinition(s) of runaways across studiesi and
the lack of\methodological sOphistication in many
studies. ?art of the reason for tliese problems,is due
to the nature of the runaway phenomena itself. ."Running
away!' is a Complex psythological and sociological pro-
blem which is difficult to define, explain, and, there-'---
fore, study. A .third reason for the problem is the
differences land diversity of the various disciplines'
vocabularies theories and biases. It is always hard to

-.integrate 'many disciplines' orientations to a problem or':
Phenemena ino a frameWork that will be understandable
and useful a a whole, aswell as still accountable to

' all the individual disciplines,

, - Tithin--i.hecontext of these,. constraintS and pro-
blems,' the +i-labl"e literature pn runaway, youth will be
summarized here accor'ding.t6tI'le following basic topics
which are suMmarized fOr each article in its annotation:

--Majorfindings aboUt_incidence, and incidents .

1
.

--Major findingt about predisposing factors .

.. -Defina_ .1 ..

tion of'running aw!ay-
.

.

--Classilcfication systems for runaways
--TreatMent findings and recommendations "-.:.

--Authorl trainingor affiliation.
l. ,

., --CemposatiOn of..samples
--Methedology,

I It ' 1, 1

1 'i

In addition, a short'ection-at the end of the overview
presents SuggstionS for future research and evaluation .\,_
projects onrunaway youth."

.



A

InoLdence an Incidents

Since actcurate informat-ion about the incidence o=
running aWay:f,rom home is difficult to col7r-ct, little
is known concl2s,ive1v about both thr-. incidencr= (i.e.,
rate of ocurren) 'and/or incidents (eL:isodes) of
,running awav.from'hqr,e. Most of what is 'known about
the..freguencv of running away is Snecified in terms of'
the number allreported\incidents_ In those cases where
-t.he size Of the'. total y81:Lth population as well as the,
.numberof total runaway incidents is kno-m,'' the number
of ruhaway incidents can beNconverted into an estimate .

of the iincidence, of running away. The most- comnonly
used source for determining.. thenumber of incidents of
runningaw,ay is police record,S--either missing persons
recordsj39,,40, 76, 87) or arrest\recprds (6) . The
only offiCial., national estimate of 4c.'h. nuMber ofrunaway
incidentSàomes--from the Federal Bureau'of

Uniform'Crime Reports, reporting\there' were\
163,863 'runaway-arrests (based on 3,601Jagencies'
,ports) in 19-72' and 121,600 (based on .3,256 gencies' 'Ne-
Ports) in, 1973.. As might be exPected, both 't'pes.of \,

Polic---recOrds,are under estimates of the actuEl>k number\
of'youths' in: flight -since for various reasons, 11113.:1

cas'es:are never' reported 'as Jnissing persons and many
youths 'are never arrested for running' away by the police.

\\

Other estimates:of the number o_f runaway episodes N\
inthe literature'coMe from reports'Of'specificrunaway

:shelter-S,(26, .30, 31, .99, 101).recordS of the Traveler's
Pii,d Society (16,...38,58), and'records Of.the '"transiencY
bu'reaus"-Jpf the .1930'.s (64, 65, 66, 72); None of-these
litter estimateS7-a1I of which'give.biased glimpse's of
the phenomenon at the locarlevel-7are_adequate for

ideermining,an estiMate of .the ntimber of incidents'and/or
incidenceon a'national level. _One Study (76) has cern-
pared.thetimate.of.rilnaways .Obtained!'from ene' of.
these sources7"-missing persons reocirds--to estimates from
other sources, mainly reports'ofStudents in schoolin
the' same area.' In thiS,investi5a'tienby hell anc his
associates- in the early-mid 196s, the high school)
students the particular 'area Under conce,rn reported
six.times aS.manT'instances of-running awa7;7, as were,Showt
ng in the local missing persons-records:, In additien,

.arecentj.ncidence feasibiIitY study (99)..conducted'in
Colorado found that official cplice estimates of mci-
dence were. generally lower than these obtained byi.nter-
viewing samples.of youths and theirparents. This.f1H,
lows the 'general pattern 'established in,numdreuSother \

6

1



j=enile delincuency: i.e., estimates of
delinauency.are much different and lower. Lhan

those based on self-recorted beha-Jiors.-

7stimates :Dr best guesses of how many Youth run
aay fr= hom-:, each year in the United States range:from
50C,,0(10 to 1,000,000 youths, ages 10-17 (1; 13, 34, 110,
116,. 130, 133, 146',,,149). Of the runaways, it is specu-
,lated that a little more than one-half are girls and the

---Nayerace ace is about 25 years old. Based on the 1970
census .figures, if there are 500.,000 one-time-runaways
-17,er year, then accroximately 1-1/2% of the total U.S.
copulation, ages 10-17, run away from home each year.3
Furthermore, using -the 1972 Current Population Survey
c:ata as a.baSe,-this means that approximately 2.7% of &11familieS-With at least one youth, ageS 10-17, will haveit leastone runaway per year.4

Because an aCcurate national estimate of the inci-
dence.of running away would be useful for ,colicy-makers
and legislators, the Department of Health, Education and
':elfare funded in 1974 a\pilot study (99). to determine
the feas.ibility,of estitating the incidence of running
away by interviewing a sartiple of households -in both.a
rural and largemetropolitan, area. Based on the parent-
reports of fatilies with at least'one youth,.ages 10-17,

of the yoOth pdpulation (or 4.24% of. households
with youth, ageS 10-17) had\run away frcm home during the
:previous year. 'When this eStimate was corrected. for
.parents. who did inot acknCiledge a runawayyoUth in the
househOld, -3.63% of the. yOuth\population'(or,7.13% of the.
.youth householdS) had ruh awaY from home during the pre-

. .

vious year.5. -
. 4

,The studies'of self-Teported delinquency behaviors,
which have inclUded.a question about running away from
home, ara summarized in,Table 1 With regards to the

--sample base, ..the method used 'tolinquire about running
.away, and friefindings with respect\to incidence of run-
ning away.° These estimates which are difficult to com-
pare because :)f the:differing s*aple\bases (e.g., non-
delinquent yoUth, incarcerated delinquents, one-time
delinquent offenders on- probatiori, etC...) 'and differing
time Teferents applied to the tunAWay4tem (.eg.r; "'within
the'last year,"."ever," "within the'pripr three-year
perio. etc.), ,vary from 2% to 15%\"for\non-de.linquent
youth samples and.Up to.80% for trahingvschoOl or in7
carcerated,delinquent youth samples. For: 6xamfpie, BaCh-
man (Table:11., found that about 10%'of\a sample of.tenth

\ \

\N

C
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gl,ade-bOys repOrted hav...4g,rUil away at least once wit*
,in a three year period prior to 16; while Gold and
R'imer (92) found 6% of-a. randomple of youth,.11 to
j3 years old, reported having run away within.three-
years prior tO 19.72, In 1971-1972 SwanSon and Mobley

1)\found that abou 11% of an le of

-7th, to 12th graders reported runni , one

year :prior tO testing.

:A..few articles disCusS the nat_ _le runaway
episode_itself:.; i.e., How far does the youth.ruh?, How

.

long dAes fhe youth stay away?. Where does the youth-go?,
With whom doeS-the-youth run? 7Does-the-ybuth-p1an.f,or
the'run?,-a7ld'WhY'does the youth return? Only a small

,flumber of studies (99, 107, 112) included these and
tber questions about the nature of the runaway..episode

4-few'of the-scattered findingSacross these.and Other
'studies,'some'of-which.have very different Sample bases,
are presented belOw.

At least One-half of all yOuth'Who run awaYfrom
home Stay within the town ,or general vicinity in which-
they live..(98,-99, 191, 191, 112). Most runawayi youth,-
:or-Ltherun go:to:a friends or 'relative's.house
107)Ingeneralthe length Of-time gone fromihome.in-.

r creases: with age (99) Every study whidh.describes the,
.-fTegueno,y7Of Lhe-runeway-epIsodes repor;ts
ity:of -runawaYsare-,On'their.first and often only. stun'

the runaway repeater is definitelY in the minority ,Of:

the runawaY population. 'MoSt runaway_episodeS,SOmtb:-
be POorly clanned.and- refleCti_mpulsive behavior re-
:sponses*.(3, 12, 48 .

] '

---Data onwhether'or hot-a youth, leaves With .any one-

else and information On why a youth does or doeSThot:

.-return home is practically non7existent. Reports on
*hat parts of the;year are moSt cOnducive to running'

:

. away arecontradictory and 'scant, In general, there
.Seems to te a slight-seasonal and monthly variation'in.
tunningaway, with-moreL,epiSodes tending:to oocur-in
summer and'fall.'and- near vadation times. InA.nstitutions
-the'greatest.number of runaway episbdes Odcur-within.the
_first Six monthS after admission.(51., 55).

In SUmmary, very little conclusive informatiOn iS.

_ snown..about the:nature-of-the'runaway episode and-the in-:-

cidenCe:of running away: The'estimates of incidence vary:,
,lidely,,the highest being thOSe of self-reported delin-
,qtency studies._



Delinauency Studies which include InformatiCn about the ,Inc
of,Running Away from Home

5tudy (Listed
in Alphabeti-
cal:Order). Sample-BaSe

.

992 junior high
school youth, ages
13717 yearsf in an
urban northeastern

, dNio community
ir-spring, 1961.

Method USed.to
Tnquire about

,

Running Away ,-,--

. . .

AnonymoUs-guestionnaire,
using Nye-Short Scale
(197); Tio .'-'."-e r--

._.i.----

't\lo
- iiferen(/
umn

! f,.
e:

'.
, n

. _

reporl
,four-.!

class(
In tol
10,5.. ('

'.64 ma:
outoi
naire
analyE
matel 3
these

,/
_one',0/
18,/mc

Akers (.1964)

ence for run.aN.-- em,. .

mehtioned,:,

.

.

/

i -

.

,

.

.

-.------;-.':

-.,.

-1
'7
8achMan
(1970)

_-__

._,...1.,

Z-2,13 tenthsrade
'boys from 87_.'-1..7.,,,

public high . ' '7----sg
. ,,,,

Schbols-in 1966.,

_--'

COnf,kdential question-
-..naillr,e; tunaway iteM

-
ecified the time

.---

-period lWiph-Tri.the

, .

11%.of
,,-:rd'Spor

had-it
_Ilbme..(

.times;
times;
.2%-onc

-/
.

/. .

.

1 4

.

,

._ .

.

last thteeyears.."
..-

.

.

4.,



-table 1
Fy.

include Information '.abOut
nin5\Awam from Home-4

/

Method IM.ep tc/
Inquire about./

*:--unning Away',

\,

the Incidence.
\

,AnonYmous questionnaire ,

Using Nye-Short. SCale
(1957) ; no time 'refer-

-e-n-q-e-for-ru riaN-;Y-1:y-it-em----

.mentioned..

Finding3

No, significant .dif-
ferences among the
number of runaways

ch of-toported tor
four soioc

In total cre -
166 (42 IL and
64 males) runaways
out of 836- .ques tlonm
:naires used in the
analytis - approxi-
mately 12;7%) .- Of

a& rarv away'.
one or 'two times and

more \than- twice.

'confidential question-
naire; ,runaway item
specified:t.he time
period "within:the
last three yOfs."

111 of the'sample
.responded that they
haidrun aWay.from
home-,;(117five dr, more
times; 1%-3 or 4'
times; 2%-twice; and



, Table I (Continued)

Delinquency Studie's whi-ch-i-nclude Information abo
of Running Away from Home

'Study (Listed
in Alphabeti-
calOrder)

Brennan,..f.

811anch-ard,

and:Elliott
,(1.975) (See
99)

Sam le,Base

A probabilityisample o
640 household in
northeastarn_Colorado
and,2000 households in
the'Denver SMS7
screencvl
ence

Taget 10 4n
974,

Ast-

late'

MethOd-Us.ed-to
Inquire about
Runnin Awa

Interview., Both
parent and youth_

the youth had ever
beerCgone fr-n horn
without pare..:al
j)erimission ol COn--2

Sent in the last
year, and..(2)4f'
the.youth had:ever
run
uring,the last

17,ear-for'both ite
the frequency and.'

',..duration of epipod
'was recOrded-

.-.
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Table'1 (Continued) I,

idles which include Information about
of Runnin9 Away froM Home:.

le Base

ity ,sample o
iolds in,
trn_f_ollspr_ado.

puteholds
SMSA Were

cpr.'the exist7
thaway yobth,
17, in late

.Method Used to
,

Inquire aboutj I

Running Awd I

'Interyiew. Both
parent.and youtICI
were_a_aked_j1) A-ft
Ole youth had ever
been gone .from home
mi.thout'parental,.
permisslOn or con-

.tent\in. the. 1a0.d.

---t-YeThT(5ah:ha ever
,

-run away_trom__POTtP _

dUrzing.the>last I

'year; for oth items,
the\frequency and.
:dutation of ?ipisodes
was ecotde6.

t e Incid\ ence

Based, on the parent
report sample
of.tlie youth popula-
tion (or,4.24%1 of
households witp youth, \
acTes.10-.1.7) had.run
away from homeidilring
thepre*oUs'year..

-7WITen..ttrigIaMate iS
...corrected fcir--parents7
wilo did not a-alsnOW77:_-_.:_

ledge riaway yoUth
hqusehold, 3.63%*

of youth''poputaon(or
of yod01house7
Jlad rUnlaway'

within the preVIous
year. In addit;ion, :-

1.76% Of all yuth (oi
1.76% o.f youth Pouse--.

1-1(9.runJaway in
--the'prevdouS year fot,
episoded'af-24 taours-
or longer7.

H.



StUdy (Liste
in Al.phabeti
cal Or,der)

Bt7ennan,
Brewingt
and ,.7al

100)

Table 1 (COntinued).

Delinquency Studies-which includeInfOrmatiOh abOut
of 'Running Av;7ay froff Home

.

. Method Us.ed,to
InqUire abbut./ 'SampleJliase. Punning 7\i,..7ay

stratified quota sample In.terviev;-----r-UnaWay
/ of 8.80 Denver 'youth, ages item specified th-e-----

1.07.29_,_in tiir.e period ".during
st---1,x-e ajr. "

-628 (200 females and 428
males) black and white .

youth in Ohio schools
for delinquents in
19601-1_961

QueStionnai:i-e otite
adapted froM the Nye
Sho\-t, (1957) scale;
tim0 reference Then-
tibned'.



Table i .(Conti ue(Y.

-1
tudies which inClude Infor\Mationabout the Incidenee

of Running Away. from Ilom*

"lethoA U ed to
Inqui4 bout.
RunninBase.

lea .quota sam1)1e
nver youth, ages
1971.:
_ .

Intervlewrinaway
item speciti.c.d_the--

period, "during
_the last_Ye r;"

\

Findings

lemaIe,S,-and--4.2*7-
ack and whit
Ohio'schools
ClUentS in

'of-items
adapt* from t
S.hort (1957) a1e7 no
*time ,referenc men-
-tiOned.

132' (apprd'ximately
-150\said they had
rUh.away from.home.

,

The -61Der Of ttmeS
\Ythe y uth admtted

runni away irom
home n a wei.ghted
ayetag ) was 1.3 fOr
_female and 1.6 .,for
maLes- The median
age of. set fv '

-running way:was
14.3 ye s for fe-.
maleS and 14:a for
males;

1 9



DelinqUent

Stud (Listed
in Alphabeti-
Cal `drder)

Table 1 (Ccintinued)

tudiesWhich include Information about
of Running Away.from BOme\'

,\

Method-USed
,

Inquire.abou
Sample BaSe Running Away0

the Jncidence

Epps .1967)

Elliott
and
Voss
(1974)

346 juniors 1(159 white,
111 black, and 76 ofi-,
ental) in a Seattle
high sáhOol in spring,

Anonymous au :Jti)onnaire:
based on_the klyeShott.-
(1957) scalphe run-

:away iteM on'

specified"even thp
youth's/lifetime."

7

2617 youth-Who
enteted ninth
;grade in. 1963 in
San Dieuo And,
were followed for
four'. yearsi through
high school.

Cdrifidential qu stiOn=
naire alter the We\--
Sblort (1957) sc\Ie
civen to sample
ninth and twelft
crades-,-; 'the rune ay
iitempeaified:t .\1

/timeframe to be_wit -
in the three pre iouls-

'yeatS..

Findings

The following are
.centages of run7lwal
h^vs in ez', fol

.icioeaonomic.'leve]
among_Which there__
wete no significant
differenceS: Group
(low_SES) -.12.1%.1
91) ; Groupf2 7.5i
0-Irr-80)'; Group:3 -,
1.4.8%.(n-54).; GrouT

8.9% .(n=45)1.,..

In junior'high' schc
313 males-(mean=.23
and 267 females (me
.210) reported runr
away:from home (ove
all mean=.222). Ir
senior high \school
ma1aa_tmeanz7.1.279),_a
270 fethales ,\(mean-.
reported running ay.
from home (overall
mean=.253).



Table 1 (Coptinued)

es. which include In'forma\tion about the'Incidence.
of'Running Away froth' Home

Method:Used
JInguireabput,

,

(159 white,
ori-

L3eat

in spring,

AnonymousgueOtionnair
han6d on the N)Pe-Short.
i195,7) scale; the run-'

\awaytem was only.giVen
_to males; runals6y. item
.specified "eVer in the
voutli lifetime,"_

The Dwiny are per-
centages of runaway
boys in each of four
socioeconomic 1--e1s,
an)ng which the_I-a
were no signifi=ant
difi'e/.ences: Gr_'.1p 1
(low. SES) 12.1% (:T=

91); Group 2 - 7.5%
(n=80),; Group -
1,4.8% (n-54); Group 4

8.9% (n745).

nrho

Eh

53 in

?.d .for

:hrough

.Confidential guestion,-
naire after/the Nye-
Short (1957) scale
given' tip sailiple2in
ninth and-twelfthN.
grades;.the'runaway,
itemspecified the
time.frame to be with-
in the three previous
years.

In juniOr, high, school
311-males (mean=.234)
and-267 females (mean=
.210) reported running
away from home (over-
all mean=:222). In
.senior high school 332
males (mean=.27-9) and

.

270 females (mean-7.228)
reported running away ---

fromrhome.(overall
mean=.253).



Oen.

StudY_ILiSted

cal Or-r%._ ,

nquencv/Studic which incLUde InformatiOn about the.Incidence\
nf Runrinu Away frv

Sample as,

Erion and
Em;-,ey tl93

V.

Four randomly selected_
samples of males, ages
15 to 17 years. (N=180):
(1) 50 high school

. males never seen
in a court.

(2-) 30 high-sehool
. males in court onoe.

(3) 50..repeat".offenders

.edMmunity treatment
..prbgram.

(4) 50 incarcerated
offenders.

Mc ;Ok [Al
In t,e aboUt
Running Away'

IntervieW; runaway item
referred to neVer in a
Youth's lifetime'."

\

Findings

'The percentage of
sample Whd admitt
running away foll
,(1) hen-delinquen
'22%; (2) dile7time
fenders - (3

-linquen-Es--inCdmm
treatment
incarcerated ,9eli

.

quents
,

.8aMple 7 38%). '

Eynon.,,a d
, Reckless
(1961) \\

63,:vhite,,juyenile
'delinquent,: first
adMissions to a Ohio
training school.in

Questionnarev (and,
ihteryleW with ,thOse.
_who>had reading dif7
-ffculties) baSed,.On:
Nye-Short ,(1957)
scale; time reference
for -runaway, item riot
specifically men-
tioned but was prob7
ably "eVern.

182 males (50:1%).
Mitted running'ai4

\frOm home;:of,the
had cOMpariiOn

an'd the:median on
age ,as 13.:4-. year

'\



,

ith inclUde Information ;Pbout.theicidence
Runninoof Away fromHome

Meth:51 Used to._
Inguire_about

miole, Base, -7unning Away
\
omly, selected

inalep,,.ages
ears (N=180):
gh school
never

court.
gh_sCoe-1.\\'

, s,

3_.r) court on
peat.offenderS,
Cbation in a
pity tr.eatMent

carcerated,
dpx.s.

:nterview;-..runaway
7eferred .ta:ever in
7out4's lifetime."

em
a

Findings,

.The'j?ercentage of each
spmple who admitted to
twining away fojlows:
(1)_non-delinquents -
22%;.(2).one-time of-
fenders,- 24%; (A) de-
Iinguents in_community
-ti.eatMent 46%.; (4)

incarcerated delin-
quents- ;totar-':

.:saMple'- 380.

first\
to a Ohio
hbol in

Ques4onnai
-i

(and\%,.nterMiew. with
" boSe

v.:bo liad reading 'f.7

ficulties) based op\'
Ny,e-Shott '(1957)

, \

Scale; -ime reference
for .r.unaraY\ item hot
specificallymen-

\

-ttoted hut-wi&s7prOb-7.
.a-bly "eve'

182uales'(50.1:%) ,ad7
.mitted:running away
'from.11ome4'of theSe,
.56% 'had companions
ancl. the- median onset
age was 13.0-years..

\



Table 1 (Continued)

DelinquenCY StudieS which inClude inforMation about t1ë Incidence
.Of Running Away:from Acme

Study (Listed
dn Alphabeti-

4
cal Order) Sample Base._

Method Used'to
Inquire about
Runninajay___

Interview; runaway item
specifically referred)to
the "previous threo year
period:" N

v

, 1

.

FindingS_

6% of the saMple.said
,

they had run away. frc
home. s,

-

,Gold and
Reimer
(1974
(Sees107)

.1972
.of

1395 youths, age 11
to 18 years, in the

National,Survey
Youth. '

Mobley and
Swanson
(1973)

.

i

Probability sample
of.931 youths,

igrades seven to
twelVe, in six coun-
ties .in Indiana in
1671-1972; and 233

,

adjudicated youth
1

on parole and proba-
tion

I

Anonymous questionnairer
runaway item specifical-,
ly referred to."within
the past year-."

,

,

. -.
N.

N. --'%11.ad-tUn

_-
_-----

-Among the students rE
porting (n=732) , 78 c
approximately 10.6% (

'males and 17 -females)
said.they had run awa
(.48 - onCe; 21 3

times; 9 - 6 or more
N

tithes.) Among adjudic
ed delinquents.eport

,

(n=183) , 83 orapproN
J mately 4-5li "..said thE

away (24 or
--Nr-r- 3.-zAimes,-24-,- ,6_
mo'r.c times).

,
_.------ . \,._

..-.



Table 1 (Continued)

tudies which include nformation about
of Running Away from Home

Method gsf.ed to
Inquire a'bout
Running Pow:a`y,asa.

age 11
in the
1 Survey

Interview; runaway item'
specifically referred to
the "previous three year
period."

the Incide'Ce

Findings

6% of the sample ,said'
they had run aWay from
home.

sampl,e

'to
coun.=.

ana.in
na 233/'
jouth/
1°proba7--

AnonVmous questionnaire;
,runaway item specifi-cal=
ly referred to,"14thin
the past yeatrr

AMong the stUdents.e.7.,
porting'(n=7328 or
appr6ximately 10'4%,.41;.
males-andAT
said,thay had runaWay.
:(48 -onca.; 21 7. j'

:times; 9:- 26Nor mdre"

ed delinquents reporting--
.(n=183), 83 orapproxi-
mately.454% Said ,they
had.run away (2.4.:- once,.
35.- .3 times,. .24 6.or
more timeS).



\ \
\ \

tudy.(List
n Alphabet
al Order)

Delinquency Studies which include Information
of.Running\Away from HOme

Method Used .to
_Inquire abouts

Sample Ba e* -RunitirQ Away

'ye and S ort -.Three samples in 1955:
(1957) '-,2350 public high school

,youthjn the far west;
,320 youth from a western
state's training school;
596 public high school
youth in rural and
suburban,sections of a
midwestern state.

2.049*alleged\de1A,n-
.quentS who were tiie
Case.load of_the juve7
nile court in Port
Wdrth in'1931, 1931,
'and 1935; and 337
college studentSin

.,1940 19412'

about the Incidence

Anonymous queStionnaire;
no time reference-for.,
the runaway item was
mentiOned.

Findings

Based on two sample
numbers'of (ac.

-.1.5.to 17) whose re-
-,,,spon-se-fit one of 1
delinquency scale
types, 23 out of. 57
males .(,about 4%) ir

public SChools'and
out of 125 males
(abOut 62%) in a
trainina school re-
ported 1.1aving_runs_a
from home,. s.

-\Anonymo s questionnaire; 14.5% of males and
:time ref rende.forthe 4.3%-of females in

college said they.1
run away from home

\fore entering'colle
'of these/ none were
eser charged with t
offense; 42:0% of-A

/malesand 31.5% of
'femaleS7d,h the allE
delinquerit\group he
been chargeaNwith t
runaway pf:f611§,

%7

runaway iteM'hot spe
fically.m ntioiied but
Was tifObab' "'exieri

lifetime





Table 1 (Continued)

Studies which include Information about the Incidence
of Running Away from Home

Base

Method Used to
Inquire about
Running Away indings

s in- 1955:
high school
far west;

om 'a western
hing school;
igh school
al.. and

tions of a
tate.

Anonymous questidnnaire;
no_ time reference for
the runaway item was
mentioned.

..

delirr-
ere the .

the'juve7
n

]7, 1933,
d 337:
entsin

Based.on two samples'
numberS',of boys (ages
16 to 17) whose re-
-sponse fit one. of-18
-delinquency scale
type's", 23-Oilt_of,-570
males (about. 4%),in
public- Schools and 17
out of 125, Males'
(about 62%):in,a
training School re- .

ported having run away-
from home:

Anonymous questionnaii-e;
timereference for .the
runaWay item not speci-
ficallymentione& but
was probably:ever in

14.5% of males and
4.3% of:females in__
College/said they-had
,rtin away 'from7home be-
foreeAterlfig.c011ege;
cpf('-these, none were
ever Charged with the
offense; 42.0%of the
Males and 31.5% of the
females in the alleged.
delinquent group had
been charged with the
runaway offense.:

2 7



Table 1 (Continued)

Delinquency Studies which include ,Information
of Running Away .

Methoa :Used to
Inquire abOut
-Runnin .Awa

StUdy (Listed
in Alphabeti-
cal Order)
Short and Nye
i1958Y

Sample/Base

about'the Incidence

Findings

2 8

iv
Basedt1 the samples
r'eport d in Nyeyand,-
Sort/(1957):

y('1) 75% sample from
"-4he 'three Western
ihigh Schools.

(2)/100% sample of
three mi&-western-

7- Communities.-
(3) 1.00% sample:-of

training schools:

Anonymous questionnaire;
'-time;raferenceffor the
runa-Way item not speci-
fically mentioned but
was probably-"ever

The following percer
ages of the samples
mitted running away
from home: (1) westE
(13:0% males, 11.3P
males) (2) mid-westE
(12.9% males, 9.Wif
males) ; and (3)/trai
ing schools (68..1;
males, 85.5% females
The following percer
ages admitted runnir
away from home more
than once or twice;
weSlern (2.4% males,
1.0 ' females); (2) n

westrn (2.8% males,
1.0% ft.males) and (E

training z:-hools (3:
males, 51.8% femaleE



Table 1 (Continued)

3tudies which indlude Information
of Running Away

)1e Base'

the samples-
'in Nye. and.
)57):.
;ample from
:hree western
schools.\.
sample of.
?.-mid-west rn

sample of
ling schools.

1e.,.1od Used to
suire about.
=zing Away

:An lOus questi
ti: reference
ru ay item not
fi Lly mentioned

probably !level
lifetime:"

,e Incidence

Findings'

The f011owina percent-
ages of.th6 samples ad-
mitted running -away-
from hoMe: (1) western
(13-0%-/Malds,11.3%-,fe-
males)1/2) mid-western
(112.9W males, 9.8% fe-
114e1s);. and (3) 'train-
in4\/schools

85:.5% femares),
,The \:following-percent-
ages admitted running
away from home more
than once or:twice; (I)

western (2.4%.males,
1.0% feMales); (2) mid-
western (2.8% males,
1,0% females).and (3).

training schools (37:7%
.males 51.8% females).



Hc r

Th,
7 asons

contin_
crientat:
Lhat- which
model, ,an
text mode._ .

running a :

The latte
various F.
,Often t
the'-au'
prcfes

_ 0-

HDaut Preul_s17. .inc. Factors

arLiOles .1-..-estic Le an( -ribe
r,u7 run away -.e.can be pl ri Ylong

cxtremes repre ent
ls the reason-

. human beha : 1)
the traditic.T.__ )sychcTathol
which -27:D.11ow envLronmen ccn-

former atoribu ohe basic rea for
roblems VLLthin the individUal c 1.

putes the reaSons for running av _o
ai.factors outSide the individu child_

df an art::.-le is closely r ated to
of the wbrlc dopted during IL,,1 'her\,

_ining

large majority cf studies, espec_ally
.the ear:_ :r (19301_s utilite the Lridi77id
ual psy7 ogical model. Far example, Frmslrong (2,,
14) des:: _bes a:".psychoneurotic eaotion""
:-_ttrib-J.7 Le t7 youth with mental deficiencyi subnormal
intelli: or impulse control and unstable 7,ake-up
.SeveL-al. rists View running away as an.acoing tut
of unre-7 dipal conflict pressureS (69, 74 81, 81,
115) - ) sta-:.es that runing aWay in adolescent
girls -1 nv 11y,."indicative extensive and severe
indirif a , (mily pathOlogY" vtich occt;rs often when.
the adc _r1 runamto ward off_the umtonscious

,

threat _ -3Stuous relations.nip with:her father, the j .

-f.ar of T diSsolution.of the family, and the con*/
curren n" (p. 127)\., Furthermore, Riemer (68) .7
sugyes 7 L.: t rrcing away reresents "a severe naEcissit'''
tic.disD,:de an. "extremely:\negate character," and.. .

descri: s s_ch :auth_as antagonistic, surly,',,Hdefiant,
-

assaul -e, imriulsive. Leventhal (53i
54) al:H. sc that runaways show severef,pthology,

their overconcern With (loss.iof control I

(both L.::: ex.ternal) and with egd ,Surrender.
:

co support-the individual_psYchopathologioal
Aited runing away.to'impulsiVe, acting-Out
TR), ,distprbing parehtcp'ild relationships :"
fear of'rejection of 11, parental figure

by the rlInaw y -uth (28, 114),(prematlire attempts to
achieve? indeT7en :nce.and autonomy (75 82, 115), depres7,
sion, a=iet: a strong inher tensions 48)-, and a need
to express Lty nd reyenge (79). 7-..rticLes by '\

-

,C-aet7
.view
behavicts
which lead 7

3 0



f:c,11ing
the behavior
rcaaction":

Individals wi
escape from th

'-a-way,fr.cm hOMe
sion.
feel retected
TheS-7 Often -stea._

, -45 46, 47, --, 86) -o
Asoca.:: on _clef:-

of ldren anti.- led "r._

ohe
n of

i.sOrder characterLa-
,:y,A situatichs-.by,runr.a.,

-,- y or rore without
re immat=e and tima
inadecua-ta, and fri-n:liess.
,ely. (45, p:169)

In a follOw-uo
tion it was found
of. psychiatric
,71ity), more arrets
Livorce (70, 71).

Contrasted W:771 -=
orientation is thL-a-_
es primarily a fur:cta=
Forvexample, writars
yearS Of the 193C1s_Eta=a-la
a result.of poor ec=o:--m-:

' home (8.;, 65, 66,

ways from a.clinic
ays.jhaf hagher inci: ances

sooicpathic rson-
.hcarceo atLor_ and mo

-chiatra: c psychcic-ical
_ews tha ru ,way pherpmenon
anvironment press
the Ame_ric . depresatcn

hat runr-_nc yis 1Lfge1y
hd soci c7. _tiona; at :

364gs dea. :rlbes ruh:ling
away; no only as ar -a-af .'":_z from stress, out aosc as an
S.O.S. signal and a:-., a1-7.-- ,-7; on tht Part DfAha r haaway
to change\the situ:---TT. _:-:. ' have'his/her feelLogs
honortd aS,xeal.aE ._ii,-,re a measUrelof :self-d_atermina-

, tion:. Lubech and Empa- View runnin.:-: away from
\ \

, \,. meinstitutions as an ex:;_., :a,.. outco in an unte.cpcnsive
\ social.:system. HiLa =7_ f34),dtEoribed a rawai.

: outh as "a second itrieroarn\delin=uent" whc Ls no tn
jtheeed of the fut-:- ora',' a ttr:butes the mai2

_ cause of such behav r r, ToOrliore enYlronment\ana :
, \\. \ plack of:family disc_ lina In,the same veih LOvrey \

. (58)Hattributes unr. i a1 tdschool _nd'fam4y pc
lemS, and to a youth LLing. Of:being unwantdor A
rejected at homt. S. taa :._ author-S--(7,1-5, 120 point
out that the runaway 70 --. is 'often the famill- scaPe-
g(Tat orvittim of a ,-7-71:Li stressful situatior

,

.
.

. , 1

\

Sev4a1 authors _cuggot that for many yol_
a'way represents a positLva and'patura: sep
proctss of growing-up. FL: exaMple, r-anning
been ca\lltñ an interlude. -to "going stroit" C

-initiation into adulth=:"
"develoPing\senst of s:_oDd and/indeendence

\

\

\ .

:oorma
has
\"an

c7-1\o\f, a
67)'.'

\



Goi&Tle -,- Dein(30), ,-,.237)view running awL
"positi7cect.ofcopihg in which support\is
frop.,:\perSra\y-ler,thpn trom t1-. adult,tdominate 7 D11--, ,

ment Of the\fal\lilly of scnonl,° Balser (16),de=
such behaVior aS a positive step:\in prObleM-sc:_-.-__ J.

- .Wein (12). 3ta-EeS'han.runaway youth have_madaan
.pen.clent\clecision toHrun ay4y, often-dfter'much IT1
pver hcme\and/or school; out of al basic commiti

_

hi:Vherself\and his/her needs andldesires'. Watte.,
(87) re-Dortt that the\largest nuMber :of boys, LI t
study rari:tosearch fordventure. Shellow et

,found.that the\majority\cif run-aways identified\

-"healthv"\normal adolescents.who used runting\away
, one.way.lto,deal.with their.\-probleii"sii-and_that 7n17
,very small\minority:had Multiple problems:whic_
ed some psychopathology.\

\

\
\'' \ . .

,

It is_ i_mpOrtant in a, d\iscussiOh of predisl
factbra to note.that numerous artic es pointHo-L zi._:__:.

runaways often have more inadequate parent'-chi: re.-
lationships \and more unhappy 'or pro4emVhoiT.ie..._eT-7_7.-o-_-
..\ments\than non7runaways. -;Tli\is general recOgnit\I. -family:or parent-prOblems for.a large nUmber-of .-,-,.ays, , ,

.is\\true acro \s multiple sample baseS,, varying d
tiOn Of runawaYs,, and differing\crientationsth0\ easons frunining away.\\Suddick:(83) in
lite ature revi\ew Point's out the Same. "inesoapal-Le 7.-.:n-

\-'

,- ,.cluSion. ,!.

\Rol' example, several studies report that a _ ,-
ropOrt\on of-rUnaWays ceSPecially\when)compareL 7

,1-1-r.unalOys ar0 ';the general\adoles&ent porii*lata.=
.camevfrombroken..homeS'(16,. 3\0, 51, 56, 65; 6-6, -, 913,
11k2,:1_20)0.\0\ther.artiCles emasize th--a* runawEy- re7

.s1.1 Arom pobr\ home environments (124 1409,,4C and/or
ha)etroUbling\parent,child or 4bling:rqatiOns:.:_ps,

(4,,6e18, 27628, 35,.42; 58,.82\, 98, .99., 114). Sev-
eral articles mention instances ol\physical'abusL, Ln
the hoM.e (6r 14, 35.,'99).. Finally, D'Angelo'.(6) -efrs
tc_ running alay asanother "-symptom of escalatin, in-denCe of family breakdbwn" \in America at\thIS'tir-. He

- sams 11.- the.r Lationship -of\the runaway- wIthAis,:lerfamily y s atLngtha-t-"the rUnaway groUp presen- s t:-..ei4age of multi- oblem families with unSta le re'Latians
.bet%.reen fami y e e s (\particularly the pqrent ag-
graVted by poOr interpeiscinal commUnicatiOtq gret .7._:_n

\-secla ity ,bout the4Uture an liviqg'fOr the'vsat_tsfa-cltiOn f.resent nee ,S" \(.1p. 22) \- ,A.,.

'r\
\, \ ,

,i \ \
, NN 1.\
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\

\

The m. 7,2equeT nt1.7 mentior: ,ecc HcAar reason wh\
youth run, awi pi:obi ems at sc. i (1 5 , 12, 14 ,

30,\ 39, 40. 98, 99,- 112) . Ti- ceve'__a-7--- ent and role
of .schocl cli2. i-culties in a youth e exp-- 2-1,..: es happen

in one c f twc .7e.:: 1) \ir. so:- e c 7,,a3, sc urce of a
, yout ' s tonf1i-t e-r hOme , %Ali thvu1 r ',-aat,= 2. le ads hiTY

.
,--___ her to run aw 2.2: the vouth s gf- -ies 7 = pe.Tformance

.._..:,_ iT1school : (5, " ) \,-hile 2) in b !: car as . t.he fami=_:
rub1ems and _anf _Lcts at home de lop _ _2st and subse-

quently .af feet the v'buth ' s perfor7 uace L.:. 3a2lo.o1 .(5) .

Exadtlywhere the prob1ems of I= -17 17:-.:n originate
is ofteh di4f.,-.2cu1 t to ,a.. tect; in : :et -_-2.- es the youth
has sign4icart p 2obler- s at bo th hirrle n.-: s_ihoo1',\(2, E ,

6 , 23.0, 1:6, 9\\9. A coMrnn fininc -rc s -:. everal S.,tudies
i8-:, that runawE vs , compard to non- naa.,:- , -lave ibwer
acdeinic 'a-ierages (.2, 6, 30, 40, 7,_ --. ) ,.:1(i, higher
rats .of _a2OSenteeism and/or truancy (7- , :10, 51, 76,
98) .-\ Furthermore, D' Angelo (6; and Sh-,11ow et al, .,(73

:

.point out thaU\ssrunawalis articipate leas izr. -school
activities and1.extra-cutricU1ar activi des than do ncn-

i

(

runaways. .811,:._ 1\1371 et al. (76) also re::ort in their

-2_2.

nonrunaways :was, about the same ,- and t:Iat runawpys..had'
a gre ater num:17:er\ of --transfers durina junt_or high --
sChoc 1 than q:=J. :non-runawayS.

\
,

\ : 1 .

Lin:sumMarv, ..h'e combined resq.ltsHOf these past
\

.

''. studies are ncz all conclusiVe ,W1th ',respect to he \
..--

"eesons why youths rup away f rom hOme and/or in titU-
,

1

h....f r y _T-T.1Alies

tions or with dito. the invidual and ituationa 1
\ caracteristits- b unaway eths and thr f

- Ih fact,' :t)e --any pei-3pect2iVes expressed Ln t .e _l_itXa.--
\ ture raise MC 7 e .questio.n-S than they-answer.- -O dn-tis 6=

th4s 'lack of t:osure.,_ -f-Ox___.ekplhaions of whv ybiAh run
,

'N

away,, it seers most'ap'kopriate for .pc licy-make\rs\,
.. at"Ministrators , and researche :s at the , obint t, adopt

a Middle7of-tha rpa" pbsiti 2)none ---yiat recbgnizes'
. .. v

i,

\both ,ends,: of tIle "7.7,7pathes1zed--contihu-
. Such\ poSi-

\.ibhs haV,6 ben expressed _in-fhe liter t-.7.re by Gc fdmei 2
amd L-2anA \an:2.. '.7...yau_frri-0-7nd :his coll,r.,:

, \
\ \ Th7e al-e -a complex of factors ir: -J1-.-e1 and... an

I\

,
oVerly 2..2.-row fotus on 'eLther t e arson or the

\ sitUatiah is -itLsufficient as -, a.::,- __, for under-
.,

-\sta, 'di\ng nd 7,elping runaways (222,., T.. 237)
,

, \
.

\ 0_,.
!; .IN".';-- N

,
\

\ \. k

_ \
.\

, . ; . I

study- that th, s oe 1 drop-out rate fo:: runaways and
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A 11 grour of articl-as a ru as
c -her who is an entry -th m_Esing person

!Trds 87, 93) or -Al who is identifid
= rusay.ay by fuveni1( cc -' 2, -9, 14'; 35, 41,

ase-summa:.'7od -n
a self-,Teuotted
speif-iin7 run-

'777 a:Ky:t running
many tios have

=L. cases, dlos.s not
t_me peric-.:. such az

_7in7 the past three

122. J. articles : 7h

e 1, Lise the 'runaway
r_anduor.-y :7-ca12 as the cr

yo, 11 s C-f 9, I 107).
c. is ust.n.,_11: vetv vague (e..

run awa-_--ft-cm home?)
b".. fine th,e 1.ehanior._ Somet1.-mea
11

tthfn 7_he 7_srevicus year"
21-s- in a p.d.
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of yout 1-. and a,...tlts in se eti-, 5c.ch aS peorolo"
.(4- 61, _21), cpies (21 ah-si transient ,:cuth
62; 63, 5,-66, 68, 102, 10-4,
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-55, 57,
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f dTraatic \of a:t.Sence (21, 2, 23 6:

çf a caus_.e
nf)pi :Jo i ns ur -uy1;:i,L 7 , the result.: 7f



the various studies on runaways behavior can not be
directly compared nor.can the findings be,easill2 com-
bine3 into a meaningful whole.

Classification Systems for Runaways

Ifliany articles in the literature discuss runaways
and theirlaehavior or motives according to a variety. af
conditionS and descriptive variables. Some of the most
frequent comparisons anonq runawaYs between run-.- -

aWays and non-runaways are made accoreL.ng to the follow-
ing variables: sex, et:nnicity, age, family background,
number of times run awa7 (once vs raneater), reason
why ran away, severity of problems, jenite delinquency
record, sChool grades and record, etc. One could view.

..all comparisons of this type as suggestions.for classi-
fving runaways and tnein actions. Those articles which
actually propos.e.a formal classification system for ex-
plaining runaway types are listed in Table 2.

In their present form these.classifications are
.basically heuristic devic-,s for ex:DlainLng differences
in runawaY behavior. The -ajcrity of t.:77ese systems
have been.develored from .er-otions ani inferemce:7
about runaway behavior in Therapy and consellina:
of the.respectiv investiga ars:. 1.1ostcf these s7siams
refer, to the ps-chological -easons or mc-aives.und,_2r-
lying a youth's runaway behavior. S.,;-.7eral schema
_been developed from a classi,cal psychoanalytic cearsec-
tiVe (20, 57, 7E, 82, lia, 'Tne system inalrad
the role of experience ih c'assify-t=.- types of rc= _ys
(26),,.while another descrli,s the fr_fferences in ac aal
runaway\ behaviors(37). !.17-t.of the schema employ
very narrow and limited 'set of variables to delinea
the runaway and his/her behnvior.

2 .In 'contrast5

callv derived
runaway .behav,:c7
associates r.1"'?

tion systems

ie vac5uely del:neg and theoreti--
the emDircal aviDglogi.eF

,s lor,ed .by F:.:!?nnan
7hcl;e th-L: slr classfica-

a: a 1ge set of
psychological, .iemogra:- ic Yariab:,as
end are based-c:1 a sound set of rather sc,phisticate
euantitativemultivariate statistical methods dev-el-,oed
for generating .typologies frOm empirical sets of data_

. .Even though theSe typolces-overcome m_any problems

"-)
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Table 2

assification.SysteMs.for

Categories

Bartollas (1_7) 1. Whites who
impulse

2. Blacks who
impulse

3. Whites who
escape .

4. 'Blacks who
escape

Runaways

run oh

run on

planned

planned

Sample Base

Interview with
40 subjects
(20 runaways
and'20.non-
runaways) in
a state train-.
ing school.

Ba=ger and
Sc7Imidt (9L)

1. Spontaneous
2. Reactive

36 males and
females, 7-10
to 14-7 years
old.

rich ard ,

IiziI:ja,
anid. Elliott

c. 9)

1. Spontaneous un-
planned epi-
sodet.

2. Deliberate suc-
cessful episodes

3. Tempbrary "good
, time" episodes-

4. Difficult long
terM escapist
episodes

5. Temporary es-
cap'st episodes

Empirical
typology
based on clus-
ter-analyses
techniques ap-
plied tO the .

runaway
sbdes' data of
1.65 runaways--
26 'from, a pro-
bability
household
sample and 139
from a purpo-
sive sample.

Brennan,
Blanchard,
Huizinga.
and 7.11i:tt
(99)

A. Lower delinquen-
cy ilinaways
1. Young run-

Jways from
stressful
families

2. Middle class
"loners": A
"running
to" Model

3 7

Social-psy-
chological or
etiological
typology based
on multivari-
ate methods
applied to 37'
different-eX-
planatory
Variables-in
four domains
(family, school,



Source
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Table 2 (Continued-)

Categories

3. Autonomous
"older" run-

_aways
B. 10elinquent run-

aways
4.-TOwer social

class, high
faMily and
School stressesi
.high delinquen7
cy peers :

Delinquent girls
with.highly
stressful home
and school situ-
ations ahd Strong

Ipeer press re .
toward deli
quency

6. High social
class,. delin-
quentyout
.stressful re-
jectin9 f mily,
low schoo in-
volvement, ancL
high omnfttrnent
to.delin uent
peers..

. ,YOUng Ma es
Withhig ly
StreSSf 1 home
andSchOol sit-
AlatiOnsland high'
comMit-ent\to
de.l\inq ent
peers.,

Sample Base

pears, personal)
for 165 runaways
26 from a pro-

bability house-
hold sample and
139 from a pur-
posive.sample of
known runaways.

-Brennan,
- Brewing-ton,

and Walker
(100) 4.

Minor
(A):
delin
multi
away

3 8

ty males
iolent
uents,
le run-

Empirical typo-
logy derived
using multi-
variate analyses
on data from a
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Table 2 (Continued)

Categories

2. Middleclass
female's: not,
alienated, good
self-concept,
Occasional run-
away

3. Minority males
(B): extreme
negative label-
ing and denial.
of access,
highly delin-
quent, multiple.._
runaway ,

:A. One-time run-
aways: Similar
in many ways to

,:inondel4nquents,
but.of lowself-
concept
alienated

5. Lower, status\

levels pf aliena-
tion, negative
labeling/ denial\
ofaccess,
quency

Sample Base

Denver study of
youth needs(ri =
830 yOuth, ages
10-17, ol which
132; were run
aways).

7

Chamberlin
(20) .

1. Need',to show
independence ,

2. Need tO be 1oVed
3. Need toraise

self-esteem
4. Need to expresS

aggression to-
Ward'authority

3 9

\Case studYof a
\14-year old boy.
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Table 2 (Continued)

Cate orics Sample Base

'E-Ig1ish
(26)

1. Floater-
2. Runaway
3. Slitter
4. Hard road freaks

300 runaway
_ males and fe-
males at a run-
away shelter.-

: Farrington
et al.
27)

1. Crisis situation
r.2. Attention getting

Withdrawal
Impaired family
relationships

28 males'and
females in a.'
residential
treatment

--center.

Greene and
Esselystyn
35)

-

.

_. Rootless
.

,_. Anxious '
3. Terrifieci

Based on "be-
yond-control"
cases in the
California
juvenile jus-
tice syStem.

Haupt and
Offord
(37)

1. Real
2. Gesture

92 males and
females from
-a residential
treatment
center.

1-Tomer.

:(41)
1..Run to
2. Run from .

20 females in .

a court c1inic.

Institute
,,for Scien-

tific Anal-
ysis (109).

1. 'Sick:
2, Bad
3. Free

Based on review
ofliterature
about runaway
youth.

Levy (57) 1. Angry defiance
2. Psychotic dis-

organization
3. Escape
4. To go to one's

own .

5. Fusion with '

parents
\

16 females in
residential
treatment.

4 0





'-Source

.Rosenwald,
and Mayer
(75.)
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Table 2 (Continued)

Categories

1. Hypermature'
2. HypoMature
3. Impulse ridden
4. Unclassified-

Sample-Base

Suburban delin7,
quents;-females.

ptierlin.
(113)

) :Stierli
182, ii

I. UnContrc'Alable.
ne',er dowell

2. Crisis runaway,
3. .Sweet bad. gl
4. Lonely.runawa'y

-Sqhizophrenic"'

. Abor
Lone

3. Crisi
4. Casual

21, maleS and
females labelled
"un4er-achievers",

Small TrIPTe of

mares seesin
therapy, A



/,:.associated with t 6:oiEher systems reviewed the meaning
arid pesSible useS f/the individual.types need to_b
clarified\and refin4d--,.-and the typelogies must be un-'
.ther validated/and develOped.

AlthouO several ofthe classificatory sche10 may
Tidentify\q(eyffactors that May differentiate betW. en-

, ,

.large grollp'S of runavays, nbne ok them-at presen re-'
fiectsla conceptual frameork broadeough.ta co sider
or describe a wide range/of. runawayS,. All of-these

.
schema can beCritici\zed for inCo plete development,\. Tvaguel_y/ defined categ ries, and,ThadeqUatel alidation.

, ,Because of the: d'ffering samples on.which/th classi-2 ,,-, . -
. ficatery syStet,s wer .\develo/ped. nd the-diffe ing defi-

nitiOns.af:runaways Sed in:-the, studies, it is .iffi-
Lcult to Compare the;c1 S ificat-i-y Systems'in th ir
present*stages

Tre'atment',Findings and \RecOMmendations

Surprisingly 14tleOf thd-,run'aWay.1 eraZure
\

addresses,the issue 'of which servides and/o'teatmefrit
works.:best for±which.rUnaways.-

' In Must of:,the arti ies
which addresS these is. ties at all it iS only as a /
secondary,focus of.the, rticIe, The few themoS
gardng approaches for.d with.runaway youth thatdo emerge Inithe literaturaret.e following;

_ P
"

(1): Punning:away shOuld mot.be a_police or juve7,

.nile court problem but rather .a fatily.prob-.
let which Shouldioe-reSo1Ved withIn,the

,

familY with 'the help ,of/.social .seryice gen-
cies .(1, 4, 5,.

(2) 1CounSeIling aneother services for'-'familles.,-7-
especAaIly those in crise07--needt6,be,

Javailable:(1,3, 6, 108, 114,.119). ,,Beggs.
(3)-sUggests:"around the CloCk" emergenCy'

;.suPport.
.\\

(3) 17reatment of .a rtinviAy child,shauld include
the family.and/or pants,, if possible
19, 39,41, 4.474,
Stierlin (114) recomMends differenceS:in-the
.type of.family treattent, depending.on the
familymode and 'dynamic's; hePoints put ',also
..that'family the'rapy doesnot work for-a

.

casual_runaway=7-i.e.:, one who:.runs .

4 2
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A.rom a :rejecting and neglecting parent.
obey.(11) statesthat only the Mother is
eeded in the treatMent of adolescent:girl4 runaways.,

. ,
V'
(4). With respect to individual'therapy with some

runaways, consistent, fair, and warm sUppor-
tive treatment seems to work best (41, 73,74, 79, 88., 108, 114). From'her work with
runaway,girls, however; Homer (41) repOrt'.
that insightful-oriented and'family therapy
works with girls who "run from" family prob-
lems, andnot with girls who "run to"'pleas-.
ures and-freedom from constraints. Robey
(11) points out, that sometimes treatment \'should go bn beyond the time that the youth
or referring agency think "is necessary".

(5) In addition to'the option of youth returning..
home after .running away, adequate'.alterative
services need.to be available (3, 4, 5, 12,
109).

(6) There is .scme relationship--although complex
and difficult to precisely describe--betWeen
institUtional policieS and runaway behavior
(2 1/ 22, 23, 36,'59, 118).

The-types of services available at the various run-
iway houses across the couhtry in 1973 are briefly de-
;cribed. in the, booklet by the Natipnal Youth Alterna--dyes Project (110). .More,detail4yescript*Ons of
;ervices at several runaway housesare also available
31, 99, 101,,106, 108). ,The two Most discussed run-
tway -houses are Huckleberry,House in San Francisco (3,
.2) and Runaway House in Washington, D.--.031, 101,
.08). In addition, -Saltonstall (112).describes three
!ommunity models (urban, suburban and rural) of serv-
-ces,for runaway youth in Massachusetts. 'Finally,

entries.(9, 34) describe how the juvenile justice
ystem operatesregarding runaway 'Youth'.

'

Even thOugh there are Some recomMendations for
hat-services should exist for runaways and some de-
criptions of what presently does exist, no artiCle
eports the evaluation of a particular service or setf services for even, a subpopulation of .runaways. In
ther words,-there is a-dearth ofinformatipn

4 3
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about what works best-=pr even at all--for 411 nip-,
aways or subgrouP of /runawayS.

1

Author Trdinin4\.or Af illation
,

'Often'knowi g the author's OrlaUthort' p es ion-
' al background -(SUch4s social Workertpsy hi' t, or
_juVenile court wcii\ker.) gives 4 reader ins ght to ,an,
article's perspect ve-Of_rundwayydut Vif t
author's training 4 not.given, sOmeti esthe ithOr'S

partment, dr,universi y) will. help,in,i tify g,the
professional dffilia ion. (SUchlas ..adli ;_p ce'\de"'

_article's Viewpoint. he largesroup n.'

half) Of al.ithors is,ps ChiatristS: This f\
the earlie literature i .the. 19pO's and
well as t e later 1itera ure (siilce 1960)1. h

\ .considera ly smaller than the medical doct r'grou ,-\
\ the next ftwo,largeSt..group,of.duthors inCl de ps -.
chorlogists and /socal workers. :Hlext, there ar4 Sm 1/

- groups of articleslby.social scientits (mOstl SoCi- :
ologistS) affiliated with univesities'and by ffil.=
iates.with,poIdc:1 depd'itmentS.. Finally, there s a.
small group of a TiCles by lawyers, ministerst coun7

i., selors at runawa- hoUses,and journalists.

COMposition Of Sarilis _ \

\

Most of the literature oh the runaway. phenomenon \

'consists. Of Small:cor'nparative studies of runaways and,
, \

' non-runawaYs from vety,select an&reStricted sdmples.\
A large nuMber of the:studies on youth rUnaways are
based oh s'tijects;frOm ClinOkpopulations (7,.'11, 53,,
54, 68, 69, 10,-71, *, 79480\t 82, .89, 113.,114).'or
detentiorhoffie/training in\titttion popultions: (6,
.10, 15, 21, 22, 23,. il, 3.3,644!,.45, 46,'51, 55,
59, 60,,77, 86,:118).\ .Occdpi nally ail' ar'ticle will

: discUss la sample:of:runaways/i'entified.'thtOugh,miss-.
ing perSons_recotdS-09y-'4O.,. 768,7,9.8).or juvenileLL:-.----

, _ ,....-- . _
court records (2, 91-.7174,-287,-35,47,8-,7122), ,.----

through' records of reidential tteatment-centers',A2G, ,

27,H37/ 49., 57, 119)halfway houses or runawdY.cen-
tets and.other:alterndtive youth'srvices- (3', -4, 5,
26, 30, 31,.42, ',.99-, 1.05,J08, 121),through reports of

!'-private serVice (164 25,29, 3i8t;58, '112) or public
,

socidl service agencies (6566,..72, 98.,, 1.12, .120)4'
51/ .queStioninuchildren in Schools.(76; see Tdble 1).* T-

or IDY reports of youth'from 4 sample of households
--(99,/100, 107;see ,Table-11: ,

r
1 44
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\ Most 'of the tue focus on youth from 6pproxi-
mately12 to 18 yàs A few articles include
younger, children an E focus only on the 16!Yearl
old and up..\ -The major of'articles--especially
those.fom the earlier _`erature-7focus only on male
populations. 'Mbst during t-e past.ten years,
especially t e larger pLes\ or those with a sample
size over '80 (6,-28, :7, 319, 40, 76, 99, 100,\107,,,-
112; see 'Table 1) , include' Both-Males and females:
From what is specified about the ethnic identification
of the samples studied, it appears that Most studies
have included predominantly white youth; few have in-
cluded minority youth.

Methodology.
.

.

In addition.to rep_or.ang basIC descripti,:e sta-
tistics, the articles Ln the runaway literat,,..-e use
twobasicHmethodologies foljdiscovering and sLaport-
ingfacts-'about tunawa7s and\ their actidils.:TheSvarWi
the case study method. and the-small.coMpariPon stUay

1

in which significant te::Ists are u.sed to-explore the.1. ..

difterence between runaYys and 7-Ion-runawayon:--the -:\
.same variable. The ME'-.: danger with the firsts.method
is that'the samples C7 ',.-.:ich 'Conclusive s72atements
about runaways are ma:Le are extremely Small.,' One:
Major problerwwith.ma7-7 7f the comparative studies

,.

cite&iS-thesseledtiol an_inadequate and/or meaning-
less'comparison group.
of-tUbeck.and Empelfl(4
aSsociates (99i, 100),
cated statistical tech
stepdown analyses..and
In summary, the methodes.used to's-udy runaways-
hae,beensiMple some %-L_7.. unsophistica,ed and often
inadeguate_by tradi' ,:rl,iL soci_.1 scienc \\resear(.::h
standards. V, \

. , .

.Sugge-Stt6ns-for Fut ...--e-Tesearch and EvalUation\
,.

'. N.p
\\.

. A:In_q.rder tO'r.educe the gaps and inconsistencies
which no;&,exist in thenaway:Touth J.itea.Ure, the
fol1*ing\suggestions ,for future studieP'On vi :\

\ \ \ 7youthVare made: '.

H .. \
\

\

: ,
, \;) .

--'----1-) ...?evel'op a definitiom (or claSsifi'cation, :

\\ . system) for:ru, *ays if possibleand en-\.,
1\courageltS.us'. fOr all future program- \

\

t'ew stuiis, such as those
those oy Brennan and his

Ted relatively sophisti-
=s, such as multi-regression
ise discrimant analyses.

1\

r



desbriptions and researchor evaluation
studies. At a minimum in\the interim,. in-
clude_a définitxon of'rUnaway in.articles
in the future,.

I

.

_
.

.

12). Encourage the Usprof valid sOoialLscienCe
methodologiOs.(i..e, adequately defined con-
trpl,groups) advanced Statietical techniques
where .appropriate, complete explanatinns of
Lorocedurest etic0,in future. reeearcr_ .r'_a .

. ealuation actiVities.
,

(3) 'Encourage interdisCiplinaryteams to
..tunaway.yoUth-in ordeto,fdeter the mum-,...,

/

:integration/of theVarioUs,diSparate
IN on treating' and'understanding runawmv.-70u-.:h.
\'

\ :Li ,

4) Endourage/thoughtfUl'-±eseareh ActivitLe
,which\iny'etigate, the p'redisposing fa==.7

'--,and-vdynaMicS--7especia.11y those relatf to
4-a-rents/and\familyhiCh result in v--_,-...1t=7:

, running\away*om horde.. Because of L=onc-__-::-
sive e'Jidencfo.r explaining 176 r.why ut ru
away ..-ithin pne:--theoretca,context, adopt a

A
:- relafiVely bp'On-mi cpnded .sition which recc-
-,nizes the impprtance of ',oth internal and
itrhai factOrsin explaining run,way behav-
Hio.. ,

. \..
, .

'(5) /Encourage SystematiC and'thoughtfulearch
,/(and evaluation: activities to--;=exaliiiri

-

iLservices or. ..reatments..woric beet for which
if types Of runaWays; 'Even thoughthere are
I some recommendationfor what-should a-xist
.0qnd some.descriptionS.of What does- r
1 there is no evaluative information:on what

best,.

V(6) ! At ll times conduet researdh and evaluation
\ ! in a.manner which recognizes and .respects! .

, the rights and needs of runaway:youth'.
1
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notes-

1.

.\

Erickson;IMayn%ard L. GroUpviolations- S'oGict7
.economic status, and official delinqliency.. ---,.

Social Forces, 1973; 53, 41-52..'
-----..., Erickson, Maynard L., and Empey, Lamar

Court roecOrds,'undetected delinquency and

'''
LdeciSion-MakingJoUrilal of Criminal Law,

::

Criminologyland Police Science, 1963, 54,
i

. 456459.
Porterfield, Austin L, Delinquency and its

outcome in courts and college;,..:American

\
Joilrnal of Iscci.7.1ogy, ..19-::3, 4\9, 199-20F.

A Short,James F. ...-ad:.Nye., 7_ Ivan. E.:..terit c:

unrecorded j..-_--ile ,:lel,Jency: 7entatiVe
conclusions. TL-urnal 7f --iminal Lai, and
CriminOlogy, 1 £3, LI, 2'- -302..

.

--- Wf_lliamsi Jay R. and Gold. :4artin. From.
de)Anquen67 behavior to cZficial -delinquency.
Social ProbleMs. 1972, 20, 240.9722-9. '

\ 3'This estimate.'isl basec: on the'.1.:)7Vcensus informa7
\

'Lion which list4 that ther were 3'2,533,07 per-

35.-

Divide the number of. runaway incidents by the
total youth . population.to get an estimate cf the
incidence of running away.'

2 For example, See--the following stUdieS:

.spris of, ages 10Ithrough 1.7 imthe, United.,States
in:I970. Source:..United:States Department of Com-
merce, Bureau of.the CenSUS, CharacteristicS of.'
the Population,(Vol. -1): U.S. Sinimary...(Part 1,
Section U.,' Washington, D.C...:::GovernmentPrinting-

.:Office, -1973 0

4 The$e eStimatea are:based on the 1972 Current_Pop-
.

ulation Survey data: 71,034,064 7 total houseRold
L.Units: 53,071,160 primarY families;:54;.457,665.-

-:total familyunits: 18;440i683 familtes with at
-least one.childi 10 tO'.11..years old;

.

'5 The:Department of'Health, Education and Welfare
isThow in the'process'df funding another-<-8-1-Udy.
to acCess the incidence of running awal on-a- .national level.

]
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'The -ollowing iS the list of sources on self-.

reported delinqUencY which..:-.re listed. in Table 1.
and,the text but are not in the annotated biblin-
ogralphy section, since only thosi studies Which
include.extensive analysis 7,F, the runaWay items
are included in the arnotati bibliography. The
studies'below, Which includ- a runaway item, focus
broadly on delinquency teha-.:iors and not spe-:ifi-
-caliz on running awaY bahavior.

L- EL-cioeconomic status and .

delinquent beha-7-tors: A retest. Jourril-of
Research. in Cri:71e and Delinquency, 196,,
38-46.

rtachman, Jerald G.. Youth in_Transition. (3
Ar.;-: Michigan:. InstitUte cr

Social Resea h, Jniversity of Michigam
197].

Shirley . Similarities. in'compolentS
pf female an nale juveniledelinquency. :

In W.C. and.C.L. Neuman'(Eds.),
rnterdiscipLiT.4.ry Problems- in CriminOlogy.:
:olumbus, Ohic: Ohio Stat}e Un47ersity,.1965.

;.E1.)s., Edgar G: ocio-Economic Status, race,
. level of_aspir tion and juvendile.delinquen-

cy: A limited empirical test/C,f Merton's
concept of-devlati3n. Phylonf 1967,

liott, Delbert S., and Voss', parwin L.
N DerinquenCy ar: Dropout. Lexington', Mass:

Ifeath,

kson., Maynard,L:,'and Empey, Lamar T.
Cotrt records, uiidetected delinquency and
deciSion7making. \Journal of Criminal Law,
Criminlogyand Pbljce, Science,,1963,54,:
456-469.N

. .

Eynon, Thomas.,G., and RecklesS, Walter J.
pa-LLOnShip at delinquent onset. 'British
Jo-,:rnal-cif Criminology., 1961 2, 1627170.

Mobley-, Max and Swanson, Richard M.:
Indiana:Youth\Study Final Report. Ca,6on-,

fOr the Stud of
Crime. Delinquene- and'CorrectiOnsSouthern.

- Illinois. Universi 1973.
iVan, and-Shor James_F

lelinquent behavior.
, erican SoCiological

eview, 1957, 22, 326-3
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Porterfiellf, Austin L. pelinTlency \and fts
outcome Ln cc_.-fts anL college. -American
Journai cf Sciology, 1942, 49, 199-2-18.

.

Short, James F , and Nye, F. Ivan. Extent Of
unrecoded jvenile delinquency: Tentz-zive
conclusions. Journal of Criminal Law and
Criminology, 1958, 49- 296-302.
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.

AmbrosinO, Lillian. Runaways, Poston: Beacon, 1971.

In this book intended for a 4ene.:7a1 audience,.the
author,. ajoUrnalist,..deScribes the plight of a runaway
youth,for runaways themselves, their parents, and:the.ad-.
visors: or counselors to-both Some of the major topics
covered are the comPosition (numbers and_nature) 'of =he
runaWay.population,'reasons for runnino away, a'descrip-
tion of problems facing youth on.the rn, methodSof sur-
viATaI (including What o eat and where to sleep) , lt-.4a1

/and medical issueS relating to. runaways and a. listing cf
wnpreto -find'help. A guide'td Travelers Aid locations,

.

halfwaY, houses, and hotlines by.state and city.'are in-
cluded. inthe:appendix A runaway is defined.as_a=;
youth Under-17 or 18 yearso,,ld '.(depending on the state)
who leaves, home-without, parehtal.consent.. Ambrosino re-
ports that in 1969-there -were'about 500,000 runawas:
under 17 .in-the United States. Of this.general popula-
tibn,, about.one halfWere 'girls, the averageage was.15,'
most xeturned hoMe within.a. week cf running .away, and
one-half .toone-third were arrested-. The author.stat
that running away can be.a sign of goof health, "an i7.-
itia.,tion ipte adulthood", a sign of .t.c-,ufole in the 71:uta's
family, .andlor a cry,for help. It is proposed'that r=ning
away is not.a police proble_71.but-, ins7:_eei, a family p=blem
Whichshouid-he snlved by'the family 7h1-7)ugh the help
various social agencies. Lee also 17:)

ArMstrong, Clairette P. 660 RunaWay Boys_ Boston:.
.Badger, 1932.

ArmstrOng; an (.1.r,ploye
t,.. of the,DomestL-: Relation's Ccurt,of New York City, rites alsout.the .660,ruraway.j,,Ys seen at_

. New York Children's Clinic from 1926 to 1S30. The.runaways
this book-are delinquent children, agei 7 to 16 years;

neglected children before the courts were eliminated. Most
.of:the.:runaways'Wene before:the 'courts for some other Charse
beside's running..away Only 9% had no other charge. Of the_
.total sample,:5g0 never leftNew York City and :19%-had run
froM home mOi.e'than once- The majority of reasons for.
leaving 'involved emotional conflicts vO.th authorities,

hdme, or some excdssive burden.of re-
7 sponsibility. "Wanderlust" was a Motive in 2..4% of the'
;cases,,while asearch of, selfassertion or.independence was
never given as a reason. Escape from Physical damage was
the reason of' Some boys; 12%.ran away after a severe beating

10,1-
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- and .32% feared punishment. Armstrong Concludes that the
precipitaf,ing factors WhiCh led boys to become runaways

.'\..and delinquents inclIlde broken homes, family pathology,
cruelty, lack- of supervision at home; poverty, and.Sub-: .\
normal intelligence. (See also 14)

_

3

Beggs, Larry, Huckleberry'S for Runaways. New YOrk...
Ballantine, 1969.

'The Reverend Beggs.describeS the founding and_ideVe-
lopment of one of the oldest runaway houses nOW-Tin opera-
tiOn in the-United States, : DUring the first year after
Huckleberry's for RunaWays 'opened in Juri.&,. 1967, in the.

..Haight-Ashbury section of San Fr4ncisco, it had 664
clients Of-which 448 were males,nd 216 females, and the
aerage age was\15..3 years. Most\runaWays-left hame over-
exptessed'discomfort'and pain cente'red on the:lamily;
most had heard of.the shelter on t*street and oyer one7
.half eventually wenthOme. 'Beggs cáncludes'that\running
away.is an S.O.S. sign4 or an"attempt to change the'
situation, not, perManentIy desert it'*.63): Fie\states
that few youth.plan their ..flight.whichoften appears to be
an impulsive act orfa."deSperate'attempt to have:their
feeling honored and toachieve a.measure:Of self-determina-
tion". (p.79) . In'other words a runawayV\is not just:6S-
capping stressiout.is taking the initiatie to-Say soMething
mustipe done. .'

\ .

Beggs, a founder and then director of\HuckIeberry's,
'inclides the foliowing-iteMs in his book (1) .destriptions
of t e runawaY c1ients-J-(2) procedureS.for handling. run
away youth.by ,the San. Francisco-juvenile institutions,.(3)
the'procedure at ..Huckleberry'swhen runaway .or a-parent..

'Hwal interviewS'-with.runaways, procedure8 for'
ton racting and-negotiating with families of.the rUnaways,
and .(6) an interview with a family... .Beggs..points out that'
-runping away i8 a.family problem instead of a police. pro-
ble . Beggs.'; recommendations for.thefUture ir.10-i;de the.

, establishment-Of around-the-clOck emergency'aid serviceS
-fo families and,community resource,Centers for youth.

-0

B1 m,'Jeffrey,'D., and SMith, Judith, E. Nothing Lef_t tO
Lose,- Boston:...Beacon,.1972._

After. BluM and Smifth graduated.frbh.college in June
70, they.joined' the:staff of Sancttlary7,-fOunded'in-the

-
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,

summer of 1970 in Cambridge, Massachusetts, to help the
thousands Of transients in the Boston area.. At that
time_Sanctuary,operated a storefront counseling ceter,
a hotline, and a hostel which gave.free food And shelter
to runaways and other tranSient ypOth..- Based on their
-counseling .and teaching experiendes, the authors present_
case studies Of 33-youth -(12: females aind 21 males) and
theirexperiences, In the-group of youth described, 26

\.were of,ages.13. to 19, one third were black, the:majority
'04ere from wotking class or lb-Wet-middle-class families',
,And one-half wate from-the metropolitari Boston-area-..The
book.discusges:.the challenges-and.myths,of "street peopl-er,--including runaway yc:rith. ,

v

The_authors point out-that runningy.away "seems to
an extreme tatherthan an atypical.Mode.of response"
(p.I9), and thatit-iS "often imPossible to explain.why

-one\skid leaves hOme and another,.with pressures that seem
similar, remains" ,(p. Sanctuarystaff report that.in
most instances youth have'run aWay from home because of..a.!
specific incident.Such as:'gettihg puniShed.for smoking dope
or for failing at school' which is symptomatic of deeper
and more pervasive family cOnflictS, RunaWays'can'be
grouped,into 'two categories77those:who,do and dO not have-
a home "in.any human sense Of the word to go'back to"
(p..: '32). The authors strongly 'urge:that runaways must not

--remain solely a'legal, problem bUt "what should be legally:
recognized are thereaSons why kidSsometimes' can't, live in
their-homes, 'situations which may cause kids much..more harm
than the act of tunning away" 44).. With-teSpect.to run-,
away serviceS-, the authors.give,'tne.folibwing guidelines
ifor counseiing runaway's: (1) "The.firSt.Priority, is: to make1-

contact with 'the.kid: to tell her who' yOU'are;.to.find out
who she is; .to tind.out'why she caMe to you"....(p* 19); (2)
"pse all.available'olues; inCluding fantasieS-e8 4-guide to
understanding the .youth; .and .(3) "It is crucial to take
.seriously the:complaints. and dilemmaS whiCh kids present.
,rather_than 'treating theM as the.result.of,a bundle of.
Treudian complexes" .(p. 23). In those cases yherereinte-i
gtationyith. the family is desired,: family coUnseling or

-therapy'-shOuld be 'used in addition-to.the yoUth's CounSel-
,.ing.

5
Bock,. Richrd:, arid English-; Abigail. Got Me on the -Run;.

'BoSton: Beacon, 1973.

Bock English, June.1971 college graduates,. write
about tunaway youth and:their exPerienceS in the BOston'aiba.J.-

5 2



-41-

The aUthors descriptions and recommendations are based'on
their conversations with sixty runaways during the falI
and winter of 1971-1972-at youth.counseling centers in
the Boston area and from their experiences as part-time
Counselors atthe---.Sanctuary Hostel in Cambridge.and the
flace Runaway'House in Boston; Because there were many
runaway youth of working-class homes in Boston in the
early 1970's Bock and English conclUdethat the publicized
image of-runaways as alienated-middle-cIass youth is mis-
leading. The.first section of.the book contains case
studieS of twelve-runaways' experiences at home, at school;
on the'street, in:runaway_houses and in juvenile institu7
tionS. In.addition to the,youth' own story, MoSt of these
narratives include the accounts of parents, teachers,
counselors_and legal officials WhoknowTthe yotth. The
book's second section critically examines.the Social:insti-
tttions which have the-greatest impact on the liveS.of
rUnaway youth--the faMily, schoOls, and the. law: _Suggestion
and, recommendatiOnS for-effective policies toWards runaway
youth, are -made.

6

D'Angelo; Rocco. ,Families of-Sand: A RePort Conernixhe
Flight:of Adolescents from Their-Families. ..Columbus,
Ohid: School of Social Work, Ohio State UniverSity,
1974.

D'Angelo and his colleagues at the School ofSociai
Work at.Ohio StatO University report a study 'in which they
dompared.22.runaways in institutional settings in Franklin_

,County, Ohio, 'with a matched group (on Sex; race, grade. \\
_level, and residential demograph) of 82- volunteer. non-run*
'awaysfrom six .public high Sthools in thesame area*.
.constituent traits of'both groups or 164 individuals' were.
as 'follows::.51.% female,,48.7% male;,744%-white,- 25.6%
.black; 56% tt-ban;T44%-suburban and mean age,15.9 years
for runaways; 15.4 years.for-non-runawaYs.. Comparisons
between the rtnaway group and non-runaway contrOl group
were Made in thefollowing areas: home'life,rellgion,
school, self-concept, relating to peers. :_Runni:ng_away is
.desCribed as "another symptom of epcalating incidence\of
family breakdown" in:the-United States 'in the early 197\0's
The author states that "therunaway grpup presents the V
image of multi-problem.families.mith unstable relations.,
between family members--(part4cularly.the parbts) aggra-
Vated:by poor interpersonal communication, gat security-,
about the futUre and-living for the.satisfact on o resent
-needs'

\
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When Compared tothe control group of non-runaways'
-the institUtionalized runaway's were more often from
.rCken..7,K6m-dpreSented a more negative impression f
. their parents, reported more physical abuse,-experienced
more alienation and less trust with their parents,
reported much lower:academic.averages:in schoOI, were
involved in less aCtivities at school, had difficulty
'forlming close 6iendships4.demonstrated a lOwer.degree
of :self-:aCceptance on-a-Standard attitude scale, bad a-
lower\self-boncept to their phYsical condition (which
was subantiated-4y more illness and hospitalization),
argued with parents more'about "friends', and avoided
more strucured or programmed activities. Extensive re-
commendations for:dpaling with the runaway problem are
mad.e_according to three major themes._; _DJ help families-
in-tfobbSe131Y-haVing:drisiS.oriented-services and-reach-
'out programs for one-parent and step-parent families; .(2)

theschool'environMent by providin.moe alter-
natives; (3) reform the juvenile-justice system by intro
clueing more flexibility. :(Includes extensiVe bibliography

-onr.Upaways, jUvenile delinquenby 'and other related topics.)

..-----

'-j,4nnerj Leo. Child psychiatry. (3rd ed. ) . Springfield,.
Illinois: C.C. ThOmas, 1957, -

-Jil the se'btion ol'i"delinquency in this book, childH.
.,y..c..i:atrist Kanner_,discUsseS runnii:.g away from home

,...SOMe es,ons for running -away are (1) an unpleaSant home,

..as .an n-usual, "'atypical" phenomnen. He states that..

f5;ar.Of puniOypent,',and (3) anger at parents. for
--c-eiVed'-..unfairnesscapegoatinI) In addition,. a

" ve.of dtlire iS'often'a:faCten. A fuguewandering-.,
aven

\--
.ina-"conditionof clouded consciousness", is a Special::

7-=.7.Curm-',OT-Tun,ning.*ay-which iS-.found ;mainly:in cases of.\ -----
.

..,.. s

-, selli,zophreniaThyst.Oria .and.epilepsy,....,

N \\ 8 \
Boy ahd Girl'Iramps of Ameriba, New York.:

Grosset,:arrd-Dunlap, 1914..
,

.

,

Durin4 the-early 1930's sociolegist:Minehan posed as
21.Dum and tavelled with transient youla in train cars

fir "junglebamps" to mission shelters Minehan!s find-
-*in.gs and iffipresSions Of transient youth from 50"9:dase. .

.hiStories (493' males, 16 females) and 956 interviews.
.
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(884 malesi-72.females) are presented in his book. The-
large majqritYof youth:and, adults the road during
the post-depression_years left home because of hard
timescaused by economic problems. 7he majority were
from the industrial eastern.cities.and stayed within a
500, mile radius of where::they left home. There were
very few'r-ural or farm boYs in the transient youth popu-.
lation. Minehan vividly, describes how..te transient
youth-got food and clothing'and_where,they,slept dur,ing
these hard titheS. Begging was the most common occupation
"on the bum"". To,survive on the road one needed to be
quick, alert, gutsy-and physically-:strong: Minehan
presents an historical analysis of vag4bondage whiehpoints.
out hoW maost societies jn social chaoS have large.groups of
homeless. wanderers. HToservice'the large transient youth

,

"Population of. the 1930'S, Minehan reCommends the establish-
ment of youth camps to train youth for a coMplex
--fife and its probleths.

9

'MJrphy, Tatrick T. Our Kindly,Parent--the State: The
Juvenile Justice System and How It Works. New York:

HViking, 1974.

In this.book, Murphy, chief attorney with the juenile
Legal.Aid Bociety in. Illiiois. in the early,1970'.s, describes.
the'operation of-the juvenil justice system.inIllinois and
his struggle via legal channels to-change manyof its pro-
cedures. Even though one chapter is entitled "l'unaways and'
the Courts!"'the treatment ofrunaways.and:other,childre'n-
considered "minors in need of.supervison"-is documented
in'illustrative case studies throughout:the book. "Despite
the -excellent .goals .ofthe original reformers ,and the
lofty, language of juvenile court Codes," Murphy states tha'
Hthe simple'fact is that 'afterseven decades,..juvenile.courts
are 'afailure,"for they .ThaVe deprived children of.procedur-

Hal-safeguards and ilave taken away their .liberty". (0. 9).

Murphy describes the efforts of,his office to litigate
'in 'both the:state'and federaIcourts cencerning, the follow--
-ing priority areas: '(1).:,the incarceration of'youth'for
running away from home,.2) the separation of Children fromil'

_pae-iiI'sneglect" charges:when in fact the parents'were
merely poor and not-simply neglectful, (3) the.procedUralL:
.defects in the system, such-as the refusal of the'court to
inform.parents and children of the consequences of certain
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admissions, (4). the questionable '"rehabilitative", pre-Cedures of jtvenile institutions, such as isolation
and drug treatments, and (5) the "dumping"-of "neglected"children in 'state and out-of-state institttions. Murphy
concludes that "with the exception of the'small percent-age of youngsters legitimately charged wlth serious felony

. offenses, most of the children and.families dragged be':-orethe court today are-there.for reasons closely_related to ,.racial attitudes and poVerty"..and that "the court.is ex-pected to become some type of social instrument to resolve

I

_the probfems that lack'of money caused" (p. 172).

1 0
-.O'Connor, Z.C. 1Iihe Runaway Boy in'the Correctional School.

.New'York-:, Teacher'S_College, Columbia University, 1938.

In 1929-1930 psychologist O'Connor conducted a study ..
.

comparing runaways to'non-runaways at the Children's Village.in Dobbs Ferry,-New York, a training school for 400,boys,.
ages 6-16.. A group of 119 boys who had runaway from schoolwere compared in 1929-1930 and six ,years later with a con-trol group .of 125 boys who.had never.run from the schoolduringTone year of residence. Even thoUgh the onlY statiS7.
tical signitleant 'difference between 'the two groups'waS'age
(the'runaways being..a der); the.rimaways tended:to be leSs

before cortetional.s hool; less, sodiallY flexible,' and-

adjusted to. eth instisution, most .uSed to running away

without many interestS. Reasons given for running away
included lack, of fairneSs-,at the institution, desire to seefaMilY-, unhappy at.school, prOblems with authorities,

,.pressureof group .runaWays,Hand merit.system. The runaWays
adjustment'after the institution-tended:to beTinferior 'to
thatof.the,non-runaway.

11 .

Robey,- AMes. The runaway girl. In 0. Pollak and'A.-Friedman
(Eds.)., Family DynamicS and Female Sexual Delinquency.Palo Alto: Science and Behavior 3ooks; 1969.

.BasO on his work with two Massachusetts 'court clinics,psychiatrist Robey discusses the characteristics of runningaway, one of the most frequent forms of acting-out in theadolescentgirl. Running away iF defined-as "leaving home,without permission for at leaSt overnight, with the:stated
intent to run away" (p. 128). Robey eMphasizes that running
away'for adolescent girls, "far from being a childish
escapade',.is almost inVari'ablykndicatiVg of Oensive'and(.
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severe individual and famiiy pathology" (p. 127). After
recognizing that running away can result from a wide

'variety:of intolerable home.situations, Robey points out
that "in a large proportion of cases, there is considerable
indication that the girl runs away from home to.ward off
the unconscious threat of an incestuous relationship with
her father, the fear of resultant 'dissolution of the
family, and the Concurrent depression "(p.. 127). Two case
studies are presented as illustrations of the-pattern of
family interactions_associated with adolescent girls'
,running away.

With respect to the treatment process, Robey recom-
mends that the major emphasis should be placed "on the
dYnamics and on theobserved fact that treatment.is'

, difficult and complicated,- and must be continued far be-.
yond the time that either the girl or the referring agency

' feels necessary" (p. 137).. With treatment which involves
both the mother and daughtea.., striking improVements .can.be
made but "Ptognosis for a successful adult adjustment must'
remain guarded" 'n. 137). Witilout treatment, the "long-
.term results are almoSt always undesirable" (p, 137):: the\

adolescent runaway girl tends to leave school early and
-fr\equently marries early before the age .ofconsent.
(S\e also 69).

12
Wein, ibi. The Runaway Generation, i\iew York: McKay,

197P.

.In this book the author gives her impressions, based
on numerous.interviews with youth on the two Casts, aboutthe adojese6, popUlation of:the'late 1960's." Wein. divides
th rebeliS of the late sixties into three, non-over7
apping categories--dOpers, street-dwellers, and radicals--,
and doncludes/that there'are.really.no lipeadeniks" or "love"
people_in this "younger-than-hippie generation." In order
tO shOw; thatthe teenagers.of.the late 1960 period ate
quite unlike \those'of IDevions Teneratidlis (p. 26)., Mein

'describes the,aate fifti-W high school scene.,1 of which the
author wasmember, in.a suburban Philadelphia town and
compares it '.1ith the attitudes,' beliefs andbehavior of1

high school students ten years later. She points:out. thathe would;bebeat:generation." of the fiftieS was quitedijerent/than he youth Of the hippiegeneration; "the
diChoOMY between beat and square.was not one of the



-46-

Revolutionary versus the Pig-, the Peace Marcher versus
the Haw1 c.i. or.even the turned on awareness versus the
closed off" but_the ,battle of the fifties.' teenagers
was one "of and against the middle claSs: the unique,
the individualist, the non-conformist! Versus th0 medio-
cre, the ordinary" (p. 63).

.0ne major issue on which Wein focuses in her des-
criptions of the sixties' youth from both coasts is drug
use, "the'most easily measurable index of this,generation's
differentness" (p. 77) .. Wein classifies the youth she met
on the streets into three Categories:. '(1)_Trippiesr-youth
without a commitment to or even an understanding of the
street'scene who are on the street '1.00king yor action" but7
return:to their homes at night after "tripping", ,(2) Street
Kids--youth dropouts from societEy:who have committed them-,
selves to a street life of few comforts,-Tanhandling and
wandering like the older established street.population,.
and (3) Runaways--youth who are on the street temporarily
after deciding on "the spur of the moment"\to leave home
"aftbr. weeks or months or years of miSery over a home or.
school situation, after frustration, irritation, torture,
boredom, depression,.whim "(p. qe3). 'Wein '')ointS out
that a runaway yotth has made a 1,independent)decisiOn.tO

,,,run to something Or away from s usua ly out, of a
very basic coaimitMent to him/he and his/h r desires,
needs and possible desperatiops: Some of the roblems,of
vc...,uth on the run as well ,as the scrvices of th Diggers 1"

in Los 1-^ngel:.S and the HUckleborry floUse\in S\an\Prancisco,;
are briefly dcscribed. From her ihforma1\ study Of'yoUth, '
Wein concludes that-addlescent tevoit is n t a,aturalA.
stage of development'bUt a situation that s city:\Creates
by not givinQ:yputh responsiuility and indep en h\soon
enough. .

\\
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Ambrosinc, Lillian. , Runawa_
26-L 3..

Education( 1971, 60,

\
-Ambrosino,.a free-lancF: write:- and ,author, briefly describes

the plight of runaways- in .the pr,I#ed,St4ts....todaly. A runaway is
''-any person below a-specified,age limit who. has left his,legal
.Lesidence without,the knoWledge\or .,00nsent- of his parentS or
guardians"..(p. 26). The.age 1iimit, icb vatiesfrom state to
state; is usually,18. -Reliable statistids on runaways- are hard
toobtain. Mbst.estimates are based On tisSing perSonrecords
.or police ,arreSt files. It is reportedthat in '1970 at least
One-half.a million youth under;l_8 ran\aWay.. -AMbrosino points'.
out that.anyone-who helps a runaway can be proSecuted J:or con-
tributing to,the delinquency of a minor. The so-called "Street
runaWays" -.the desparate, rootless,and chronic runners who .

stay away - are the 'hardest to reach.\In 1970 onlyjive cities
A had half-way h.ouses, while most cities hadhotl 'free

clinics. (See also I)
\

\ .

Arm:strong, Clairette; P. A p choneurotic reaction of delinquent'.
boys andgirls.' Journal of. Abnorm4 and SoCial PsychoIogy,_
1937; 32,. 329-342.

14

.Theauthor, employed by the DamestictRelations Court.,of
New York City, describes youths who are\arraigned as delinquents
in children's courts for running away from hare or another place
of abode.- From the. approximately .8,000 elinquents .(ages 8 15)

l

who:were seen by the, Children's Division f the NeW York City
court each year,-,660 runaway boy's, descr-iEP,..d in Armstrong, (1932):,
and 122 runaway girls located in court -4illic recordSfot 1932--
1933 uere"coMpared ahd described. Of these 780,,runaways, the .\,

average age was 13 1 yPars for boys and 14 - 4.years for
girls; the average Stanford-Binet score was about 774 about

\68% were behind grade level in school; about 44.% uere froM./
unbroken hdmes and-20% from foster hares;.60% of the girls
and.87% of the boys ran away alone, and;28% Of the .girls and

.

79% Of th&boys had run away-more than Once'. Armstrong deScribes
rUnning auay aS a:7psychoneUrotic" reaction. 'She States that
"running away from hare is a strong intimation of a more-or k

',,less-continUous state of fear,-:distress, and insecurity, aroused \
.by various stimuli, fromwhich,crystallize an unfortunate and
unatable'rrake7up", (p. .332): Armstrong concludes that home,
deserters are generaly."offspring,of.a low level Of_populatiOn,
the majority immigrants, kNhp,establish'unwholesame homes which

1
,%::-

,

'-.. 59
I\



too often'marked by extrefoc,

poor standards generally; where the stress of existence Ina.
difficult urban-environment causes disruption of the family
and added disastPr'to the child,.1e6D, because of innate
intellectual inferiority, cannot. Shoulder the. burden Of his
scholastic-and social. environment"._ (pgs. 340-341), (See sO )

15,.

Baer, Daniel J. Taxonamiodlassification of male..delinquents
"from autobiographical data and subsequent recidivism.'
.Journal of Psychology, 1970, 76 (4, 27-31.

member of the psydhology department of BoSton
College, describes\a study in which 60 adjudicated NaSsadhusetts',
"males", (ages 151/2- 17) who had no_severe psychopathology or.
mental retardatian were given a "i5.item self-report BiOgraphical
Questionnaire one month,prior-to-parole and onP year later.
A takOndmic analysiS-df the data revealed three groups: Although
there were no significant associations between the groups and
recidivism, a trend was-noticed: the group loweSt in redidivisn
had the lowest portion of 'stubborn children and runaways and
the highest incidence of larcency-theft offenders.

16

Balser, B.H. -, A behavior problemr-runaways. Psychiatric Quarterly,`\'
1939, 13;\539-557.

Balser, deSoribes the runaways of all,Ages seen at the psychi-
atric clinic cif the New York Traveler's Aid Society. Of 300- .

daseb at-the clinic, 89 were "behavior problem, runaways"; 59,
schizophrenics; and 35, mentally defective. The reasons for'
the 89 individuals 'running away were'the1following: hereditary.
or emotional factors in the home (26),'broken home8-children
(19), young wives'and mothers.(13), undetermined (10), economic
insecurity (9), specified physical and mental disorders (8), and
adventure (4). Of the 89 runaways, 74 (83%) were under 21 years' '
old With thel peak age being seventeen (14 'cases). Balser states
that running awaydan be a positiv6 Step in problem solving
for an.indiyidual:\ NN ."

17

Lelkin," Alice. Why bOys run away from home (Abstracts.of Theses
-- Smith College Studies in Social Work, 1940; 11, 132-133.

For her masters thesis in social work, Belkin investigated
the case histories of 11 boys (ages 9-16) who were brought to
the,Judge Baker Guidance Centek-in Boston because they frequent y
ran away. All-these boys,xere!neurotic-and aggressive, and ex-
hibited disturbed relationships with adults as well as abnormal
psychoSexual develOpment. In each case the boy's relationship

J '60, F.



with l'.8.parents was disturbed and axbivaient. Cnly one case
was sl:cessfullv treated. ..The prognosis for treatment.was poor
since tcre boys responded to anxiety in a treatirent session by

. running away.

18

Blood, Linda,
on value
parents.
-486-491.

Blood (affiliated with the University of Rhode-Island)
and D'Angelo (affiliated with the School of Social Work-, Ohio
State University) describe-the results of.a pilot study wiaich
waS designed to develop "an instrument that could discriminate
hetween'minor as_opposed to major themes,in.tonflictual be-
havior found in\parent-child interaction" (p. 486).. The study'
involved"60-runawar.1 youth.frona larger runaway study conducted__
during 1972=1973 (see 6). and 50.non-runaway youth whowere-h-on

.randcmlyselected and'substantially different fruin the runaways'
variety of ways. There.was a significant difference in

responses between the runaway End non-ninaway.youth on 15
(8 minor and 7 major) out, of. the 39 itens (21 minor and 18.major)
pfthe Value Issue Scale. ainaways., as ccopared:tonon-runaways,'
shawed'more intensity of conflict 'on the issues aswell as bon-

-flict on a.broader range of issues.. The authors conclude .that
the runaways' responses suggest that key issueS for runaways
are those of-parental aroeptanoe, parental non-expression of
love,and parents' failure to listen and Communicate. ASee'
also 6).

and D'Angelo, Rocco. A progresS research report

issues in conflict between ninaways and their
Journal.of Marriage-and the F&ail, 1974, 36,

19

Canaday, Louis J.. A
oftreatrrent of
Theses):-mith.
134.

way of predicting the probable oUtcome_
young children whO run away.(Abstracts of
College Studies_in Social Work, 1940,.11,

-\
For her masters theSis in-social work, Canaday, at the

IlIiuiis Institute for Juvenile Research., studied 28 white
runawa children under 12 years of age,,whOecases had.been
treated th.d sithsequently closc.0 bY the SocialServices Depart7
ment:during\the 1930's. Canaday,repADtts the f011owing significant.
facts: there\were six,boys for each.girL theirages were equally:
distributed be&:pcn 7 and 11. Years,.and-most had.a'low intelligence
score: Twb caseshowed Significantirrkoyeirent; 9, slight, im-.
provement; 12, nO illproVeirent; and 5 droppedtreatment. The
author points out hck the parental atti.tude towards the runaway
eventdetermines their-attitude towards treatment. The-patents
(about two-thirds) who had ...jeCting attitudes, tqwsrds treat-
ment viewed running a as a symptbin of,the.chilkd's unhappiness
or maladjustment, a inrarprehensible. bellaViori..as pert of a ,

delinquency.pattern, or a8 a family trait!. Those parents -who
saw vunning away as (a sp:Ptc.ri.of their ot.,;r1FfailUle as parents
were more.cooperitive in trearm12nt.

-6 1.
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Ch4nberlin, Cecil R.. Running z..iav during psychotherapy. Bulletin
of the..Menninger Clinic, 1960, 24;\ 288-294.

.

In this article psychiatrist Chamberkin-preSents-a case
study of a 14-year-old boy-Who ran away.from a state hospital
The author discusses dne iMplications of tumning.away for-the
relationship between the therapist and'patient: This analysis
of the sympton of running awayillUstrates 'that the action
four-needs of the boy: (1) need to shOw independence, (2) need
to be loved, (3) need to raise\self-esteem, and (4) need-to
express aggression toward.authOrity.

71

Clarke; R.V.G. Approved School b y absconders and corporal
.ppnishElent. British Journal of Criminology, 4966, 6,

.

Clarke, an N.A. research worker at the KingsWoOd Classifying
and .araining Schools in Bristol, EnglànQ, reports on therelation-
si-dp beLween corpor4pUnishnent (eaniW and absconding from the
Kingswood.ClasEifying Sthool for theperiod-1960-1964. \Absconding
is,defined .as "any occasion-of being_ab4ent from the_.school without
perMiss,ion,irrespective of duration Ofabsence" (p: 365) *During.:
the five'year'timeperiodStudied, percent\ofadinissions Absconding
ranged from-9.48%.(1962) to 16.26%

(1963).to 76%-1960).
nd the percent\of."re-.

coveredabscondingsCaried" ranged frail
.FroM his analyses:Clarke concludes:that-a boy was more likely to
have been caned for absconding.if (1).he had\7 aw47 with others
-rather than by himself, (2) he had.corruitted offenses while oft the
tun for which he:was:not-charged by the .police\,.and,(3) he had\been
gone for one.day. _Furthermore,' caning wasnot\related to,..,(1) the
number of times:previouilyabsconded,*(2) age, '(4)

''the number of days after admission in school:, (,) 6aning.for a.Pre-
vious-absconding.' and (6).the'nuMber.of other,abScondings inthe

prior.to'the.boy's recovery: -(S66..also 2 23, 60)

22
.

, , . .

Clarke, R.V.G. .Seasonal,and other environmental a:pects of
abScondinp, by-approved schoa,boys. British ,.ournal of
CriMinoloily, 19677: 195-202,

-\
In:thiS article Clarke;: anrM.X.'research.-Worke at .the

\ r.{.'swood Clas.',ifYinOild Training Echeols, in Bristo ,.England,
'.

..

\ctines the 'environmental factors related to abscoqing from
., _

A.he\K.irigswood Classifying School forbOys for the fiv,e. year
:.periOd; 1960-1964:: -Absconding is,defined as."being atpsent

-1 /
from khool without permission,' irrespective of dbratLon of

-a1),senc'e! (p.,.196). 'Of:the 4,096 admissions to the tool :

\ihe fite'ear'pLridd, thereiwere 610 abscondiris by.476 bo .

,

.\\ \ \\
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Clarke c..7cludes that absconding (1) -increased in the winter,
which -Is 1:-.2st explained by the increase in hours of darkness,
(2)-- i'ca-z not related-to rainfall, and (3) was slightly 'affected
bv 'the distance of the bov's home- area. (Sec also 21, 23, 60)

23-

-Clarke, R.V.G. -Absconding and adjustment to the training school.
British Journal of Criminology, 1968, 285-295. .

Clarke, an M.A. research worker at the Kingswood Classifying
.and Trainina Schools in Bristol, Englandi followed the records
,of 822 bovssent from the Kingswood Classifying Sthool into
variou s. training schools in 1963, In the sample of 822 boys,
86 (10.5%) absconded.from Kingswood and 318 98.7%) absconded
at least once in training school. Of these 318, 46 (5.6%
.of the 822) were.oersiStcnt absconders, defined as-those-whe
.."abScOnded at least-once for each thr...--rontlisthey ere in
school" (p. 287). FroM-his-analySes, Clarke concludeSthat.

-.boys who run away from one:institution.Will-generallv 2-larl awa

from another. Specifically in this study, those boys,with
-,-.scond-ing.Itords in classifying school and thoEs boys who

'e''.-,
. hari.previously b weeen to a. training school re more 1.'lk- ely to
he.absconders (especially,persistent ones) from.training chools.
Furthermore, boys who were persistent Absconders frOm train
school were most often sent to.another approved school or to

.. -a detention center rather than receive a-normal release under .

supervision.- (See also 21, 22, 6-0).
- ..

24

Coleman, Richard, Racial differenCes in runaways. Psychologica
Reports, 1.C68, 22(1), 321-322.

In this study runaways'from Lyman School, a training in-.
stitution for male delinquents.from 11-to 17 'yt=.a.rs of age,. .

were described and compared by-racq,_age,.andtotal,time as
inmates. From a population of'4,748'Male delinquents, there

re 458 white and 58.bladk (total = 516) -runaways.during the
five year period from September, 1960, to AUgust,. 1965. .A

"runaway" refers.to "any boy who. left or attempted to leave the
school wahout permission, who fled 'from staff/personnel while
In transit, or whedid not return as scheduled to the institution
following a visit to his hme".(p. 321). Although the blacks had
been in the institution for a slightly longer time (62 -months
as.cor7.pared tu 7.0 months) the-mean age/Of the runawaykin both
groups was 14.8 years. -Black inmates'accounted for significantly
fewer runawaysv-they represented-24...6% of the total institution's
population and only 11.2% -of all'runaways.

63
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Crystal, David, and o1c, 7_win H. A social-work mission to
hippieland. Cid-id:re? 1969, 16(1), 28-32.-

,In. the "sIrriT.ler of l_ove" (1967) in *San Francisoo the.bay
area Jewish Welfare Fedier,-at4.on sponsored a speci 1 project
under, the joint auspices cf the United Jewish Ca-a-nunity Centers
(C,eld, *executive director) and the Jewish Family Service gency
(Crystal, -1:1.rect_orl. The project hired a fanale social worker
and participant obsP1-'ver to :.,,ork with incinding
runaway youth, in the Haight-Asbury area... The soc-Hl. nrker
found that rost of the large nirriber ippies" nciz
in_ the.:surrner of 1967 1.,7-e, of
majority 1-.7.ing L? larce nuuber were from
Jew. ' rni Hass 1.ck..Tr-unds. :The runaways s-n_tv the
paL C iPantt-oLsert.,..--a-re- -briefly rentioned where they

:they ie t, and where they ware referred for
services., *:.'=':=1- f the al-tiele, is concerned with the aUthorst
impressiOns of Iuippies ;71T1C; :The ail:pie Hippies are
characteri zed as t-CY3av S Young F,?,,Dhernians who "Eepresent a
protesL y.inst depersr;nalization, 6Curputerized thinking and
?doing, and aLore all, the distortion between people's daily
living and thPir llezjed ethics an,:l values" (ID; 32).

I-Ff.-ford .J. .Leaving hcc-e:. A typology of runaways._
Society; 1973, 10, 27-24 ,

PiiginTh pITYeut s his 1--.,:,,teptions akout runaways 'from his
.

axperier.0-2s as a 'counsel or at 07, one Uouse , a cirop-in center for
runaways in Ann Arbc,..r.., Michigan, in thP 1970's.
on interviews and C- over : ;.ys fruli
AuguSt.; 1970, "() ,7

. ,

fcil kr.q.11- _14 typology .of runaways
was untruct ... . ..tc:_- ,;,,!_,,,, Jnaways, -..t-,d 4. tters, a:

; 1:;,ad :

t/eaks. ThP floaters., those that i?turn hort.,...after a .few

-days; are the:largest grHip; of the adolescent street culture.
.., A runaway ,is distinqi_li.shcj. frail a. floater by the longer-. tine ., \

he/she stays aray. S*J42. of the reasons why ycuths-run away_
N ar.e.."healtliy" suc'.1 as (..tetti.ng, out ot a destructive family

---------Tfuation. other yt._)11t-h run to keep a "secret or unshared
pr1,.-r, such as preg-nancy or to call attention and bring help
to an. unhappy fam1ly situation. "The splitters" refers to a

. speciffN.:Dattern f--,F runaways whp stav hch-re after returning
---t.---e-a(.11 irim,-Kit 11 t hc, '1-,ecsf: VP "1.-Ca-e-d" , ..v.Then they spli.t just "for

the he'll oi ,t" Lack to the, deviant subculture.- The hard roadN.-. .

a /:(,, thp street .1cOders., usually., 17 -20 ye4old.,--whe-7---7-
have totally rej .ted the .."straight world" and have.been gone-for

(See a so 121.) .
--. 1

--_.\ --\ - --. -
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Farring-on, aonald Shell:en, William, and MacKay, James F..
Cbee.r.ations on awav children fr.= a residential setting.
CILild Welfare, 1963, 42, 286-291.

The authors, a psychiatrist end two social. To,rkers, describe
28 runaways (22 toys and 6 girls) fro7-! Spatiding Youth Center
in Tilton, New Hairoshire, an ooen residential institution for
the care and treaTent of emotionally disturbed children. The
youth descritrd had been gone frc:-.- the center without permission
for a cama-.' total of 85 o.-Joas.,=,;ns for periods ranging from
sieral nineteen days. . The average age of the runaways
W1-;an admdtteci -f-o the center was 13.5 years. The al:thors con-
clude frcFc tHeir s "there is no single
cauSal lain the =away behavior of this group of
children" L.,. 287). Four rajor constr7cts.elaining Why
children ran away fram the acnter.are,described: (1) crisis
situations, 2) attention-getting, (3) withdrawal, (4) impaired
family relationships. The qrour of runo4ays in the '!.iiTpaired'-
farily relationships" class was:the largest and most complex.
Methods of.F:,moging runaway children in a residential setting
are disclIsse.d. The authors state that a large nunber of ohil-

77dien who hav-7.2 dealt wdth their home problems by.running awaY
-can be helped in a residential setting by using the runaway
behaviors therapeutically tb help the child understand his
relationship to '7i.s nrnily.

Fe r, Intrai:sychic andenvircnne_ntal factors in
running away from hcc-fic!. American Journal of Orthrpsychiatrl..,
1962,_32, 4F6-491.

Foster, 'IR Ict.01 :,:_)bation Department Psychiatric
Clinic in L- studied runaways whb were brought before-
the Juvenile Court. The term "running-away" is defined as
"an absencefran bare,' of:any duration, at any tire prior to
the clinic study,:yhich Ehe subject himself referS to or'accepts
reference to as:running away from home" (p. 487)- Of 225 cases
(144 boysand,81 gi.r1s) referred to the clinic in 1959-1960,
there were 102 runaways (50 boys and 52'.girls). --The majOr
Portion of the study concerns the-extensive comparison of lac__
runaways (54 boys,, 46 girls) wdth .75.i,onruhaWay delinquents
seen by the author at the clinic. The most impressive significant
Oifference between the exi.,orimntal and control groups was the
larger incidence of,eaMer parent-child separation'fot both
the boy (49 out. of 54-bases) and girl (42 Out of 46 cases):
Tunaways. The most .frequent parent'-child.separation involved.'
the child's father before the child was five; without subse-,
quent return of the father. Tn:addition..the.runaway group.dis-
played more physical aggression and opep sexual activity in the

.\
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hore, more step-parents or adoptive parents, more mobility,
mnre nve;-t riarentl rejection of child, nure truancy and deviant
sexual behaviours.. The author conclndPs'that one important im-
plication'of his finding is the reaffirMation ofv-the view that
delinquent behaVior is "a-function of distrubed parent-Child
relationships rather than'more remote environmental factors
such as neighborhood characteristicsi!.(p. 490).

29

Goldberg, Martin. The runaway Americans. Mentl Hygiene,
1972, 56 (Winter)., 13-19.

i-sychiatrist Goldberg reports a study, carried out at
.the TrAVeler'sAid Society of Philadelphia,,of "people in
,vflight" "people who have made or are car-Tying out.unplanned
geographical movements" (p. 13). From 1000 Clients for
Which sore data_was colleCted, about 230 were classifiedas
flight people', about 275 as first flight people, and about
25p,as controls.N\The flight group coiRS-isted of-people who
had 'carried out at least three unplanned or very poorly
planned geographic moves in the five years prior to contactin
Philadelphia Travelers Aid Society" .(p. 14). NO clients
under 16 years_ofage were included in the study; 16,% of the
flight group,* 18% of the control group, and 17.5% of the-first
flight group were under 20,years old. T1,e-first flight (71%i
and flight (78%) groups were disproportionately high in males
compared to the.control group.(55%).

While there was no significant difference between the
flight group and controls in education or socioeconomic class,-
the flight group.were mote often ( p<.01) divorced or-separated,
had more often (L--).-0l) never owned their own home, were living..
currently without paying for lodaing (p.,;.001), arld.tended to -
Have teen uneztloyed from-one to three years or to have held'
eight or more different jobs in the past five yeai-S.(p/.01).
From:the clinical Observations and tests,-the flight people
were noted aS having patterns of excessive and Ohronic,dependenOy,'
low and limited frustration tolerances, marked impulsivity, and
marked tendency to misrepresent themselves. In addition,

the:flight clients were generally 71oners" and had significantly
more diagnoses of mental illness, chiefly,psychoses or personality
disorders. Goldberg reCammerds that "half-Way'_hpuse facilities
for "flight" people should be available in the major urban Areas
.across the country.

6

;



-L55-

-111
-DU

Goldneie:, John, and Dean, Robert. D. Th2 runaway: person,
prbblem dr situation? Crime and Delinquency., 1973.
19(4), 539-544. (Also in United States Senate, Hearings
on Runaway Youth before the Subcommittee to trivestigate
Juvenile Delinquency of the Committee on the Judiciary.
92nd Congress, 1st session. pp. 233-238. January 13-14,
1972).

Goldmeier, an associate professor at Maryland's\School of
Social Wbrk and Community Planning,-and Dean, a M.S:W\ juvenile
'probation counselor in Montgomery County, Maryland, describe
a\study in which they compared 57 youths (20 boys and 87 girls,
ages 12-18), who ran away from home in Montgamery-County, Maryland,
in the summer of 1.971 with 68non-runaway youths boys and 43
girls). .A rUnaway is'defined as "a boy or girl wto left home
without palenta7_ permission" (1). 541). Results of a self-admin-
istered, confidential questionnaire completed by the youths suggest
that "runaway behaVior reflects a camplex of factors and that an
overly narrow focus on either the runaway or his situation is
insufficient as a basis for understanding and helping him" (p. 543).

Only three of fourteen identifying demographic questions re-
vealed significant differences between runaways and non-runaways.
"RunawaYs tended to'be older than non-runaways, in vocational
and non-academic prcgrams.at sdhool and from homes
of-the natural parents was absent" (p. 541). The two groups

7wexe not different on variables such as number of children in
family, sex, sibling composition in.family, and parent occupation
or income level. In addition, runaways'(1) tended to feel like
running away when upset, (2) received poorer gradeSand had mbre,
differences with teadhers.in school,. (3)=tended to be less at
ease at home and less warm towards their parents,..and (4) turned
to peers when in trouble. All the youth in the study had reason-
ably high self-cOncepts and were quite.positive about their problem-
solving abilities and peerrelationships. The authors conclude
that "it may be P)ssible to view the runaway actas a. situational
response and a positive:aspect of coping, where-support is sought
froim peers:rather than from the adult-dominated environment of
the family or the sdhool" (p. 543).

31

Gordon, James S. COming together: Consultation with young
people. Social Policy, 1974 (July/August), 40-52.

Gordon, a psychiatrist with the Public Health Service,
describes hiS-evolving role as a donsultant to alternative Social
.services for youth, mostly runaways. The article focuses on
two alternative youth programs in the Washington, D.C. area--

AF7 t
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a suburban hotline and an urban grouoster hare. The authLr
states that a mental health professional who wkorks with young
people on alternative projects re-!stitnderstand the youth's
needs, aspirations, ideals and i,en-_ectations as well as his
or her own. In addition, profeL,sil training guarantees
neither acceptance nor usefulness ito alternative service
projects. The author describes his-- _:..cological and political
approach by giving Tranyexamales

/-
his oolleotive:meetings

with the staffs of the _t.:.leAD altee-ilative youth projects. Gordon
attributes his usefulneSs to these projectsto his recognition
alone with there of the "imrovihment of traditional services"
and his "sense Lthat alternative se dces-whicil are. controlled
hy ?eaple inthem, not.by a breaueratic or professional hierarchy,
offr a new and better way for people-"'(p.. 43). (See also 101,
10P)

32

Gothberu, Laura C. A oepparison of thu. personality of runaway
girls with a control group as e-ressed in the themes of
Murray's_Thematic Appercelation 'Test. Aicterican\j-ournal of
MentalrDeficiencil, 1947, 51, 627-631. \._

Gothberq, a MA psycholocist at the-Mansfield-State Training
School.in Connecticut, describes a study in which she compared
the Thematic Apperceptien Test (TAT) scores of ten females whb,
had runaway at least tmiCe from the institution to those of ten
female non-renaways -who were matched in age, _intelligence, and
todyebuild (height and weight). The near, age of the twenty
females was about 20 Years old; with the range being 14-11 to
25-0 years. ;he range ef all females' In score!,- was fram 49-----

"to 68:-.------Gothberg,:,-found-tht the runaways related to the ex-
perimenter more warmiythan the'contrOls. In-addition, the
total number of ideas'expressed by the runaways was almost 30
percent-more-than the,nonTrunaways, even though the total.number.
of different ideas was egdal. The runaways expressed the.sane
theme As many as six times during a TAT see,,sion, while the_
controls never repeated one theffe irc,re -than foUr tines. The
'twc, most recurring themes for botte-groups were "nocd for love
and protection" 4-runaways 33 tincS; controls --13-tirres) and
"self-aggression" (runaways 24 times; controls 15 tines).
The runaways also uSed the followdng thaes n6re than ten times:
conflict with parehts (1-6 tines), aggression toward female (15

tilles),.female as aggiessive (14 tiaes), and desire to confoun
(12 tines,..
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Green,' J.K:, & Xartin, D.M.
as learned behavior:
Pesearch in Crime and

'Absconding frail approved schoolS
A statistical study. Journal of
Delinquency, 1973, 10(1), 73-86;

I Statist'ician Greenland psychologist ML.r1in discuswhether'





The ,,,,,,, analyzed included ;244 boys (ages .13 to 15) 'who had
nevez ri away aup home and whc c,ere tiitte,d to an intermaliate
trairinc schcol in D-igiand 'between May, 1464 , 'and November, 1967 .

sophic:ticated-statistical mthodolo:,;ies to *understand the
76 ah:-.conders' behavior, the authors found no evidence that ab-
sconding is learned' and schiy.:2 evidence that the sample was

..'hetrogeneous at the onset in rmaway tendencies.
. Instr.:ad.:of

a chance diStribution, the frequency distribution for absconding
appeared to he negatiVe binanial one.

3.4

Green,-'.Mark J. Runaways, on the legal leash. 'Trial, 1971,
7(5), 28-29.

Green, a lawyer, presents an overview.of the law 'regarding
child:17'm and youth, espocially runawayS. Until 1967, and de-
cisions in the Kent and Gi.wit..case, the law disiatded child'ren.
They 1,,,re considered: "enfakits terribles" who were;in need Of
training and. secial_contml.- Consequently; sonls enihited
"in loco parentis" *over them and coiirts exerciSed "parents patriae"
Over t .i, ,wtftle thefl faini:.!.y!s economic support bound. them to. the

.,..../lamcs,--e-Very, state has a "1----unaways" statute which, forbids
oUth, Usually de7.Fined as -under 21, fran leaVing hare without
..?.._:rental consent ard which ,proVides .for police interve4ion,

necessaiy, to retrieve thun" (pf,28),,:.Z The nost -...orrincn estimate
is that there' are ahout 'one iiillion runaways und:?.r 21, hif of
which.are under 17 ç1ieni Fiiints out th:a.t the present runaway
Statutes violate three nOtions of civil liberties wh.iAch the United
.States giVes to adults: (1) right of persOnal freedom to live
where one wants; (2): "right to he-left alone"; and (3) "right
to tiave

35
Greme, Nancy a., and Esselstyn, T . The "beyond, control girl .

: Juvenile Justice, 1972, 23 (3), 13-19.

In this article, reerne, a social_worker who is the,probation
supervisor in Santa Clara County', California, and- Esselstyn,
profe-Ssor of sociology at the California State' University at

Jose, diseuss SO-called ."beyond Control" girls. "Beyond
Usdally feiS to '-'-11-uriaovernabl e unmanageable , 'inCbrri-

gible" and/or juvenile behaviorS- which are Considered "displeasig 4

baUling, defiant or threatening." The authors -point out t.hatrr'r
great deal of subjectivity enters the decision to call a juvenile
"beyond control" as opposed to a law violator._ 1.n the case' of
females., the term often is considered a -Lynonym for sexual pre-
cocity. The authors disCuss five principal areas of beyond

'control behavior among females: school, unwed-pregnancy, sex
delinquenc, runaways, and incorrigible. Often so-called in7-
corrigible children are cast as the family scapegoat or identified
as the family patient.
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Runaways:are divided into three groups.: , (1) the Rootless --
These pleasure-seeking and hedonistic youth who lack.self-discipline,
oannot see the consequenceS of their behavior, and'have.peer.

relations characterized.by impermanency and lack of trust, run
away from home to rebel; (2) The AnxiouS --These youth.who feel
anxious, depressed and powerless are unable bo handle their own
And family probletS and runaway,,often to a,friend'shouse
nearby.; in hopes of seeking help for their oWn.and.faMilY
problems; (3),The Terrified These youth who often,have a
poor self-image and are victhms of,:sothe extenuating cirCumstanCe
subh as alcoholic Parents; parental, abuse -and neglect,,and/or
inCest, run awaybecause of the threat on ,their life and an
awareness'of theisituation id.Which they are caught. 1

36

Gunasekara, M.G.S. The problem of absconding in boyl,' approved
- schools in Fzgland and Wales. British Journal of Criminology,
1963, 4, 145-51.

Gunasekara, a sobial'sbieritiSt at the t1-versity-6T-Wales,
reports on "an investigation into:,the 'problems of absconding
in approved schools, based on a-survey of ,19 abscondfIrs and
25 non-abSconders ranging from 13 to 16 years of age, Chosen.
at random from the approved (training) school's in England and
Wales" (r), 145). Anapproved training school is an open insti-
tution from.which boys,can runfrcracustody whenever they want.
An absconder is "one who runs away from such custodial care
during his period of detention" (p. 145). A "presistent absconder"
is a runaway whohhad run away five times or more, With an interval
of six months or more between the firt and-the last times'; any
other runaway,is called a "casual abscopder."

AlthoUgh the,study showed marked,.differences in 18.characteris-
tics betweenthe persistent abscondei,Sand the casual absconders
and;between the tersistent asconders'and the nonabsconders,
there were no striking differences between the casual 'abscondeIrs
and the non-abscOnders. "All persistent absob s were 'rootless
boys( and confirmed truants.from. school" Op. 14 b who committed
1ar9eny whjle-absconding,, Both%the abscoinders nd non-absCOnders
weFe educationally retarded from one to four year and had average
IQ's.i.n-the 80's. The uthor comludes that the virtnment of
the institution is "th more potent factor" in the-,casual ab-
sconder, while "in, the persistent absconder it is 11.1..s personalkEy
make-up, that is,more potent while the institutionAl setting acts
rathe'r as,a stimulus to abscond". (p. 151). ,
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IlaUpt, Donald N., and ,Of ford, David R. RUnaways fran a residential
treatment center: A preliminary report. Corrective Psychiatry
and journal -of Social Therapy, 1972, 18, 14-21. .

..,
. .

Haupt and Of ford, doctors at the Milton:S.. Hershey Centerof Pennsylvania State University, describe a study i4Whidh.57
youths (40-males ahd 17 females), who ran away\ betc*en Jandary 1,
1/419 6, and April 15,- 1970 fran the Hoffman House_ fOr..Clildren,a r sidential treatment center for -tionalfY diSturbed and
delflquent youth, ,in Littlestown, PennSylvania, were.canpared

`-,to 35 non-#Inaway \youths (29 males and 6:females) at the haPe
1. dt.i.rinqthe -Same- period.. The average age of the:youth at the

t,`'' oc admission to the center was 1.3.0 years fox the males
1 .;,5 years for the females . 11-ie . runaways .. stiid -I ed were . ----- -----

Whi ..e -Youth of lower middle to lower socioeconomic backgrounds.
A rUnaway is defined, as. "any unaiithoriZed absence from the -
campus of the haw. with intent of the child-ditha---- eave the

.. .
hare temporarily or permanently,:-or to cause-the staff:110
home tb pursue him" (P. 16): ',. ... ..! . \ .-\ .:._

. _ , .__,:,_., .
.

. - -.There were a total- of 117, male....runs and '46 feffiale rims; \. .
.each runner averaged- clOsse to three rt.thseaCh; and the average\

--..run Was approkimately.tvab da ., The ,findings revealed that \,

the--maqe runners experienced 'a ter number.of foster hare
placerre'-ts and'.experizental hardships than the .male non-runaways, . .,

while the`bpposite was true for feinales (p.,i .05) .. In. addition, .

the boys' ran re 'than expected by Olance in the fall and wititei
-...-. _and less, iri thç spring and sUlaner, while the'opposite pattern

was trde for, fàpale s (p (-005). .-Finally, the boys' had an ex-
cess number::'bf ètDrt runs (those less, than overnight) in the ..\
fall and winter and, less than the expected number in the spring

\ and ,surnrher, while .the'pattern was reversed for females. ',(p<.001) .
The seasonal yariation-findings suggested to 'the authors that
.a.meaningfUl. bondept for differentiating,runaway behavior inight-',
be to think. of rtinawaY. incidents in\terms of "gestures", _a_short

for help" in which-the child nsually,.returns 'or allaas-him-
'self to-be. found within 12-to 18 hours versus "realzru:nsic a *., - -run which lasts at least overnight with..the-intent'ioh of .getting

,.------ -

,

away:
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Hiatt, Catherine .C., and Spurlock, Ruth E./ Geographical flight

and its relation,to crisis theOry. American Journal of
Orthopsychi.a;:xy, 1970,, 40,---53-57.

Hiatt and Spurlock,sorcial wurkers with the Washington, D.C.
Travelers Aid Society, describ an increasingly largenumber of
mobile people whom _they see who evidence "crisis-flight" behavior

1
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\ southwest Brooklyn, a \predbmi ,antly lower ...middle ''inixrne area.
\ A runaway is. dfined as "a silbject under-18 years of .age whb ..

kiceaves home witheut parental consent:, Acl who is reported to
-tile police, as EH-hissing person!' ). 211 . Hildebrand calls a
. runaway 'V Second- generation, 41 iquent' and reports that

severity pe:ccent Of all delincpiOnts have '.un away at one time
or andther'::' The acfe '-rAngeof It.1 262 r i..liwa s.',I_E...tUdieas'8. -
to 17, years old; from,age I2-both sexes"1-;5wi_;<-7:-.LITiacTak in
the nurtLer of 1-Linaway: incidents unti1 ac2:p.16, at which. tirre . ,s

the. number' of boy 'runaways dropped off considerably while...the
nuMLer ,of girl .runavaysi.continued to increase. Poor home.

' environnent was the majOr reason for runningawaY in the. ..8
12 year old group. From age 13 on,_.tamily disC,iplineWaS

.,. Major 'factor. Probleins _ith.:--school, Charact,_evi-zed7by'OpOr
gradeS, miscdnduct-and -truancy', was the,nt most impc.jxtant;,,,
leason.Pregnaricyand early Mai-riage 'were main .reiat-ons for

-60-

"a definite ;,,atter of travel v!,,,21.jein 'ii'otionlel.ss and geOgrapi7
cal fleeing have 1.)eyore a episodic way of_cOping :
characteristic pf...a lifestyle" ..(p.--53). qithin,a six month .peried i 1970, appro..: two-thirds of the
Travelers Aid clientzq in ID,C. wre .E.T,,,,1-1.:re; in. the crisis-
light categOry. 2,11 ,yere -::unction L;ortewhot adequately

on the flight and minimally \The characteristics
of the group seem close to those LIK?scribed-for wanderlust. "The
destination is both .t.irlimportalit and neb,i4bus, the, quest is illuscry;
and there are no sati4actions upon arriVal,anywhere" (p. 56) . The
authorS\reCatmend(\the i-ie:ed for research to understand the etiol
and characteristics cf and the need for developin
techniqueS to manage and/or Prevent it.

39
Hi.ldebrand, Zames A. 'y runaways leave..hotre. Journal,Of Criminal

Law 'Criminolcxjy, Police Science, 1963, 'LliT2--) , 2117776.

Hildebrand, àdethctive assicfirikd to the Missing PerSons Unit
of the New. York Police Department; leports hiS study of .262 run-;

beys-and Era* six-precincts -located in

the- oldec girls riinnin rjv liadebr.O.pdconcludes that." i f crith prcsr.gns to _be. effective it .is irriperatiize. . .

. ,

/3,...able pro _,E2r11 %indicator the runaway, '

recogni-ze icjn of maladjustment in. :6417- \
, . .

seed . of the 441,ture felon" (p. 216) (Sarso 40)
40 \

. \.. \
.

fOr..\-Zunaways..- ,Cr,irre anct Delinguen,
H 1968,, .14(4,,\

Tn this articie.Hildebrand, a sercjeant 'With the New York
".Z..,ty Police Department, conuares.the runaway Problem in two.
Nel,\ york City precincts... Based 011 misSing persons reCordS for
ageN9 17., Precinct A, a low-incon.. an6 hiqh-cr,irne. area, had..

,.,

72
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runaway rate of 2,36. .007 males aild
142 ,f.en.01c5) , IU IC J.)tecin4 middlp had a
'rate of 2.37 ar thousand (22. eb ..The c:ity-

a rate was: 0,93 per thousand pipa I.i.ai . in Precinct
A 1-.->gan ,,to run away .at- a signil'icaut y E.:4e than tiose in
Precinct.:B.: ,Even.-thOugh the-ruilaWay pa!Lt.,-:::4n. fur Loys_in..both
areas.:was-sinudar,_. it Niai-ied for the c_r::_.1..1s.,t in PrecinCt A the
parmts adopted -a nonchalant _atti tude towards a chi ld ' s absenee ,

wIle in _Predinc.:t B- the parents. acti pacticii)ated in. the,
-search for,..`their..child. Forty-One:. parcent al the cases in
,Precinct A involved recidivists a.Sicropared _to (.)11.9..t vs.t?.nty-
:seven percent in_PrecirldtB'....

\ \

'F.actors wirieh;infl-nence the yk.inths lhivac i dEL "faitti.ly

instability, neighborhood deterioration,: ICAV income and eConanic
dependency, and a ,lbw:LeVel, of: euc:ation". (p.. 48) . .The ,parents
.attitude .. towards eclu at ion A;e4ined-,to L a .cruc:ial facto.c..

. Parents
in 'the high rate :4ea, apathetic to,vlid educatibn ,d (

. . .

sane cases did not know 'the name or 10:t7ation of the -rur aways.s,

Hildebran4 concludes.1.1.1at "the ...runaWay rate n y he a
indicatorl.of .delin4ency, trend's .and t-hriHt. j,r.tensi ye

Study- Of the rUnaWay,may- provide :us with Valu4le iriformation-
concerning the etiology of the' juvehiledelincluvent"
(See;also. 39)
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Hater., .Louise E. Canmunity-based resource for rUnal*ly g
Sccial Casework, 19:73, 54(8), .

, _.Homer, , Assistant EXecutive Director of Yout.41 Opportui'dties
Upheld; Inc., in Worcester, Massachusetts,- ,descrites her .14Kprk
with twenty young girls, between the ages of thirteen and six-
teen, :who were classified as jrunaways on the basi.- of 'their
history ,with'tle 'Worcester juvenile eOlirt,;-: All of the girls
had a histery of 'staying away frau homj for psriods of tiwe.
ranging from three days .to nine Months and all had runaway
at. least three' tiirs All Were- from. loweiLand---lawermiddle

.. .

class, familieS, :of whieli fourteen we"re on we I fare . The
therapeutic intervention for edcn ga il ncludec?: (1 ) individ
therapy once a week, (2) a:cded counscaing grc twice-a weekc-',.--
and (3). family..therapy. eVery other week

.

HaiEr discusseS the,girl runawaysli.n.t.A.k) 'district categories:
those who were. runiiing;frun ''.(nt=7) and those Who ware running tb.
(n=14). The-running,-francategory includes those .;,,,11.6. had

:run away to "ccol-off"..-and.escape Unresolved intraisonal and
family pro4ems. TheSe runaways were helped' oonsider'ablY by-_;--777;

: the three7part therapeuta4 intervention ,of;Linsight-oriented
and fami;y 'therapy.-

. The.: :unning--to cat,goi y includes.. the

2leaSure:.seekers" who' wefe running -from home !:_o .places and
people-Who 1..)ravided a varietY of e,Veriene*.,.s forbidden at helms..

.



These rtmaways, who .felt indifferent about their family situation
and hadloeriouS:.difficulty.internalizing controls, did not benefit
at all from the three-part therapeutic intexvention. Homerrecommends
that glrls"-in-theTrunning7t6-group'need more confrontation therapy
with an .emphaSis on,the setting'of limits'as well aS more treat-
ment in good closedatmen,-facilities",... The two grOws of\
f.una4:ys were found to\differ significantly ionthree out te.four
varTh.bles:( (1) plac&whpre run\ to, (2) verbalized'reasaR:for
,runningi. and (3) reciVidIsm,and'commitment. There were no Signifi-
cantdifferences between bem in the number of parents livingin
the home. .

,
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HoWell, Mary EMmons, E.B,, and Frank., D.Aeminiscences pf
rUnaway adolescents. 45M0i6an Journal of Otthopsychiatry,
1973, 43(5), 8407853:'2'

;This artiCle.repOrts aretrospectiVe study of.runaways'
perCeptions'Of the,experience c f runni4g away - reasons,for /

.4eaving hoMe, problems'encoUntered\on Alerun,\benefits derived,
d plans for the future.' The invqstigators,..Who Are asociated

,kth the Behavior Unit, ChildreWsISerpice of the Massachetts
General Hospital in.Boston-,traced l but of a po
eligible runaWays with=reCOrded vists to ProjectPlace a

:Thad to\haVe "rUn away.i: for three Or. moredays from , !s.
t\Boston in th'e year\19-70: An eligibl, rOaWay in, t udhity

familie8":',(P., 843). "These'4unawaysva8'girls
and 23, boyslete interviewed byt.e7-ephosne WOIQ than'a year

hoafter they had run aWay from.
years) atthe\timeof running ,was no: ignificantly5-different

: me boys' mean age_&15-5.

froM(that Of 'the girlsL)(1,6-,6 years) The range Ofagesjor
both!sexes Was 12-7 to 17710 years. The.majOrity of yo#4:7
werefrom middle-class'faMilieS. Every one of.theyouthS:inter

yiviewed-destribed-diffictlitieS,mith parents and/or School before'
running away. The'problems of, theyouth on:therun varied'widely.
The,majority -(78% of:the ,boys'and 61% of .-the girISY-Stated,they'
enjoyed_the experienceat the'time. /Most of the:runaWays felt
that their-Iives-in-general_were better atthe time.Ofthe intef=

. . .

...:%view than before they had,:run'away:>. The aUthOrs.pointOUt:that
atjeast. a small subsample:Of 15 run*ayS;(which represented \less
than 6% of all those who visited BoStoin in-1970) were pot at all

'harmed by the' runaway experience,and used'it as an oppiortun4Y
In'addition, "many adolescents seem to have chOsen4,

to run away_as a self-determined.apProach-to the,resolutiOn offamily .conflict" (p.. 853). .

\..
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Jahr, Herman M. Running away. Hygeia, 1.94(), 18, 145-148, 156-157.

\ \ Jahr \describes four instances of children running away
\\fram home. He poZnts out that all children who run away do
, so for a reason which is usually'unclear to their parents.
These reasons include search for adventure, escape from un-
pleasant and burdensome surroundings fear of facing reality,
and expression Of,self in an enviro6ent where one has little

/

1
v

;
control .

44

Jenkins s, 'Richard !L L. Classification of behavior prOblems of
children. ican Journal of,Psychiatry, 1969, 125(8), 1032-1039.

The second dition. of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual
of. Mental Disorders (DSM-11) of the American Psychiatric Associ,
ation lists the following seven subcategories under the Category
"behavior,disorders of childhood": hyperkinetic reaction, with.,
drawing reaction; cveranxIous reaction, runaway reaction, un-
socialized aggressive\reaction, group delinquent reaction_sand
other\reactlon. _In this article Dr. Jenkins describes briefly
,the characteristics-of the first six categories, those which
represent clinically recognizable symptomatiC clusters supported
by research studies. Children-who belong in the "runaway reaction"
group "reeatedlY run away fram home overnight: They are timid -(

and furtive and inciined-to stealing,,particularly stealing in
the home "'-(p. 1035). Furthermore, they are seclusive, apathetit
and chronically rejeoted at home. "Typically, there is a gross
lack of self-oonfidence_and a very poor self-image. The unwanted
illegitimate child.is very Cc6mon in'this group, and only child
status is extremely,comman" (p. 1035). _Jenkins states that
trpatment of these childrbn is vory difficult and must involve
the home.' (See also 45, .46, 47, 77, 86)

45 -. ,

.jenkins, Richard-L. ,The runaway reaction. American Journal
Psychiatry, 1971, 128(2), 168-173.

`-Three o -the subcategories' - runaway reactioni ungocidlized-
aggresSive raction, cand-group delinquent reaction - of the,
AmeriCan'TsyChiatric Association'S category "behavior 'disorders
of-children" relate to behavf_Or, that is technically delinchept.

"-T1n.this article psychiatrist Jenkins describes th,.: characteris-
rtics Of the runaway reaCtion grcu and several'n'search stUdies/

\ with.delinquent-toys in training sChools which compare the run.-/
y reaction to the other two delinquent categories. The
s revisea,p1Statistical Manual of Mental Dis-

el,s describes the:runaway reaction as followsv

7 5



lIndividuals wit] this disOrder characeristically escapi?.
17 ran tilreatenin,, si(natibns by running away from-home:\

.for a day or [Ix..)re i t. h(5u t permission. Typically they_ . .

.-are irx,v-(ture and timid, andTfeel r".ejec'ted at hcit-ne
ad.equat-A.-; and frie-ndiess. , They,often steal fl.irtiely.
(p. 61),

Even thOugh the runaway r:eaCtion and the unSacialized aggressive. .
reaction are maladaptive frustration, respanses .to a. very unsat.-
isfying home sittiatioz, the runaway reaction -is a. reaction bf,.
-fli.ght while tho unsocialized aggressive.reaction is a reaction...
of flight, The:runai,4ay.'.s. behavior i dominated by:fear rather----'
than by hos ti IttyLand anger . (ompared with the group delinquent
reaction, the ritnagay'ren'tion- is more difficult ,to treat/as. it
represents MOre persbnality pathology. Jenkins states .that;,
-effective. treatment of the runaway reaction requires
fication o, or. rerloval frOm, the hane-.environmett, .and,1-(2)- a-
substantial 1.-)07od in 'an aecgpting-bUt.'f#Tri. envifonmerit
.(See also 44,,447,, 77, 86).

46
Jenkins , Rl chard, T.,,., :. and, .BoYei.,- Andrew: . Types .of delinquent,

\ behavior an .backgroundfactors.. International Journal
rof OLLdI Psycl ria try 1968, 1.4 , 65-76 .

.1h this. article Jenkins iand Bdyer,....affiliated with-the
univqrsity.-of LOC.:TO, present the results Of ...seConary analyses
on .dzIta.--cOliec ted.';'f row( 300' hoyS\ co*ittod to the 'New York 'State-.
Training .Scheol. for Ro i r Warwick,...NeW York, in the early 1930's.
A computerized clus.tering .procedure.on all the behaviOr,.and sympton
items recorded for eachlboY's, caSe revealed -three.. essentially.un-
correlated.c lus ter s of behavior: - -(1) .the socialized- co-Operative.
.delinquent:,. .(2) the unsocialized. runaway delinquent-;'.and' (3) the:
-Luisocialized,-aggressive delinquent. ." The. inveatigator.s ..condude-'
that the runaway .d.elinciuent .has thel,leasf organized' Personality;
the'..cooperative 'delinquent the rnbst organized.. The runaWay

s. delinquency Was mist assOdigted with s tron peer grolip
influences'. (,See also. 44, .45, --47, .77, 86)

47-
. l5

jenkinS , and :9 tah1e,alen The runaway. reaction:.
A . case study. Journal of the, American AcadeMy of Child
P-Sychiatry, 1972-,71:17); 2197+.7317. :

After a brief c,.f. the rilifiaway 'IltetatUre, psYiiatrists.
Joakins and Stahle present an extensiVe case .s.tudy of a Male
ruriaway who exhibited. 22 years of "maladaptive-nOrnadism," from.
age.11 to In death at .age 33. The 14t6ia-l1nr.e.--..i41Trow1edges that
an unpleasant .home sit.ution is ,of-tenTa cause Of%ri:inning away, '
that delinquent actS'Ot.her than running away are more carmon in
rmaways than norf:,i-unaways, and that the most comori persbnar
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characteristics observed of runawayS are insecurity, depression
or unhappiness, and impulSivity. Even though it is difficult
to conclude to what extent a runaway is attracted by adventure
and tb what extent he/she isrepelled by nis/her home, the
authors feel that_the latter is more important, atleast in
repetitive runways. (See also 44, 45, 46, 77.86).

48

Joos, J., Debuyst, C., and Sepulchre-Cassiers, M. Boys who
run...away frau home: A Belgian study. International
Journal of Offender Therapy; 1970, 14(2), 89.104.

The results of.interviews with twenty Belgian runaway
boys (ages 15-18). are reported'in this.article. .A runaway is
defined.as,one who,"stayed away from home atl.east one night
and had been charged betore a juVenile.court for truancY" (p, 99).
It was found that all but two wanted to leave for good and rost
hesitated'extensively before leaving. The majority (65%); of----
the runawaYs:Statedthat they enjoyed,the flight: In general,

-they,were Motivated bY:long.periOds of-dissatisfaction and in-
(516slona-t- hcriE--rather:than defiance-and-felt-they were not .
understood Ormanted' at:haMa. The al.:thors conclOde that the

. rianaways Seemed...to sufferjfram depression and strong inner.
'tensions, which were ted-byan-active,fantasy life, .

and that they were con tly dissatisfied .and.searching for
something new and/or tter.

.

, .

...Kahn, Kenneth Ihe.runaway.fromreSidential treatment: A
synthesi

I..

of. relevant data. (Abstracts of,Masters Iheses,
.Smith Coll&ge.:Studies

, 21-22. .

his.master's thesis Kahn collected/and analyzed,original
dat abadtjadoleSeent runaways fram,fiye residential treatment'
Centers atcording to key issues and qUestions he. generated froim
a literature search about adolescent runaways fram home, psychiatric
haspitals.,and cortectional'institutions. Each center's cliniCal
administrator filled out a form foreaCh runaway incident.which.
_paid "special -attention:to institutional ccnsequences-contingent
:on runaway behavior, to the natUf6-41;f the*ontraCtl.. under which
the child was adMitted, and to the. 'type' oVrunaway as defined
by certain criteria" (2. -22): Kahn conclufraM the results
that""future eXperimentation might yieLEeclassification'Of
types of runaKars-asell-daguidelinesor.the therapeutic;
managerrent_ofleaphpe,

ri

3
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Kaufrian,-Joshua, Allen, James R., and West, Lewis, J. Runaways, \\
-hippies, and marijuana-. American Journal ,ofPsychiatry,

.

1969, 126, 163-166.

Ip the "struer of lOve" (1967).-:-1n San Francisco a rese
teai of psychiatrists and college undergradUate and graduate
sttdentS, Sponsored by the Oklahoma,Medical Research Foundation,
converted 'large apartment in the Haight-Asbury district .into

combination home,- office, laboratory, commune, and "crash-pad"
where .t.capsients (including runaway teenagerS) could spend the
.night.....Mbst of the runaways who Were seemby the authors.had.
run frOM--home and their high Schools because they felt rejected
and alienatedfram society. They were not involved mudh in
delinquent acts,,excel5t for their use of illegal drugs
eSpecially marijuana....Some of the runaWays were really "push-
aways",.youth who had "received either Oovert or overt parental
sanction to leave, expressed as scOrn, indifferenee,. or obvious.
envy" (ID,. 165). The role .ofmarijuana aMong the runaways was '.
'135mplex; most of a runaway's day in Haight Asbury:evolved
around drug Use getting itutakingit and talking about it.-
The-authors suggest,that mostof the SUMmer runaways wbuld
eventually retuin_tb "straigntsdciety. In.conclusion.the

-----7a-dthOrs state hat "the youngster who runs awa i_whether his
trip he geographical, pharmacological, dr-both, can-best-be..
understood 'in terms of the interaction of significantintra7
Psychic maturatiOnal variables, current sociocultural factors-r!...
andthe all-important relationship of the child to his parents"

51 .

Keogli,. Cornelia- R. A study of runaways at a state cOrTectional
school-for boys. -.Journal of Juvenile Research; 1935, 19,

Keoah describes the findings Of a study in which the records
Of:.200 boys who ran away'from Whittier..State SchooL a-California
Correctional'school'for boys.(ages8 7 16) during.the period

.

from.January.1, 1928, to December 301933,-were examimc.!
3.

compared to' Apo consecutive admissions tothe schbol frow 128.'
...to.1930. FOt the!--analysis:axunaWay.was-defined-as aloerson

who was "offiCially recorded as having attempted to.run and
Who Succeeded.in leaving the grounds" (p. 45). The runaway_
andcontrol groups were very similar with respect to Stanford-
Binet intelligence levels, median:ages, mean.entrance age., and
racial composition. When the 315-episodes' of running away for
the 200.boys were analyzed, it was. found'that 61% ofthe boys
left only once, 25.5%, twiCe; slightly more (2(7.2%) left-in
fall than,in-any other seasom-.and two-thit&,-,, of the runs.,
occurred between 3:75 months after admission and 9.75 months
after entrance. Compared to controls (C)., runaways (R) had a

.r7Q
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hinei incidence'oC(1) bifokr.ji hbmes (R 61%, C 57%),,(2) step-
'parents in home OR - 76,A, (3). school truancy (R 61.5%,
C - 35%), (4) tunning,away from hothe--,(R- 62%, C-- 51.5%), and
(5) Unsatisfactory:post-institutional adjustment (R .46%, C 38%).
'The percentage ofirdhaways among the totpliristitutional population

17.29% betwen:1928 and .1533 in contrast; in-=the_previous years
fbm,1919 to 1927 when there waS less freedom and more-Penaties for
runniThwa, -the p6.rcentage-Was about 4.8.

52.

Kessler, Clem C., and ie and,. Joan. Experimental studyof
tisk-taking behavior in.r way girls., Psychological

.1970; 26(3), K.O.".

Kessler.and Wieland from the pniversity-Nebr ska at'
Omaha -report a_study in Which they compated.thetisk-t 2ng.
behavior of six runaways and six non-runaway girls froma

home. All of,the girls were froth 14 tb-17 years
-old. The risk,takine, task usedinvolved increasing_the
certainty of.gUessir theidentity of an objectat the risr
of a. loas .of Eoney:as_then4mberibEclues_increase&
this task, the.antithesis of the inveStigatots' hypbtheSis

-Was found: the Ron-runaway girls were greater risk-takers
tharrtlle runaways.

53 _
Leventhal, Theodore. Control problems in

. ArChives of General Psychiatry, 19.63. 9

y children:
1 6

Leventhal, chief psychologist at the Worcester Youth
\\Center in'Worcester; Massachusetts, suggests that running away

\-11k

type of extremeddsperate behavior which can result when
----t-ere is imminent danger of tOtal,loss of environmental'or outer

con oi. Outei ;..ilcontrol is "usually ,manifested in a preoccupation
with vironmental influences, frequent' andtbr intense behaViOtal
reacti to them, extreme expectations of submission, such as\
becouing puppet or a s1av..2, c,..,-,d experiences of powerlessness
as expres in statements reflecting lack of Choice and-being
coerced" (p. 3). In this study, reported comparisons of 42-

,,

runaways (27 bo and 15 girls), ages 5-16 years (median age =
13'.5 years), and .nonrunaway matched children, chiosen from
the general child ce clinic popdlation, were,made for
each of three outer iii trol scales (Scale I:. External In-
fluence, Scale C: Coun aCting Influences, Scale N: No In-
fluence Over. Othars) as we ,a4 the sum of the scalos.

To be included in the lunNpy group,a-child had (1) to be
17 years of age or younger, (2) t'6have been absent from,home
without permiSsion of his parents ok.or more times, (3) to
have had no history of delinquent acts t would.have brought
thP child to the attention of the police'p- or-to running away,
and (4) to have begun evaluation within one h of running



rated alpove the non-ron.:-.1ways -on all the e:.:ternal unenntrol scales .
eonuun th,:me.. to all of the .riwa\'s initial. roa!;ons for leaving

"lack of respcct for the chi i(I nu a fce1. :q of being abused
;ind- bning taken a -vantage, Of" (I.... 126) vmc hal cez.icludes
that khe runav.Tays marked c.:Vti'-conce..1.1-1 contr(0... and
with ego surrender suggests propLiychotie functioning and severe
pathology.. (See also 54)-:

54

Leventhal , 'fhecdore Ltiner control ...def
children. Archivet of General Pcy_chiatry, 11.;
170-176.

In the study report.ed by 'Leventhal, pirector
Children' s Psychiatric Center in Eatontown', New Jerse, comparisons
Of--42..,..runaways (27 1-:oys and 15 girls) ayed 5 to -.y6 years (with:
ncdian years) , and 42 non-runaway nui,t/ched. chtldren
from- a .child guida ;-(-----2-*--1Q-4.inic population .,-re nvide on an inner
uneontrol scale .1vhicht. develop& f-rom.. interview
clara The criteria for lx-Ang inCluded in

t 'tlpse, of t1-4e-preV:ious- s-catly -of ou,ter-unntrol___..
..(Levanthal, 1963). AS. hypothesized. .the'riinawal skovud
significantly (p. .001) More inner uncentrol (rran 4.7)

_ on a -sewna point scale than did the nonLrunaway group (mnctinc
.to what might have been .e.N.ect.ed., the police runa-

way .refefrals had lower unControl ratings than runaways referred .to: the clinic by parents 'or nonpunitive Egencies Runa%\ays 'gave
indications .of discharge-type behavior, of deficie_nt regulatory

rnechanisms,, and of a 'helpless' self-Linage" .(p.- 176) . In addition,there was a 'Significant' although noderate, Correlation- (+0.45)-Letwen the inner uncontrel. scale and the outer lincontrol seales
reported in an earlieri.study. (See also 53)

55
.

LeVine, Stanley. Runaways and research in the trainLng SChaOI
Crir and Celinguenty,. 1962, 8, 10-45..

During JUly -and August, 1959, Levine, Clinic .DireCtor of_
the Illinois State rItaining Schobl for Boys, studied a, sanple

74 runaWay boyS..who haei been "on unauthoriz.0 absence fran'..
the in tituljon. at any time' during a Sixteennonth period. in
l9581and l959-",----(p., 41) .- Four significant differenceS between..

.the 1.-unaway sample an. ... a total training.School Population/.

..Were 'found. The runaway same e rrore white boyS (-91% vs. .
/55%) ,.rrore returnees (54% VS. .40%) ,, more 1 oi daanstate

--c-&artitments (45% vs. 32%), and from, in the training SohlsQl .,'less than-thirty4ays (31% -vs. 23%)-than' the total institutio.n
i). pulation. Most runaWays.-OCcurred. dUring warn. ueather -and.vacation period. There was no difference.on the Beta %Intelligence

80
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Test between a Landau sample 01. 34 runaways anL',

runaways. The Taylor Manifest An.I.K...etv Scaledi*.
between runaways who had been in the school for less
and those who had bean thPre longer. Boys corivdt.U.d Lc, the

stitution for assault were less likely to runaway than hc,ys
ea-witted Tor the us of narcotics and alcohol. As,a result
Of this study:several institutional policies and.practices,.
,sueh as.those concerning orientationand vacations, were chi-Inged
which subsequently significantly reduced the number of runaways.

56

Levinson, Boris M., and Mezei, Harry. Self-concepts and ideal
.self-concepts of run-away youth: .Counselling implications.
Psychological Ipoxts, 1970, 26(3), 775-783.

Levinson and Mezei at the Yeshiva Univ rsity describe-25
Male yeuths (ages 16-20) or approximately 10% of the homeless
youtns seen at a private Emergency Shelter in New York during
1967-1968: Ail the youths were fram lower-middle or upper-
lower class homes. _None waS a juvenile,delinquit. Ninety
percent Were:from physically breken homes shattered by either
death or desertion and ten percent.froM psy'chologically broken
homes. Each youth.ratedhimself'on 19isevenpoint scales (9
evaluative,. 6 potencyr,and 5 activity)-. as (a) "I really am"-
and aS (b) "I would like.tojpe", The largest discrepancies
between the youths' actual and ideal self-concepts were found
for the dValuatiVe factor (mean scOres:-:2.9.vS,
by the activity (3,4 vs. i7-9I'and ,factors: .

Based bn these findings, the authors suggest a goal of counselling
- these youths Should be the deyelcipment of self-esteem, self-

acceptance and'meaning in their lives. Unless these-youths are
properly handled, the authors state, "they maytecorre the future'
homeless ben 7410 will either inhibit our shrinking skid rows o37
'cheap rooming houses" (p. 871)-.

----57 .

Levy, Edwin Z. .Some thoughts about patients who run away from
fesidential treatment and the staff they leavetehind.

_Psychiatric Quarterly, 1972,:46(1, ,

Whether running away is.a necessary.element in bUildinci a
therapeutic alliande is:the basic.issue discussed.in thisarticle
by Levy,whio-is Director of Pesearch,:Children's Division, at
'the Menninger FoUndation 'in Topeka; Kansas. After an extensive
presentation_of tUnning away:as seen in_fiction, social theories,

3,
and social research-Levydescries. the,l&runaway female.patients
(out of a total.ofA2 patients) seen during nine years .(11/61 to

. 10/70). at .the female:adolescent unit Of the MenningerTeundation
non-inclusive.deScriptive categories

are_used to,highlight different but...overlapping treatmdnt Issues
,

4.
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relating to the runawa: angry defiance-(n=4)',- Ppyahotic ds-,
organization '(n=4),,escapo (n=2), to go on one's.dwn (1=5),
and ru.sion wi.th Oxents.',(n=1). The adopted female patients
weLe a. high runaway risk'group;, of the eleven patients who.
were adppted, eight.ran away at least once. Lfvy-remarks
that all the runaways baCkgrounds'had prominent abandonment
thEsres, such as adoption; parental death, family lives, and
...parental travel. There was a slight-tendency for the best
adjusted after discharge not to run away, but the overall
difference in adjustment between the runaway and non7tunaway
groups was not large. /

.

58
-

Iowyey, Lawson G. ->Runaways and noMae.ls. American Journal of
- Orthopsychiatry, 1941, 11,.775,482.P

Dr. Lowrey presents a profile of the approximately 2,756
"runaway easeSseen during the. fiveyear-'Period 1935'-1939
at the NeW,York Travelers Aid Society. The definitiOn.of a .

rUnaway is quite broad since it.includes older indiyiduals
4abserit-from-aecustared-surroundings---.Without---consent.or
knowledge, particularly if. incapardtated_in any way"'p. 775).
The age range of the runaway cases was from6..to 102:=years,
with only 9% being 21 years'or older. The mafority were '

teenagers, with 16 year,olds represe:nting the:largest groupi
(19.4%). In. all, 56% were males; taleS predominated at the"
early ages.while after 18 years old, females we.re the majority.

;

The majority of clien'ts ran away because they were un-
happy'and felt unwanted and rejected at'home. ',Many had in-
adequate and trcUbling parent-child'and sibling relationship's.

>

The majority of runaways-returned-home.- Th most-clients running,..
away is illustrative of the mechanism of "fleeing thp unpleasant
fcr-a.situation known to be or hoped to be more satisfying

--emotionally and soqially-"-(?: 781). A small number of nomads,
or chronic wanderers, were included in the runaway group. When
nomadism is not attributable-to eConomic needs, it is mostcammonly

, ascribed to schizophrenia of the simple dementing type.

59
.

Lubeck, Steven G.: and-Dripey, Lamar T. Mediatory vs. total
institution; -.1.Cheiase-of-the-runaways--Social-Problems,
1968, 16(2), 242-260.

Lubeck and Empey, social 'scientists the University of
Southern-Califcfnia, report a study concerned with-the prediction
and control of runaways at two correctional institutions for de- .

linquent boys. Boys, ages-15 to 18 yPars old, frOm a common
Population of repeat offenders weresrandamly,assigned to either,
a mediatory institution (n=. 131) located in anurban community
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or an isolated and relatively self-sufficient total institution
(A., 93). Running away, defined as "any unauthorised leave
of.absence that lasts longer than-a period of 24 hours (p, 246)".
was examined over a 32 month period in both- correctional facilities.

:Stepwise regression analyses, used to examine the relationship
of-30 predictor variables (nine indices of psychological dharacteris-.
tics, eight social badkground'scales, five peer ..-clations scales
and eight offense scales) to runaway behavior at e;..ch institution,
Showed,that there was a complex interaction aMong zhe organizational
characteristics of theprograms, the personalcharactei-istics,of.the'
boys, And the occurrence of runaways. Even though the rUnaway. _
rates at bothrinStitutions were'relatively high and: almost equal
(37% at the mediatory' institution and 39% at the total institution), .

the explained variance for the'total institutional sample. (363)
was almost daUblp that of the mediatory institutional sample (20%),
As a group, thë offenSe-Scales accOunted for.the largest percent.
'(#1% and50%) of the explained variance in bothinstitutions.
FUrthe'r analyses Showed differences in runaway behavior were
made before.and after changes in'palicies at both institutions.
The authort'conclude that runaway behavior in these institutions
could not be.predicted solely onthe boys' personal attributes

::--withoutconsidpring thedynamics of-the corre7;tional institution
in which they.Wure living.

/

60 ; -

Martin, D.N., and Clarke, R.N.G. The personality of approved
. . school absconders. BritiSh.JOUrnal of CriminolcgH1969,

9, 366-375.'

Martin, Senior Psychologist at Red Bank Schools in Lands,
and Clarke, Ph.D. Researdh'c*Drket at the Kingswood.Schools in
Kingswood, report the findings bf three(studies in which the
absconders from English trairiing schoolS'during 1965-1967
-were compared to.non-absconders on a variety of persionality
tests. Absconding is: defined as "any unauthorized absence
from school irrespective of its durationt.(367). In the first
qtudy 78 boyslout of 184 consecutive admisans to 23 train-

;

ing schoolS) -44x) absconded at least ahde didLnat differ signifi-
aantly from:the non-al&conders (n=106) in psychOmotor style as f

measured by ,th g Spiral Maze'Tst, and in extrav4Sion and neu-
roticidwas measured by the Junior Maudsley Pex'sOnality Inventory.
-The gr,o6pSwere comparable-in terms of age, intelligence, 'and

.

heading leve3v

In the sedond study, in a sample of 50 randomly seleted
matched pairs theie-were no significant differences on tlje Jesness
Inventory mean raw subscale scores nor the derived AlsociAl Index
between absconders and non-absconders from/the classifying school.
In the thind study, there were no significanOifferences on the.
High School Personality QuestiOnnaire between9 absconders fram /

.

/ 8,3 ,



the classifyir4 school and 5p randomly selected non-absConders;
The ganeral conclusion from these studies is that "absconders
are'a random sailvle from theapproved school population as far
as personality variables are concerned" (p.372),. (See alsDI21-,
22, 23-)---

.61

Miller, Abraharil. On.the road: Hitchhiking on the highway.
Sjcietv, 1973, 10(5), 14-21.

This artiele discusseS the plight arid charaCteristics of ,

1 young vagabonds, as divided into three categories--students,
road and street people, -and runaways,. 'The findings are based
on approximately _90 interviews in the-San. Francisco bay area
.and the questionnaire data of 207 youth who participated in
a free dinner program at the First Baptist.ChUrch in Berkeley.
The student tends to.view his e)4aeriences on the road as "a
demonstration of his indePendence and ability to survive at
a minimuai economic level by his wits and restraint" (ID. 15).
Compared to students, the.road people. are "modern gypsies",
who'have chosen an itinerant life, living at sUbsistence.level,....
and"drOpped out" frcMthedeSires and seCurity. of "middle Class:
societ;/". In contrast to, the'road people, street-people "whOse
main conCerns evolve-around the hedonism of the Avenue," are
consideed,at -the Lottan of the community's.stratification
system... Vklmen report their:reasons- for beinglonthe'road are
more personal than Social. Unlike the road persbn who'is attempting
,to ilemove him/herself from society, therunawayjS 'often, making
an attempt to change a hc i,.e. situation tdwhich he/She caii return,
'Since runaways in Berkeley have few.negotiable Skills they_tend

_ to become street,people--:_:The article describes varjbus runaways
and the services'for them in Berkeley, !liller Characterizes
ririnning away_as_."Part death fantasy'and part puberty ritual"..

. 6 2

ewCamS , Franklyn.. Transient boys,- The Family (now Soci&.1 Case--
Work), 103, 141 57-59.

%NeWcomb eStiMates there were-aquarter-of-a million yoUths
under twenty-one years of .age On the.road-during the depresSion

.years:.. In add:tion to youths Who were.t.,n the road becauseof
(1) brdkenbars pr the pres oa of a StL1;, parent and -(2). the

' .spi-it of-adventure, tWo new groups of\transient youth were
visible in California.during thp depreSsion era: ..(1) boys_
.from farming sections Of Texas,\OklahOMa and the middlewesternt-
states., and (2)-,the:18-year Old\unemplOyed boy-Oo had recentl.
,finished high schOol or had-been forced to.qpit because of
financial,reasons," me proLlems createcYby the leek of.emPloy-
Ment and'services fOr these youth ID mentioned in the'article%

,
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Nylanderi,Thwne. Wandering youth. Sociology and Social-Farrh,
193271933, 17, 5607568.

NylanaL!r of Occidental College identifies four tvi_--(-:s of
boys on the road in the earlv 1930's: (1) the single boy who
has no "definite affiliation"\or "distinctive characteristics%
(2) "road kids" who travel in gangs of ten to a hundred,/(3)/the
"gay cat" or embryonic tramp or hobo who has been on the road_
for some time,-and (4) "thelunfortunate youngster wno has care
under the control of seine perVert" (p. 562).. Estimates Of the
number of wandering boys are given from a variety of sources..
Nylander describes the life of 76-lese transient boys ..in three
areas--on the road,:in the "jungleS" (carps,where itinerants
restl-,-and in the large"ditieS: -Economic (unemployment of both
the boy and his parents), soCial and-psychological factors alil-,
are-reasons for the wandering-yOUths_being On the'road. in-
stead of boys' camps as a solution,Hthe.author re0-nmends the
establishment of a series:of permanent farms which would be
operated bV a'group of families to Make a livelihood.

64

Outland, GeOrge, E. The 5-deral transient.Service as a deferent
.of boy 'transiency. Sociology and Social ReSe ch,.:1937, 22,
143-148. ..... .

1
ll

il

In thiS artiale Outlandfat yale Uniyersity discusses to j
What extent boyS\leave hove SoleibecaUse of the lure of, th4
Federal-Transient/Service itself. From .boys (16'to
years.Old)-registered at the Los Angeles bureau 5 the Federal
Transient Service in 1934 1935 (see Outland, 1938a),, 100 or
2AVgave theylesire to experience life in a tr :. sient camp
as the'directireason for leaVinghome. Of. these, 94.were
Mexican boys'frot.two'cities--EI Paso, Texas, and Phoenix,
Arizona. Behind thisdirect,reason,sh&ever, it was found
that.the boys also bad econoMic'and social problems,with-ond.

-

third Of thefamilies represented either' being oh relief br
,having the main wageearn.e-t uneTployed. .(See also 65,\h6)

_ 65

Georg-e-E:-±i7.tap_s involved in boy transiency.
\\ 'Journal of,EducaLiondj:'Sc-i4qogy, 1938,-.11, (a)

I .

, In this(artic1e, Outland at.Santa 13abar-State-College,
.deseribeS-the'3:,352 boyS,whO>registered at thLoS,Angeles.bureau
pf2the Federal Transient Service from AUguSt 1, 1934,'to July 31,
1935, on whom:visrified inf(,)rmation was obtained:from Some social
agency.. A profile of this group is given.according to the followdng :-

variablesv age.i.duration of transiency,-.Crigin)of, migration., color
and natiity, family_background, ed,..-at,o,.4.,bagkground and airect -6
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causes of transiency. The boys included in the study ranged
-

from .16 to 20.years, with lp being the.largest group (27.2%).
Most of-the-boys (69.5%) wereTon-their first trip on the- road
and rost--.-(82%)- had been on the road fOr-..lessthan 6.mpnths.
The )1100-ys came,.from every.state in the union, with 78.7% coming7,,
froM urban_districts.- The typical transient was a 'T.ative white

A,ale (88), Who came from a broken home (55.6%) and had completed
'one or more ,years of high school (59%). _During this period the
major caUse/for tranaiency was eCondmic (36.3%),-fo11oWed by;
,social backgrOund and\problems ,(26.5%) and aquest- for adventure
(23:9). (See also 64, 66)

66

.putlandi George, E. The home-situation as a direct Cause of bov
t14qienc1 .* Journal Of.Juvenile Research, 1938, 22, 33-- 43,

homeP-situation.as a direct cause of boy transiencli ia
4scussed in thisarticle by OutlanC. at Santa Barbara Sta1 College
in Galifornia.Of_3;352 boys 20;years old) regis red at
the Los 1nge1es,bwan0h-of. the FeOr Al Transient Service 1934-,
1935 (see Outland; 1938a)-, 826 or 24.6% of the-total grup.left
because_of same factor related directly to hope life.-.Alhe,-number
_ofboys frdm broken and unbroken homeor eadhof 2 family
reaSohs is given. Of these 826 boys-, 699 or 83 4,'re from 7
broken hopes.. Frequently aSsociated with the_ihkeffe problems' .

stated in, these caseS Were serious economi-C. problems. (See'also
64; .65).w

.

67

Faull,'Joseph The-"run?way foster child. Child Welfare,[1956,

Anemployee ofthe child wafaredivision of:the New Mexico
-Department ofApublic Welfare inSantaTe,-Paull deSCribes the,

ific.dynamiCs and reasons why fosterohildren run away.1 For .

a non-foster child, running away can frequentl.rbe a "positive
exp:trience.iri7groc, -up." inwhiCh Children 7eXPress ca-eveloping
sense of Stlflmd,and eependehoe".. (p. 2I):-:,,WCOntratt, the
foster chil&who runs away'-Oren does not knOw Where hia reheflion
is direct and 'unconsciously%kes 7one set of persons' to aet out

Steeling's about other persons." iiDaull discussesihow Social:case-'.
*rk can be illOst effectiye with t'helrunaway foster di-iild-,-baSidally,
"therore the child can understand the Cosequeilcesiof his a6t
by engaging thecaseworker in small aCtlYity directetowardS
mitigating it, the more7real Meaning the act will.have" (p., 25).

(b)

68

Riemer, MOrris D. Runaway dhildren. American Journal of
osyChiatry, .1940, 10-, 522-528.' ,-

.
Dr. Riemer of the Brobklyn Statc..±- Hospital ,in,...w : -rk descri14

' runaways:as antagonistic,' suri,-.defianti
sorriewh4t.A.inpulsive,..,assuiAtive,/ , ,
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disruptive and, at times, over-suLT-Lissiand docile. 1, runaway
isdefined as-one wto has'the above charaCteristics and "repeatedly
runs away from hOme for.pericds longer than,24 hours at a =lime"
(P. 522). Two Case studies of runaway boys \,(age 10, age 15)
are,gir-7-1T17.--ra:clof the bi c reasons; for a rUnaway.child is the_

"lack of parenta_Move of the\child, ;brought about by mismatel,.
mentaTly ill, or .inadequately adjusted parents" (p. 526). Dist-
playing,an "extremely negative character", a ruptaway is driven
by the complex Of three underlying\forces: (I) need for love,
(2) need for hostile aggression, and (3).need-for in2reased selft
esteem. Riemer concludes that running away - or c , ,.-zy running
away from reality "constitUtes a severe narcissiL. -,iorder."

69
.

Robey, Amos,iRosenwald. Richard J,, Sneli, JohnE.,,and Lee,
Rita L..The..rui7lawaY;girl: A react_on to family StrelSs.

:-

Arnericanarnal Of Orthosychlatra, 1964, 34, 762-767.\

The authors,,-r thteerredical doctors and a former probation,

--
--- ---offiber -1._describe the:rUnaway girls seen at a treatment7oriented..- _

_court ainic in 'Framingham, MasSachusetts.. Of the 293 adolescent
girls'brought before:a MASSachusetts.Court duringla ten,year period '.

-(1953 = 1963), 162 (55%) were runaways. Of which 42 were referred
1

to the-F-.:Tamingham Court Clinic for treatment.: The airlS in this: -.

study-ralged from 13 to 17t6 years ftrean =15-3 yP'arS. and were-
living with both parents br one parent and a stepParenv. 'those

::Who had not,stayed away overnight and those Whb_denied the inLI
: tent to run away" (13. 763) were excluded from the-runaway grouR. ;

!- The cause of v::nning away moSt frequently observed irythis study.
Was "the unbonscious threat of an .incestuous relatiOnAlp wit

.' the father, th7e fear of the resultant dissolution of the'fami4
and the cOncUrrent relationship, inadequate control byhe.parents
oyer their:own ancLthe girls' impulses, deprivation of loVe ofi

. the rother, the subtle pressure by her on the girl to take over
..

the maternar_role(p. 763). .(Seealso 11) , ....,,:

70

-

Robins, Lee N. Mental illness and the runaway:. A 30-year,
fo11ow-4 study- HUman.erganization, 1958, 16(4), 11-15.

Robins, a Ph.D.,.research asSistant in psychitrv, reports
same of the findings of a thtrty-yeat follow-up study child
guidance clinicpatients (380 male's' and 144 females) s!en
tween 1924 and:1929.- In this alticiethe adult Psychi/atric
Status bf male patients who were runaways as dhildren,::.(n:=56)
was compared with the adult psychitricstatds ofimale patients
with.other,kinds of childhbod behavior problems (n =-123), and
with normal' male control subjectsAn =,46). Of these.groups,

L.. the runaways had the highest rate of% psychiatric illness as
adults: 14%--no disease, 32%sociopathic_perscrolity:
psYchosis'; 11$t-neurotic; 7%--aloohol; anda20%-- agnOSed',

8
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hen-runawaysthin each of three groums
feformatory, delinc]u.=nt but no reformatory, and

cc-cipared, it -waS found that both the runaways
-.-r-Lmaways in the delinck,lencv and reforniatory.

rate of_psychiatric'illness, especially
1:rs=alitv. Those cliagnosed'as sociopathic personalities

hnL] highest rate of prosecution when a youth, while
ttics,-.: disease' had the lowest. Pnhinsconcludess.-.
that these f:nangs reaffirm/his conviction "that different techniques

-7.eli_nquants no': be adequately.compared.without.

l(-)pulations they are called upon to .-

RDIATIS 1.-L-oints Ott.that it is not known "whether .

e_yience is a-factor Ln-initiatingtheir -psychiatric
or the reformatory simply 'receives a high proportion

of +' d=se-ase":(p..15). (See also 71)

:--2L1 ,.L,--.: : ..:.nd (-21,:eal, Patricia. The,adult-prpgncsis for
r.lna:,' chilren. A:larican Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 1959,

-.,,.9,-7:2776L
.

.

.

1

. .

Pz.bans :.n(r1 O'Neal at the Washington University School, of
.1(_,(7.icine\lin St. Louis., Missouri, report same fipflings of a thirty
yt.-!.::7- foillow-Up study of child guidance.patients. Of-2246-former

-r!ea:iintervicwcd for the article, 96 (39%) 11.ere runaways,._
.-1 of-which \70':',-leklre males. Running awayis defined aS the "episOde.

0',.7ADei.rwQ.7 from his place-..(liis-parents' home or a.foster hcre)
without/penaission at least oVernight before he was 18; whose
juvenifelice record includes a report of him as missing or
cf hisarrest. as a runaway, or.whose juvenile CoUrt case record
_,:escri.eps him as a runEvav, whatever the grdundS'for his arrest" .1
.(p....-754:. Fcluded ar(1: those-who run away only frorrLa mehtal '. ./

- ,hcsri-tE0. or correctional-institution. -The proportionoffrunaways/-- ,
In the clinic Population:increased as the severity of official

/action increased:. -Of ti-ose never arrested,-5% were -ays;
of' those..arresbed but.never brouc4ht to.court, 43%; Of' se
apl:earing in juvenile-court;..73%.; ri;.1!_-,', Of those sent t9 a juvenile.,

correCtional institut'ion, 81%, .Ruf:a..4ays had ).!an:adult\ arrest rate
,

aln1t9st twrice that of'oth-r clinic pdaents, an adult;.;'.carcration
r---it that is fourfold U t of the other patienta 5.Cil*_cent, I

aivq..roe rate, and a dia tosis of sociopathic per :'i in almost'
oneithird of the cases"'(p. 754).. Dien though.r g away does
not ..f.edict adult adjustment when 'juvenile offense istory,is
aorlled, the authors conclude it is an excellent prognostic'
tool-. (See alSo 70) -.

I

1
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rr1 of thir_:.;;-:=orks Prc.-Jress

Persylvania, presents the reas9ns fcr transieno.-.
tiree sa27:les of hr)ys: (1).2,007. Leys registered at Fort Worth,

.

Te_xas, n(.7 Octobt2r to December, 1934; (2) 482 boys registered
at Ph- :.:7:1nia during October-and Eecember,. 1934; and

-s reister,--d at 'Boys' Bureau, .New York, City, on
ThP age of the boys was not given for any

th.-.. exas arid Pennsyl%,:ania sarmles the mzin reason
to sh r,rk (75.--t, 54%) . In the New. York sample

thPre thre, .basi:-.7 causes: broken hare '(30?,), inadequate
harp relief (30%),.ahd seeking work (AA.):

1 _,

F.-aTri Anthony. New services approaches
Fcaul: S=or, flighlights, 1969, 30, 95-101+.

4:-(") alienate4\vouth.;

This article ,:.escriLes Village Proect, a non-sectarian
research action 1-Jroc:Tam ziesign6d in 1968 bv the Jewish Family
8ervice for alienated'ybuth or'hippies in.East Village of New
'York City. Staffc-ca by an interdisciPlin team and administrated

this project focused on.helping "the young hippie- .

rdnawa,:--alianated7drag-abusing group" (12, 117) in:non-traditienal
or Llterr ive ways. _Fouroveriappingsagroups of the "hippie

.pepulatic are/identified:: fl.) plastic or Marginal hippies,
(2) .stone hippie, .(3) rurLways, and (4) -fugitives. .Runaways
make gr.up,----"th runaway who is the law breaker becadse
'of his aTL., and th:, runa'0,Tay who does not have the-family's
t\i:erai sion to he out.on-hi:t; owni even though he has the legal
\right to leave j:cfne" (p. la). The staff.found that even-the
most alienate,-.] youth can be engaged in a therapeUtic relation-
ship which.mantaLns Tactual Thematic TherapY goals -- that is,
"evanthe Ircst alin'ated youth has a thematic core which can
be toucheeniotionally coarunicated with) anc3 used for healthy
growth by :.2:mploying the-widesL range of therapeutic Modalities
available"' (T.. 117) .

74 I . .

!

PbSenheim,. F. Techniques of therapy: Runaway adolescent boys. .

knerican Journal of OrthopSychiatry, 1940,710(4), 651766.5.---
-,

Psychic,drist Rosenheim stateS that rUnning away for boys:
is often cau;6ed Ly the dar,erous impulses associated with an!.
unrasolve:.! Oeqapus ocmplex. 7o illustrate this type-of runaw,
three cane sties of Loys,- 4jed 15-17, arc presented. In thse
Cases ruruting. is "seif-banishment" and i"dstinctly
heal thy . 7

8 9
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RO with the Fri hraCoiirt Clinic in Fra-ni.7-g-nam,
:--issachi:setts, and ..:',Tayer,. wi'th the Harvard :fie:Heal School, :?y.anirP3
alolecent girls who have rumawav the single most -fre4Uant fe-
rnle offense. On a variety of measures a group of
suburban,_female ri.ulaways -showed more signs of 'dist ----'pance than

iroup of subtirban non-runeRYs but less disturbance than a
group of urb,--,n /.--ur1;iways. -.FIziawavs are divided into the followin:T
four characteristic patterns: .(1) the hypermaaire, (2). the hyp.-.)-
17,ature, (7,) .the i:T:pul,se-,:idden,- and (4) the unclassifiable. The
authors conclude that runn5,11p aWay is a non-pathognomic symptom
t.4.-lich,yaries in 1T:el-ming according to the individual girl. Running

is-both a prunature atte4t to achieve independence and an
12-'sl:cessful atteiirot at resolution of a family conflict . "In
cur iety it cnnot bc, a progressive developmental .act nce
.it inhibits ot.Ther iiipo:-tant developmental tasks'', bit "it does
have value 'if it serves s an alert- that intraa,lmily conflicts
are leadine, toward self-destructive behavior" (p. 403):

76 ....

Shellow, ''.,,Robert., Sch-irup; -Juliana, R., Liebow, Elliot, and
,

-Unger, ElizabL,th.. SUburban runaways of the 1960's;
rono-ra hs of the SOcietv for Research in Child Developmen ,

19677 3 Serial No. 111) .

This ironograpi: presents., the findings of a study on rutuiways
in Prince Georges COunty, I'laryland.. from August, .1963, through
JulV, .1964, which was carried out by ':.he Adolescent. Process
Sectioltof the Mental Health Study Ce2..::er, a National Institute
of. Mental. H, --lth field station. Seven sources. of data were- used
o study'runaways_:. pOlice Jd_ssing persons reports (n = 993 completed); ,
eports of follrow-up interviews of parents ...(n .= 951) , intensive ..

interviews with children. (n = 96), school recOrds (n = 562), :police
r cords (n =,834), court records (n =. 834), and' Student questionnaire
data-:.used for comparative purpose's (n = 1327). A runaway is defined-.

----a q child who leaVes home.-voluntarily with the knowledge that he ..-
be missed" (p. 11). Findings regarding runaway episodes ,. .

-(1= 776) were as follows: (1) there is great seasonal. variability
With a slightly higher incidence in spring, (2), boys' epiSodesaere
evmly divided .over the week while, girls episodes occurred noStly
on weekends ,. (3) most episodes were impulSive'and..poorly plamed,..
an (4) alimost two-thirds ended within. 48 hours:

I

Frou-1 the missing persons..reports, 631 adolescent runaways .

(10, to1J years old; 60%males) .were.compared acco:-ding..-to family
characteristics, School experiences and experiences outsidethe
1-lome &KJ.. school. Uhen compared to a sample of non-rmaways, :the_



runaways were nore likely to have bcan Characte-ized as follows:
oldest children (51A); frcin hro:--n or reconstituted hcres (49,1);
frr2m farnilies who move frecluen .I. parents with lower
=-....upational_ratinos; from parc .Ls wt-D .7iewed the family as

being in conflict; and high aLienteeism, lower letter grades
and 7ore years repeated in school. The great majority of all
youths (0% non-runaways and 96% runaways) saw tharselves as
livin in family settings marked by conflict. An investigation
of 220 runaway repeaters Showed they had more serious problems
in all parts of their lives. Pesults of'theschocl RUestionnaire
revealed that there were six self-repcted runaways for every
one youth reported missing to the police_ In- sumna-.7y, this

study revF:aled two analytically separate groups of'runaways:
(1) a wry;sftlall minority "for whom runningaway was ultimately
bound up with individual and family pathology" (p. 28), and
(2) the majoritY who looked very much like-non-runaways and
showed little evidence of severe personal or family disorganization.

77

Shinohara,
three
1967,

,,,,,

Mutsuharu, and Jenkins, Richard -)WPT study of
types of delinquents. 'Journal of Clinical Psychology,
23, 156-163.

Shinohara and Jenkins, associated with the Child Psychiatry
Service at the University of Iowa, report the findings o-f a stUdy;
in which they investigated whether three clinically diagnosed
groups of delinquents (37 Socialized delinquents.- SD, 32 un-
socialized aggressives 7 UA, and-27 runaway delinquentsH-PA)
could be differentiated on the basis Of Minnesota Multiphasic
Personality Inventory (WPI) scores. According to recorded
delinquent behavior and secondarily to observed behavior in
the schoo4,records.of hoys with a sixth grade reading achieve-L.
rent level at the Iowa State Training School for Boys were-
classified into one ofithree delinquent groups; only cases
where both judges agred re u8ed = 96).

To be_classified as,a runaWay delinquent "repeated.
running away from home overnightwas required":,and "stealing
in:the home, staying out late at'-night, futtive stealing and
passive. hoznosextlality" werexegarded as_characteristic (p. 157).
The age8 ranged fram.A4 ta 19 yea*;.,s;.the mean;age of the runaway
group was 17 years. Only 20% of.tille RA grouplived-with both
naturalparents before being commi-ted to.the state schoolfas
campared with 32% of the UA'group nd 57% of the $D,group. The
SD group scored less deviantly thth either the UA\or. RA group
on all ten scalps of the P. The RA and UA groupS could not

1(be separated onIthe basis,of their1MMPI scores. The-Rkboys
showed more.neurcid tendencies end poorer self-images than
he SD boys; in:addition, they app4,red less. M6sculine and

9 1\
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Skinner, and-:-:utt-; :dice S. Adolescents awa,.' home.
Z-21:na1s of the'J7trerj.::an .7'icademy of Political ani.'s LTpcial

Science, 1944: 236, 51-59.-

U%ner and Nutt, employees of the,Chi.!...(.1'.:an'sBureau of

the States Department of. Labor, deSCHbe the'rur.
,

phenoMena during World War II, :Even thh s7,ve vouf ;.1.ave

left home without permission. of'their parnt and guardians
"to seek exciturent and high'advanture or tc;.ei,cape from un-
happiness in home and comUnity", the large majority of runa-
wavsduring this period-were bbyS (16 17 yaar old) who

:left ci for economic and social reasons to seek work mainly',
in war-related industries. The number-of runaways: in i'Vrerica'

'during that time is diScussed using a variety of'data sources.
For.exampla, in'1942 Children's.Eureau statistics,showed that
478 juvenile cburts claimed' 8,443 (4,798 bfL;',::'3 and 3,645 girls)
cases referred for running away. Two nain problems in the -

care of - aaways are nbted: (1) the lack of public funds to
pay for eturn transportation, andy (2) lack of sociaI-services
to help.N/auth make future plans and to care for youth pending
the'execution'of thej. plans. Housing, employment and recreational

'opportunities for mdqrant youth'during the war period are discussed'.

Staub, H. A runaway from home. Psychoanalytic Quarterly, 1943,
, 12,' 1-22.

,In this 'article Dr. Staub gives a case description Whjch
,illus£rates the use of the psychoanalytic method-with a chrbnic
:runaway boy. He states that running away-represents for boys

r..the romantic urge tOtecome a hero' and, for giils, the urge
tb find a hero Stengel-concludes, that "consistent kindness, .

devo d'of,.-sentimental weakness and, without a trace Of injustice
or hjsti1e emotional response, is the appropriate attide for
dealing wdth adolescents"' (pg. 19-20).

80

Stengel, Fxwin. Studic o:, the-psychopatikiloTy of oarpUlsivc

wandering. British Journal of Medical Psycho1cx7, '1939,
18, 250-254.

Psychiatrist-Steng61.,sUmmarizes the characteristics:of
indilfiduals who are compulsive' Wanderers those',.whottave "an.'

irresistible impulse to leave home and towander-aimlessly."

2

_



Based on 22 case stles (17 males and 6 femles), Stengel con-
clririPs that there is a relationship of the condition of cCmpulsive

----Wandering to Cyclic phases of depressicla and to epilepsy. Tile

one common- characteristic he found in all case studies is the
Occurrence of a'serious disturbance in the child-parent_relation,
usually of such,.-a nature that relationship tc one or both parents
was ,.'..tber completely lacking or only partially developed"- (p. 251)..
Stengel points out that-the behavior of a runaway-child, which is
often a symPtom of neglectedchildren,- is related genetically to .

the compulsive wanr3pring of an adult. (See alsc, 81)

81- , -

Stengel, Iwin. Further :,;7lies.on patholOgical wandering
(Fugues with the imylre towander). JOUXTIca_ of Ment,-,1
Science, 1943, 89, 224-241..

In this articleDr. Stengel describes "fugues with the,
impulse.to wander" and presents eleven extensive case stdies
to illustrate the condition. In this study "fugue" refers
only to "states of altered or narrowed consciousness with the

-impulse to wander"; the terms "wander States," "patholocal
-cpr coMpulsivewandering,"' "poriomania" and "wanderlust" refer
equally to the same condition. Only one of t case studies
is of a peTscn under 18. Stengel points out 7_at many of ---Ei.----

cases,,,widenced serious-disturbances in the home and parent-
'child relations which resulted in an unresolved Oedipus compli_:
for the individuaL (See also 80)

82

Stierlin, ..HelM. A family perspective c .7.1escent runaways.
;hives of General Psychiatry, 1 29, 56-62.

In this.article Stierliry, an MD and PHD with the-Family
Studies Section, Adult Psychiatry Branch of the National In-
stitute c,if Mental Healthvdiscusses Modern Ldolescent runaways_
and the d1rna4cs of their relationship to their parents. Four
types'of runai4ays are identified: (1) abortive, (2) lonely
.schizoid, (3) crisisi and (4) casual. Of these runaways the,
Abortive and lo-,21y schizoid types are unsUccessful, the...asuali
successful, and the crisis,type, partially successful. Ri4nay
Success is defined as the "achievement of geographical di,tance
and/or Of premature independence" (p. 57). Stierlin explains
the familY dynamics of these runaways by loOking at transactional
!modes which "reflect interplay and/or'relative dominance of....
centripetal and centrifugal pushes and pulls between the generationS"
and-"operate as the' covert organizing.transactional background'to
the more overt and specific child-parent interactions" (p. 58).

:.-.
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17othesizes that the vat'ious run.away types_relate
to three transL2tiona1 modes in the following ways: (1) Under
the. binding mode, the child is locked into a parental orbit from
which he does not rumaway or Fakes an abortive attempt to dc so.
All of these runaways, including the lonely schizoid type, tend
to avoid peers. (2) Under the expelling mode,the child is
neglected and abandoned by parents which results in eArly
and casual runaways who adapt well to the runaway culture.
(3) Under the delegating mode, a ble7d of the binding an:d expelling
audes, a child is encouraged by his 1:,rents to move out from them
up until a point at which they e.:a-_rt control_ These youth often -.
run acty in ,a crisis.siC1tion anC e-,,,perience conflicts of ni8s.ions '
and conflicts of loyalties_ Stierlin concludes that treatment:
of 17unaway youth_ must focus on the family, and understand the
parents' concerns, probleEs and attitudeS. (See also 113, 114,
115)

83

Sud.:15ck, David. Runaways: A review of the literature. Juvenile
justice, 1973, 24,46754.

In this-article Suddick, a Ph.D. affiliated with the Testing
and Evaluation Center of the University of,Ceorgia, presents a,
review of the liNrature on runaways which is divided into sections:-.:-
on types of runaways, Personality of the'runaway, the runaway respionSE
,treatment, and controlling runaways. With respect-to the reasons,why
youth run awaySuddick-points out.that some youth run.away to
escape the emvirdiunalts in which they areyictimiZed, some flee
as-a result of,inner psychic diSorders, _and "others maliciously
tramp for pure spite' (p. 47). From his reVipw of the Literature,
.Suddickstates that "with few eXceptions, the-.inescapable con-
clusion must be drawn--the home environment, in-particular the
,parent-child relationship is the most important factor asso-ciated
with the fli6t-of the offspring". (p. 48) and that "no uniform
-set of personality variables can presently:be expected to con-7
sistently.predict boltire (p. 49). The last sections of the'
review briefly summarize what others have,said about treatment
of runaWays,. especially with respect to where the Child Should
be housedo should assumeresponsibility,4parent ,:..i.d/or child)
for therunaway problem, who should flake the Initial contact with
the runaways, and what shoUld be the.role'ofalternative services
(e.g.', half-way-houses, hot lines, etc.) in helPing runaways.
(See also 122)

84 '

TobiaS.;., Jerry L. The_affluent suburban Male delinquent, Crirn
'and Delinquency, 1970, 16(3), 273-279.

Tobias, an associate'profeSsor at the University of Detroit
and Director of Juvenile,Services for the Police department in,
BloOmf-teld, Nichigan, reports the results of a:study conducted

94



fi-1 19:17 in a r..ias:ern com:Imity y, de:ermine tne Mair:
of riscan&ic:--=1 precipitating 3auses--cf affluent sabantan
rale delinquents. Three fortial intervie cTuestiennaires and
official recOrds were used to comnare-100 wi7lite male sdburban
delinquents, 100 w'hite rele subur-ban non-delingnents, and 100
urban delinquents. SThe afflumt suburban male offenfes are
mcstiv Class II types of cri7.es: ralicious destructic

property--3n: disanderly ccnduct--15%; and running away--157.-
The causes of delinqLiency tor the suburban les_in this study
wer. friends, (2) boredom and. restlessness. S(3) parents,
(4) s...,Jden-max-plainable urges; and (5) feeling that the. act
:is the'thing to do". (See also 85)

35
. .

Tobias, Jerry J., and Reynolds, Jay. The affluent suburban
runaway. Police:Jburnal, 1970, 43 (20), 335-339.

In this article- Tobies and Reynolds present a profile of
the 69-official Missing person reports filed in 1969 in an
affluent sdburber. community, Bloomfield, Michigan. These .

reports repreSented 59 youth (31 males and 28 females) of
ages 11 to 17 yeers, for whahe following vas true: (1). the'
peak age was 15 to 16 yeprs, (2) 20% were not livingwith their
natural parents, (3) 777., were first offenders for running away,
(4) over 507. stayed in the lOcal.area, (5) 417 returned home'
within 24 hoi,:s, (6) September was the most popular month for.
leaving, (7) 5070 :had been involved in other anti-social
activities asf_)ciated with the-present offense or hadpast

.

or post invalvement. Thirty different reasons Weregiven for
leaving: Six reasons were given for returning home: police
pick-up, encouraged by friend,_lack of funds:decided on:own
to return, partyor activity ended, and turned.in by other
person. (See also 84)

86

Tsuhouthi:Kosuke, and Jenkins, Richard L. Three types of
delinquents Their performance on 'the NEPI and PCR.'
Journal of.Clinical PsycholOgy, 1969, 25, 353-358.

% Tsdbouchi, of the Tokyo JuVenile Detention and Classi-
fication lithe, and Jenkins, a psychiatrist with the Univeraity
of Iowa, report the findings of a Study which investigated the
differences between the responses of three grows of-delincnents

, (group or-soCialized'- SD; unsocialized aggressive - UA; and
runaway - RA).. Using tWO instruments the Minnesata.11ulti-
phasic Personality Inventory:0MM and the Parent-Child Relations
Qpestionnaire (PCR). A sUbsample Of 100 boys (43-SD, 24-UA,- 33-RA)

'-frarr-the-Icrda Thaining, School for Boys was examined in early 1968.
No boyS from the earlier by Shinohara and Jenkins'_(1967)
were included. Tbe rang, 4ges was-14 to 19L3-years; the
mean age:of the ruhaway gup was ..16-2 years.' Eyen.though,all

r.
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profi:g-s, y.he i re least
rripre normal. From :hese ar,d the earli,tr Zindings

the authors cOnclude that SD boys a.-eimorivated adaptive de-
maladaptive.irustratim

delincuents. PCR scores indicated that inadequate mothering
n factor in the development of the T:A and RA boys. (See

also 44, 45, 46, 47, 77)

67

attenberg, William W. Boys who ra;,;ay from home. Journal
of Educational Psychology, 1956,- 47, 335-343.

In-this article Wattenberg of Wayne University presents
findings of an investigation of-:-575 cases..of runaway-boys
(.1Q to 17.yers old) .0no were/reported as "miss-Lng persons"
Lc the CriEe Preventian Bureau or the Detroit Police Depart-
mnt. The 1Prgest number of boys (169) were 15 yePrs
NOSE of the boys (330). lived with both parents. In most---
cases there was an interaction of several factors which explained
why the youth ran away. The.maL-1 precipitating.causes were seart:h
for adventure (la = 124), rebellion Against parents (a = 115), and
escape frcci school conditions (a = 87)-. In Many cases after the
boys returned hulle, the parents tried to improve relationships
Idth the boys:

.

7.

86_ . _

Weinreb, J., and Counts R. Lmpulsivity in adolescents and its
theratxutic management. Archives of General-Psychiatry,
1960, 2,.548-558.

Psychiatrists Weinreb and Couats pre.72nt two case studiesc-
of therapy with.runaway yOuthsa 12,-year-oId female and a.'16-
year-old male. Noting that it is difflcult to- achieve progress
iii therapy with impulsive, acting7oRt adoles:cents, they_recammead___
that the kest way to handle than is by ear2y direct interpretation--
of deep conflictual issues followedby constant strendth and belt).

89 1,

Wylie; Dorothy C., and Weinrab,-Joseph. The treatment of a
runaway adolescent girl-through treatment of.the nother.
American Journal of.Orthopsyehiatry, 1958, 28; 188-495.

, :The authors, associated with the Worcester Youth Gui
Clinic,present a case studY of_short-terth therapy with a
.year-.old girl: Since tha.girPS probLOS-was-largelydde..to.
her'mother's guilt feeiini!,s., jealousy-and non-acceptance of:-
the daughter's growing-up,.successfui treatment of the girl":
involYed treating the motheras well.

,
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PROFESSIONAL JOURNALS fNON7EGLISH)

90
..Berachvahu, M. B'rihat y'ladim. (Runaway of children

from home and educational institutions) Hahinuh,
1952/53, 25, 438-441.

"Children escape from their homes because of
atavistic nomadism drive. Assisting factors are:
guilt feelings, feeblemindedness. Escaping increases
:in the adolescence period.. Some eduCational sugges-
tions are given." (H. Ormian) (Psychological Abstracts,
1955,29, No. 585.)

91
Berger, I., and Schmidt, R. M. Kinderpsychiatrische und

psychologische Untersuchungsergebnisse bei Spontan-
und Reaktivfortlaeufern. (Results of child psychia-
tric and psychological investigations of:spontaneous
and reactive runaways.) Prax. Kinderpsychol.
Kinderpsychiat., 1958, 7, 2n6-210.

"10 boys and 2'girls ranging in age between 8-5 and
14-6 years, who'were 'spontaneousJ runaways., and 20 boys
and 4 girls between 7-10 and 14-7 years, who were 're-
active' runaways; were studied.' The personality dyhamics
.of the conflicts causing the running away varied betweenthe 2 spontaneous. had_an inherent urge.
for chanc;e of environment;-for flight, and for motor
activity; in reactive runaways the conflict-inherein
the family situation; the child's rejection of the parents
and his need to be considered an adult, as Well as his
rejection of the school situation, figured prominently
in the personality picture." (E.. Schwerin)
(Psychological Abstracts, -1959,- 33, Ne. 10482.1

92

Bergeron, M. Fugues et vagabondages juveniles. (Juvenile
running away and vagrancy.) Bull. G. Etud. Psychol.,
Univ. Paris, 1952, 6, 309-310.

"A distinction is made between the runaway and the
vagrant. It has been proven that juvenile runawayS and
vagrants are at the same time the most-abandoned and the
most curable of misadapted youth. Therefore.it is
necessary to help and gUide them in order to make their
soCialreadaptation possible: Public opinion must be



.-n11.Itht,---ned on tis
can aca the nec-!--..-

Abstract,

H. D.-Itstehu:Igslar-Jinaungen
hei f:indern. (Causative conditions

-T.-1y in children.) Psychiatric),
P-..,,chralogie, 1967, 19- (8),

anH somatic causes are !_'-c!pforted.
7: !:un-aWay L;s. Social factors inclurde

1-arnt-ch:1 relations, conflicts at schcci
rcuucst -s.h::ingcs of residence. Personality chara7

and mixed, so a typological
:,ruct,Iro Is :-17t_ -readily dctermined. Most of the run- ,

wont; (1a..n:os(,:, s having suffered some brain damage
c'!-:ildood." (K. J. Hartman)

Ibstracts, 1968, 42, No. 272.2.)

Fortl,lufen der Kinder und die Poriomanie..
letrachtung. (The running away of

ch].:iren and i.,oriomania: a :diagnostic= .ccosideration.)
Pychia~i. ruLcl mcd. Psychcl., Leipfig, 1954, 6, 139-

oliniccil examples, th,: 'psychologically:under-
)17ms' of running away in children .and adoles-

cynt-F are di:",:erentiated. These syndromea are separated
p(-)riorTLiia cin psychopathic or neuropathic basis.

to the 2L-)ileptoid,toand various
acts of differenal.diagnoSis are considered."
(C. T. Hovo) (Psychological Abstracts, 1955, 29, No.
2704.-)

,,J7chilc-1)e, .selbstberichtejugendlicher Ausreisaer.,
runaays! own !eports of themselves.)

Z. M.7gen,lk., 19?;4; 4, 275-280._

"The ma'Icrity of,runaways are, healthy normal youths
by the romantic longings of adolescense stimu-

and,,movies, or by the need to free them-
a conflict_situation arising in zhe family'or



-school envi=hment. The 71.:Cte _:COC= of
t=1:: run awav to Am.orica and 7et

m.(..vi.e-s illustrates the first tybe: and thna ef a _
who ha,' faled to get marks necessary te fLnancial

r-i,scho.ol and so, ran away to ,-oe_k
illustral-es the second mctive."
(T)sychological Abstracts, 1535, 5,-

96

Straube, W. 2ur Psychcpathologie jugendiicher weih.:icher
Fortlaeufer. (The psychocathologY 0Yac;
runaways.) Prax. Kindersvchol. 1;.:inCerbsvchi.t.,
1957, 6, 167-170..

"3 cases of 12- to 16-year-old gi rlswho
sive runaway,s, are,repOrted: In all 3 cases the first
episode of running .away occUrred after onset of the
menarche, and_ whenever menstruation thereafter.did hot
occur. No eXternal precipitating causes for running'away
could be ascertained,but al1,3 girls had .previously ex-
beriehced brief periods of 'autoCnthenouS.' disturbances.
A.elose .relationship between biological chanes at the
time menstruation is due and 'oi 'autochthous' disturb-.
_ances--seems to exist. Endrocrine psycho5es :or 'brain
juries were ruled out in al1.3 caes.", SchwerinY
(Psychclogical Abstracts, 1959, 33, No,

97'
Straub W., and Fuhrrilann, W. Ueber EEG-Delunde bei

verhaltensgestoerten Eindern, unter besondei-er
-Lieruecksichtigung diarjugue.. (Oh EEG findings in
children with abnormal behavior, with Special
considerations of fugues.) Nervenarzt, 1958, 29,
209-213.

"The authors examined 61 patients, age 8-16, Who had
a history of running'away from home. They used. clinical
observation, EEG and.a battery of psychological tests.
They classified 16 as. 'neurotic,' 18 as 'dysphoric-emo-
tionally unstable,' the ,rest comprispd 'motoric,retarda-
tion,' Hasthenics,' 'hyperthYmics,.' and 'sociobaths;'

. Only 2 'pathological EEGs' were found in t:.le'neur.otic,
sociopathic, and asthehic groups, wherea:, a h-ighpercen-.

.

tage of abnormal EEGs were found n the other groups which
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98
Beyer, Margaret, Holt, Susan, A. Reid, Thomas A., an,1

Quinlan, Donald M. Runaway Youths: Families in
Conflict. Paper presented at the meeting of the
Eastern Psychological Association, Washington,
D.C., May 4,7'1973.

The authors--Beyer and Quinlan of Yale University,
and Holt and Reid of the Hamden Mental Health Service
(HMHS)--present the findings ofia S-tudy of 13 runaways
and 15 parent's in 16 familieS seen at the HMHS, a Child
and-family cbunseling agency in.Southern Connecticut.
In,this study the runaway was defined as a youth reported
loyparents:as a missing child to the police or the HMIIS.
The ages of the youth ranged from 12 to 18 years with a ,

median-age of 15 years. There were nine females.and six
males. ?Examination of parent and youth interviews and
questionnaries revealed that parents and youth agreed
on the/importance of the following issues in causing
conflict: hours of returning hone, number of nights
alloWed out., parental remarriage, attendance at and
grades in schobl. Ten cf the families (63%) had experi-
enced parental death, separation or divorce. The authorS.
conclude that "there is a strong.suggestion that running
away is one of the symptoms of unstable ,and.conflict-
laden family situatione (p.8), For Many youth the run-
away act was Impulsive ana-Unplanned following a phase of
depression. Youth's objectives iri running away can be
classified into three categories:i (1) .escaping, (2) exper
encing excitement and independence, and (3) producing
change af home. (See also 120)1

99

Brennan, Tim, Blanchard, FletCher, Hui;:inga, Dave, and
Elliott, Delbert. Final Report: .T1-16 Incidence and
Nature of Runaway Behavior. (Report prepared for
the Office of Assistant Secretary for Planning and
'Evaluation, Departmeht of Health, Education and
Welfare.) JYoUlder-,,:Colorado:' 'Behavioral Research
and Evaluation Corporation, 1975.

This report presents the. findingS of a pilot study
conducted by a group Of.j-esearcherS-$1i Boulder to deter-
mine the feaSibility'ofestimating_the incidence of runnini
away from home. .The probability sample of households
screened for the e;astence of runaway youth, ages 10 717.,

1 0



-

a r.orthestern sect.io.of
In Thr!.

y'ioth use,:. in the analyses. 'n-
g---oe from home w-H-ilh,oul-

. c'nsent, 'statol intent- 70 run
parent or Yutn report.

sam:..le only, 2.061 of the
'A -= households with yout:-., ages

home during the previous twelve
is corrected for parents

eo a runaway youth in 'the housPhold,
pop-ation (7:131 of youth households)

w-h:n tho T-17.:...01.15 year. Forthermore,
nau run

oc.sodes Of 24 nou-S or

oistor analysis apoli2d to 1.-he
-ny :--for:1 the runawav eflisodes of 165run-

.... m sam:-le and 139 fi-om the
o- r,.,suited in a five-part classifica-

r ranaw,::y episodes. The fivo types ate as
I clontaneous Unplanneg episodes, Type 2

-,pisodes, Type 3 Temporary "good
4 Difficult long term escapist

Typ 5 - 7,=Jmporary escapist episodes.

sc-_).cial-psychological or etiological typo-,

Y.-pes was delineated for the'165 runaways
p::etho:is apc)lied to 37 different explana-

in Four dorna'ins (family, school, peers,
1:. Thee sever tvp2s are as follows:

Lo's delinr._:uoncy runaways:

Ty; I Young runaways from stressful families.
Ty!c: 2 Middle class "lones:" A '"running to"

mod(J. ,

Autonomous "older" runaways.'_

.rc1H1-:uen'L runaways:

Lower s-ocial class, high'family and
school stresses: high delinquency and
gOmitment to delinquent peers.

5 DelinTaent girls with highly stressful
.nome and ullOol situations and trong .

lecr pressure toward delinquency.

2.



de'inuu you-r.r1:

ment to delitt neerE.

7 Young mal-es with bihiv rcfu Oom:e
and school sitati,Dns and hic.:h commit-
ment to .d.elinieht peers.

Finally, with resnect to recommendations regardinq tne
feaSibility of a natidnal studv,-autncrs su,ost 'that a
national ornoability sample be ,4sed solely for the nurnose of
estimatincl the incidence.of runaway and that it not be used
to collect detailed information about run-away episodes, run
aways and their families. This latter would be more success-
fully accomplished by conducting several smaller studies in
several carefully chosen loCalities" (p.211). (See also 100)

100
Brennan, Tim, Erewingtor6 Susan, and Walker, L.;nn. A Study

of Issues Relating'to Runaway Behavior. (Report nre-
: --pared for the Office of Youth Development, Department

of Health Educatipn and Welfare. Boulder, Colorado:
Behavor-cii-R.c,,searCh and Evalua±-ion Corooraton, 1974.

----_

Part I- of this report s-abmitted to the Office of Youth
Development includes a::review of sameof the social,.psychon
logical and correctional literature regarinc: the problem
of runaway youth in Idditionto a partial annaIat.ed biblio-
graphy of runaway Sources. Part II presents the, findings
regarding. runaway yo/Lith.and their characteristics -from
analyses of four different data sets: two sets of data
Collected by BREC far the.national evaluation of the Youth
Service Systems, data Collected by BREC. for a-study of drug
use in the Denver area, and information from a runaway Sheltei
the Freeway Station in Lincoln, Nebraska.

A sophisticated typological analysis, based on Ward's
hierarchical grouping methods, of-a sample of 132 self-re-
'pbrted runawayS and abbOt 4.00-non-runaways' in Denver'in 1973'
revealed the following runawa types:: (1) minority males(A).:
violent delinquentis, multiple runaway demographic variables;*

. (2) middle class females: not alienated, good self-Concept,
'occasional runaway; (3) minority males (B): 'extreme negative

103
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denial cf ,c0ess, hichlv delinquent, multible
cne7time runaways: similar in many ways to

,,uents-, but of 7ow self-concept and alienated; (5)
lower stats(females): high levels of alienation, negative
1ae1in.7, denial of access, delinquency. Each type of runa-
wa-.: non-runaways were subseguently analyzed according

the following variables: broken homes, parents working
unemployed, relationships to adults and-parents, church-

going behavior, ethnicity, age, sex, social needs and problems
ci .outh. In further validation of the typology, stepwise
iscriminehL analyses were performed (1) to clarify the

separation r)f types, and (2) to indicate the relative power
of the classificatory variables. The prediction of three
levels cf runaway behaviornever, one-time, and repeater--
is .,resented in a further section of the report'. These an-
a7/ses showed that (1) the more delinquent a youth is, the-
more he/she tends to run away, (2) estrangement from the
ducatj,-..nal institutions differentiates between runaways and
non-runaways, and (3) the parental rejection scale is the most
ocwerfu-d 'iscriminator. (See also 99)

101

Dutier, Dodie, Riener, Joe, and-Treanor, Bill. Runaway House:
A Yeath-run S.ervice Project. (Prepared forthe Center
fo,- Studies of Child and Family Mental Health, Division
cf Special Mental Health Programs, National Institute of
Mental Health) . Washington D.C.: U.S. Government .

Pllinting Oflice, 1974.

This booklet-describes-SAJA, Special'Approaches in Juvenile'
Assistance, a "Counter-culture collective" incorporated in
November,. 1969, in Washington,.D. C., and its many established
proj_ects Runaway liouse,, group foster homes, a free job
finding co-op,.summer employment program, for.neighborhood youth,
and.a free:high school. Runaway 'house is a temporary shelter and
counseling program for youth under 18 who. have run from hOme,

".refofk-el. school,.mental hespitals, and other plades. The philo
sophy behind Runaway House is that youth can- make their own de-
crs-ons about the futu-7-2 if they have a supportive/atmosphere
and aPPI'opriate advice:. Since June of,1968 cir-hen Runaway House
opened in the Dupont Circle neighborhood of Washington, D. C.
over 3000 runaways bet:ween ages 10 and.17'have stayed.there:
the youth have comc-from 'every social class, religion, and sec-
tion of' tile country. About 60% alone come from the Washington
metropOlitan .area. In,addition tO a detailed description of

.

,how Runaway House began,- how it evolved, and=how it operates
,

today, provisions for Youth who stay at RunaWay House and a
lenc2thy list of tips for operating a runaway house are provided.
(See also 31, 108)
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103
Development csoseri': Canadian

Tfansient Youth: P.,..part of

th::! 1.969. (...)tawa:

Cfluncll on Scial

re:-.drt Was :.rtJpared 'between Tirid-June 71d-
"to nrovde a pro,file:of.ynuth who 'are

it i ocrns and to C.:(.sc-ribe and assess tho .pattu,rns of
communitv re:monse to too phenomenon of, tranSient youth
(1-..20)" in var n p e \ious Caaian rovinc s. Results of intJ.r-
views with 24 yo.lth in :ae.h of 5 cities\(Vancuver, 0:1001.-
pey,ThTontc.,.,..)ttwa, Montreal) are ren6xted. Coft.c.)n .-A-o-

blems in providin services to transientouth are dis-
cussed under the in 1 lowina headings:, SOCHY':2 :,,,uport, run-
awav children, ayaiTability of,drugs., role: re-
entry to society,-and go,-).1 of soc.711 ins.ti,tutions involved.
Very little about tho runaWay 7out sub-planion is speci-
fied. It is 0eorte(.1. tha 1.967 nere were 33,412 jUve-
niles reported slissinfi of.which were found.
(See also 102, let, 105)
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Gold, .':artin, and Reimer, David :T. ;resentecl

on th "Runaway Youth Act", to th.a :ubcomri.ttee on
Ecual (:)77,portunity of the Lr) ted tef.; house Com.-
nittee on D:lucation anr.i 2, 1974.

In their testimony 'ietore the house Committee,
social scientists (-joie', & Peimer r:resent the ress of
the !ational flarv,-,y of Youth in 1972. Con:Tlucted the
Uni',.ersity of :%Tichigan Institute for docial T.:esearch,
this survey sam;)led 1,395 youths (aGes =1 to 18 years)
who were chos.2n tn reereseet tine 48 contiguous states
from iur throuch July of 1972. Results of the 90 riinute
;)ersonal interviews, ith each ynuth rev'ealed that 61. of
the sarr,DTe had ri,n away from home withn a three year
;)eriod f;7nm av 1969 to ,3u1y 1972: Fased on this samiJe
percentage; cold & Reimer estimate that there were
1,475,000 to 2,369,000 runaways in the United States dur-
ing the s.;ame three year period or ahout 500,000 to
750,000_runawas each year. Seventy TJercent of the run-
aways in-the study stayed close to home at the 1-16me of a
relative or close friend. The, study also describes the
runaways according to other variables, such as contact
with -c-Jolice.on the..run, involvement with other "delin-
quent" or socially 'non-accepted behaviors, socioeconomic,
background, age, plades.whese run to, and how lorYL: gene .

on run. The authors point out that official data on run-
aways, such as police recordS, are inaccurate ,and there-
fore inadequate for pUblic policy formulation. According
to the 1972 survey and a similar 1967 survey, the propor-
tion of youths running away has remained the same; the
absolute number was larger in-1972 since there was a
larr youth population then.
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Unnublish-
D. j. : center for
!-!ental Health, National

of :ent-al Health, 1974.

wth the, Center for
Family :ntal 1:ealth, National In-

of Health, presents "an account cf the
:;hilc,54ophy sind -lelivery of a 7-Jarticular

runaways and
..-_,aseci in a runaway house":. 1) . Runaway

in th,--9-pont C*;-cl.e .=-irea of Washington, 'D. C. ish: a communitY of social seri:ice projects,
177-oaches in ,17u-!enile Assistance (SALTA.).:n helped start a non-hierarchia-,ly

v=mi.ear (1) to meet needs of run-inH their fa:Hlies, 2) to heir) S.-.TA staff further
anL: (?) to provid(--! a support place

Ynrce 'ntere,-eC: in :counselling could learn
As the famjlv seminars evolved, "coun-

'well as ':::c1-.:-ents and children, had' to come to--e ' o.f ruonina away as an intelligible event in-he cf t'f:c, whole family, not an ob-iectified and
:-claceH hl,:.enino, a. crime or a catastrophe or an aberra-

121. of the 124 families seen by the sem.thar dur-
neriQc:1, four case studies,are presented toilu:Hnate the secce and variety of the seminar's..activi-e. rdo1-1 notes that "the mOre we get to know\'-the
the clearer'it becomes that the physicalact c,-.7 running away is often only the outward and. visible

:'::Inifestatjch o,f. an- inner withdrawal that has long beenunorwa." 31). (dee alSe 31, 101)
s.

n

Tntitut.e for Scientific Analysis. . The ,Sick, the Bad,end the Free: A Review of the Runaway Literature.'
T'FI-Ferprepared for the Social and RehabilitativeService, Department of Health, FdU'catiOn and Wel-fare.) San Francisco; Sc'i_entific AnalysiS Corpora-tion, 1974.

.This review of the literature presents "a broaderunerstandihy of the youth runaway phenomenon by address-,
;Ale vocabulary of motives attl'ibuted to the act-and
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the social intervention strategies so derived"
for three perceptions of a runaway sick,
The largest amount of literature on runawa':
the-runaWay yquth aS "sick" and focuses vp(
tional and casual factors underlying the r,
Research in this 'Category...is mostly psychiat-:_LL ui
psychological :and concentrates pn motiveS aris!.ng out

zof indivi'dual pathology, family pathology, or both.

:rhe second largest bodY of literature describes_
therunaway aS 'bad", -Criminally deviant, delinquent
or soqiopathic. Resesrch within this delinquent. or-.
sociopathic model is mostly doneby psychologists,
criminologists or soCiologists on samples of. incarce-
rated or Jadjudicated' delinquents. The medical model
Of treatment or rehabilitation, which views the individ-
ual as needing adjustment or resocialization is stress7
din the_literature'which.presentS runaways as "Sick"

and/or "bacr. From both perspectives, the treatment of
runaways recommended is usually individual, group or
family counseling.. Finally, there 1.6 'little literature
which-perceives runaways as "free"'youth who are moti-
:vated by socio-cultural forces to,express their in-
dependente and self-determination. Many of these youth

. live independently of theit_parentS_upder_newlyassumed
--Terdh-Eie'sflaritaf-they reach the age of majorita6

110
National Youth Alternatives Project. National Directory

of T.unaway Centers. ..Washington: .National Youth
Alternatives Project,',1974.

This booklet prePared byth-e National Youth Alter-
natives.Project gives an overview.of all runaWay cen=
ters in the United States at the date of publication.
Arrupaway.center is a place that accepts rdnaway youths

voluntary_self7referral basis in order to provide'.
'them-With:short term housing in.group homes or-in.other..
residential facilities in the community. Operating on
the assumption'that runaways want to work on their prob-
lems, runaway centers provide youths with counseling
and referral services to help them decide aboUt..their
-futuresThe.directory gives descriptions of 41 resi-:
dential and 18 non-residential counseling .services in'
the pnited States. In an.introductorY overview section
various charadteristicS,..of the programs ,OLncluding hous-
ing,, food, counseling, post-residential counseling,

109
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post res lential counseling, out7of-home placements,
non-residential counseling and services, medical
services and legal services) , staffing and administra-
tion patterns, and funding i-ssues relating to runaway
centers are presented. In addition, one section summa-
rizes characteristics of-runaways, their parents wd
runaway center stafL .The questionnaire used by the
survey is included at the booklet's encL

111
_-Rainhalz7-Mary -,The throwaway childten. YbUth Reporter,

\December, 1973-.- (Reprinted-from the.New York Times
'Magazine).

inholz describes the plight of Manhattan's East_
Village\ragtag k.ids" who often call themselves "throW7
awaye-- "throwaways, disposable ehildren tosc7ed out
:with 'the trash"(p.7). 'Many of these children,'who are .
mostly.unskilled'and semi-literate, grew up in reforffi
and mentalinstitutions or in faMilies and foster:homes
where they were beaten,and negdected... 'The-author.claims
that this type ofrunaway child began to dominate the
streets Of the EaSt Village about the time that "flower
power". faded and most middle-class runaway youth left.
The major problems faced by the females are raPe-and

:housing, while those of the, males included.beatingS,----
run-ins with ripoff artiSts and homosexual assault.

112

Saltonstall, Margaret B. Runaways and Street children
in Massachusetts. Boston: Massachusetts Committee
on Children and Youth, 1973.

This study by the Massachusetts Committee onrChil-
dren and Youth describes the runaviay phenomenon in the
coMMOnwealth of Massachusetts during July, 1972 A
Tunaway is defined as "a child'under eighteen yeats of
age who is absent from home for 24 hours br more.without
:parental permission" (iD:. 4). In.addition, runaways from
foster or group,homes and other :institutions are in- .

cluded in the teport. Data collected fromal7 private
and public Massachusetts units revealed that in.84 com-
munities there were 428:reported runaways, of Which 302
(70.6%) were females.. .The largest number Of runaways,
225 (52.6%), Were ageS 13 to 15 years. Only 50 (11.7%)

"'"'"



came from outside Massachusetts, while almost one-half_
of the total population for July, 1972, remained in or
close to their own'community; Of:these runaways, 41.5%
lived with-both natural parents, 25% with a single
parent, and 15% with neither natural parent.

A family argument was the lar '55.69(;)- precipi-
tating reason given for running A percent
were institutional runaways. Of :laways gone
for one month br more (40 females un,, Pales) 30.2%
needed.a foster'home and 33-.41-, individual-Or family
counseling. The Massachusetts resources available in
1973 to runaWays 'and street people hot lines, emergen-
cy shelter services-, service centers,.and medical ser-
vices are brieflydescribed. In addition, three coM-
munity models of services to runaway youth are describ-

. ed: (1) urban model Boston, (2) suburban model
Arlingtonv,and (3). rural model -. Martha'sVineyard.
Reddthmendations'for. 'future actions,include the folloW-
ing: (1-) deal with runaways'outside the courts, and
'(2) provide more small group homes for youths..

113
Stierlin, Helm. Characteristics of Suburban Adolescent

Paper in the United States Senate, Hear-
ings on RunaWAY Youth before the Subcommittee ,to
Investigate Juvenile Delinquency of the Committee
on the Judiciary. 92nd Congress, 1st session.
pp. 17.1-181. January 13-14, .1972.

The aiM of the study described in this article
was to delineate a_clinical typolOgy of runaways that
links individual characterist,ics o peer and'family
relationships: l'he typology derived has four cate-
gories.: uncontrollable "ne'er-do-Wells", crisis. run-
aways;.sweet "bad" .girls, and lonely'schizoid run-
aways. ,The author, a, PhD7MD in the family studies
section-of the adult'psychiatry branch of-the National
Institute-of Mental Health, defineS a runaway as "an
adolescent _who; before reaching age'17, has absehted_
himself from his parents' home. without'permission for
at least one full night"(p.:172) . From the "under
achievers." study sample of 36 families (each with one .

14- to 16.- year-old,"underachiever") who over a five
year- period had participated in family therapy through
the adult psychia:try branch of NIMH, thirty runaway

1 1 1
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children (21 index-".underachievers" and nine 'siblings)
were iclentified. The twenty-one Linderaehievers" had
more symptomatology of a delinquent nature...(..$uch as
truancy, assaultive behavior, stealing, and drug/alcohol
abuse) than)the fifteen non-runaway-"unach-ievers", while
the non-runaways had more.symptons Of a..psychotic or
neurotic nature (suCh as depresSion, Withdrawal, hyper-
actiVity, thought disorder, neurotj- '71nd psychosomatic
symptons). (See also 82, 111 1 1.

114-
Stierlin, Helm, On the Therapy of Adolescent Runaways.

Paper presented at the combined meetings of the
American Society of Adolescence and Psychiatry,
:and the American Psychiatric Association, Detroi

,

Michigan, May 6 10,.1974.
. ,

In this paper Stierlin actiag chief of.the Family
Studies Sectien, Adult Psychiatry Branch .of the National
Institute of Mental Health, outlines therapy and treat-
ment strategies for arious types of runaway youth and
their parents. Three types of family situations.are
hypothesized: (1) Families with.predominantly bindi.71g
forces have preVailing-centripetal forces and tend to
produde'abortive and..lonely :chizoid runaways; (2)
FaMilieS-with predominantly expelling force:-
7ailing centrifugal forces. have,neglectful and reject-.
ul parentsi.and-tend. to runaways;---(3)

Families with a blend'of h Ting and-expelling factors
exhibit a mixture o.A: cent Lugal and centripetal .forces
and treat the adolescent-as a delegate of the parents
which often results- in crisis runaways.

Stierlin suggests Which--treatment Strategies are
best for the var,iou.s runaways ahd..their families.. For
example, in ..the case of a (.eIegatedrunaway,.control and
resolution of the parents' shame.and guilt is. a high
priority for therapy. In ,the case .of the casual ,runaway,-
family therapy has no'chahco ; instead the creation of an
instant'Shelter that has :.,T.portunities for t.he develop--
ment of caring, non-expit relationships is recom7
men ded.. Some.general persp,:- Lives necessary for,the
tl.eatment.of all runaways includefthe need_for multi-,
jenratiorial fairness and ,mpathy, and the: importance 'oeklf.,
a "third party"-mediator. -7.ee also 82, 113, 115).
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115
Stierlin, Helm, Levi, L. David, and Savard, Robert J.

Centrifugal Versus Centripetal Separation in
Adolescence: Two Patterns and Some of Their- Im-
plications. Paper in_United States Senate, iter-
iiignñy Youth before the Subcommittee to
InvestigaLe Juvenile.Delinquency of:the Committee
on the Judiciary. 92nd Congress,'lst Session.
Pp. 193-210. January 13-14, 1972.

Based on theit experiences in t capy with thirteen
families seen at the FamiliesStudy Section of the Adult.
psychiatry Branch of the National institute of Mental
jfealth, the authors describe two extreme-modes of adbles-
*cent separation from the .family of origin 7- centripetal
and centrifugal. In adolescene "oedipal conflicts" are
reactivated and finally resol-,-ed. In centripetal sePata-
tion, there is.a delayedseparationof the youth from the
family Since the faMily and 17H7ental 'A.es dc7.1Lnate over
those of outsiders. In contr t. in centrifugal separa7.
tion, the youth rushes to sep_ :,t._on from the faMily
since his/her only sources of sfaction come from out-
side the uncohesive famLy. youthsex-
hibit thrill Or adventure - SE,=:,i719 flohaviors, motoric
expansiveness, a-capacity to re.Ldt- easily to peers, and
an ability to find sex partnerS easly. Case studies of
families showing each configura-lon -ne given. Both _

extreme patterns of separatioR can ead either to
schizophrenic Or to sociopath- dopments. (See also
82, 113 114)

116
United States Senate, United S

Youth: Hearingsiaefore
gate. Juvenile Delinquenc,,
Judiciary. 92nd Congress
tive hearings on S. 2829,
January 13-14, 1972.

Congress. Runaway
libcommittee to .-avesti-
the Committee on the
sessiOn. Legisla-
Runaway Youth Act."

These Senate hearings on Inaway youth Act"
(S.2829 ) .present a variety of viewpcints towards runaways.
and. what policies are appropriate r, larding them. Among
those testifying.were runaways the:- -21ves, directors of
runaWays (Btidge in San'
Diego, Huckleberry Hodsein San lcisco, an
House in Washington); dburt and Lc-2e representatives,
federal government reptesentativ, 'nom the Department

1 '
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of Health, Education.and Welfare, and the executive
Cirector of 'Traveler's Aid SocietyAlso included with -7'

the testimOny are z re-15drf,-on the Bridge, a hothe for_
runaways in:San Diego, and letters from parents of run-
aways. (The Apkndix includes tne following articles:
30,_76 113,115)

117
Upited States Senate, United States Congress, The Run-

aWay Youth Act Report (Accompanies S,-645),HTogether
Nith Additiona1-Views. Report *93-1.91 TCaender
No,: 181). 93rd CongreSs 1st Session. June 4-, 1974.

, -.This report and additional viewa dfseuss the. "Run--
away Youth Act" (S. 645) which was'originally introduced
by.Senators .BaYh and. Cook inthe previous_oengressiona1
session as S. 2829. -Runaways are defined.,as "juveniles
who have left homes without the specific perMiSsion of

Y their parentsi-or guardians.' The purposes-of the pro- .

-posed:runaway act are (1) .to strengthen interstate report:.
ing and -Services to parentsr,(2) to conduct research on
the size of the-runaway population, and (3) to establish,
maintain and operate teMporary housing and'counseling
serVices.for rUnaway youth. The purpOses of the shelters'
to be funded are (1) to divert youth from the traditional
juvenile justice system and (2).to prevent juvenile. delj_n_

For'these services, the-bill authorizes appro.-____
-priateness.of $10 million for each_of.three ,years. The
report states that there are approximately one million
runaway youth each year, of which the average runaWay is
fifteen year old, 'white middle Class female. The

repor.t includes,sumMary of the.legislative 'hearing§ in
January, 1972,..abdut the'RunaWay youth Act., The report
concludes with Senator-Hruska's remarks conderning his
opposition tothe proposed act. Basically, he feels
'that there is no clearly-establiOed need.for the. serv-
ices of the act and-doubts the effectiveness of runaway
shelters to 'deter juvenile delinquency.
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D -SSERTATIONS

118
Bartollas,,*C16mens L. Runaways at the Training Insti-

tution, Central Ohio. (Doctoral Oissertation;
Ohio State University, 1973); Dissertation Abstracts
-International, 1973, 34, 2789A. Oiniversity Micro-
filmsNo. 73-26,769)

7. "The purpose of this stuay was to exaMine the problem
of .the runaway.student at the Training.Institution, Central
Ohio; ,InveStigation of institutional tecordS revealed 145.
sUccessful runaWay events involving 125 different boysin
the period January11970 thtoUgh Octo'Der 1972. Ih addition
to the successful escapes, there were,39 other students Who
attemPted to escape during the same petiod...:In thit
study, there were eleven variables which Statistically
differentiated runawayS from non-runaways. 4unaways Were
predominantly. white: had a previous history Of drugs and
alcohol abuse in the community,.were not assigned 'R' and
'E' suffixes at the intake center, had a runaway pattern
at previous Ohio Youth Commission facilities, had spent.
more-time at other OYC institutions, had been:given fewer
.home visits at TICO, had more incidents of homosexual
hehaviot'at TICO, had completedjesE-. years-in school at
TIOO, had poorer grades in school at TICO, 'and had more
uhSat-is-factotyi completion- of pdrfollowthg-TICO.

_
The_Jesness.Inventory-Which-was used to differentiate

personality differences between, runLways and non-runaways
failed to identify any significant perscnality characteris-
tics unique td 'runaways...The central thesis of the disser-

_tation was that a.boy becomes a runaway when he ..ifaced
with an unmanageable-probleM which he feels is unshareable-
The interviews with 40.students, 20 runawaYs and 20 compari-
Son boys, revealed that this, thesis could,be documented
with nearly every subject. Inaddition, the interViews
indicated,that there were four types of runaways: white
students,who ran on impulse, black students' who tan on'
impulse,white students:who planned their escape, and
black students who planned their escape.,..Another"major
.finding-was that neither personality nor institutional
variables'alone were as deciSive n-escapes as the inter-
action between then,"

115
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119
Bassis, Edward M. Char,Icteristics of adolescent runaways

in a community residential treatment center.
(Doctoral Dissertation, United States InLernational
University, 1973). Dissertation Abstracts Inter-
national, 1973, 33, 550575506B. (University Micro-
films.No. 73-11,433)

"The nohler c tudy was to determine the
.2teristi,77 adc. :cents who are runaways and to-in: ztigate ani describe these.characteristics along-

dimensions such as age, se:x, family makeup, drug use
fatterns, personality characteristics, social adjustment,-
personal adjustment, -.Talues, and p=pose in life.", The
data.was.collected from a drug'use questionnaire and
.tour standardized instrumentsMinnesota Multiphasic
PerFpnality Inventcrl,, California Thst of Personality,
Allort-yernon-Lindzey Study of Values, and,Purpose inLia Test. ,The sample studied included 4,0 runaways and
a matched control croup (n = 23);wh.c had never run away
fl-om.home. .There was a Significant difference.between
runaways.and controls on 20 out of 26 scaleS of four in7
si:ruments, and between runaway,dru7 abusers and runaway

users.on only 5-scales. From the results BaSsis
concluded that (1) runaways' personality and social
characteristics as a group differed fromnOn-runaways,
(2) ruhawayS' test._profiles were similar to those of
juvenila de_Li.nqUents,- (,3)--runaways showed.more drug-use--
than non-runaways, and (4) counselinc that involves a
short tel:m separation of youth from their family and
includes the, faMily in the counseling process, can be
effective in helping runaways and their families with
'orohlemS.

120
Beyer, Margaret. The psychosocial problems ofadolescent

runawayS. (Doctoral Dissertation,.Yale University,
1974). Dissertation Abstracts International, 1974,
35, 2420-2421B. (University Microfilms No. 74-25,.
718).

In this study 32 adolescents, 14 males and 18 females
who hd. runaway from home, werecompared to their:.18 male.and 14 female non-runawa natural siblingsL. The sample
was located _through poll= Missing person records ih a
suburhah town and mental heal.e-. outpatient records In a
larger metropolitan area- lh general, the runaways had



not-prepared for running away. The median number of
nightg away from home wets four; 41% of.the youth ',Tent
all .of.their time away'in the'toWn ..iher hh d.
Meaures aministered to the .adoluseent

Por* Depression Inventory, Coopersmith
u-esL inventory, Life Events Scale,. Jackson Im-

pulsivity .caie, Matching Familiar Figures Test, Parent
:ehavior Inventory, Dot CompLetion, Duratic Inventory,
Time Estimation and Production, Interview, ahd WISC
1nformaticn Subtest.

The :descent runaWays in the study were signifi-
cantly dif, .rent than their siblings on a number of di-
menions: '(a) the runawaysyere more depress21d, had
locyer self- :2s-teem (especially on home and schocl dirnen
sions) and :eported more life events .which had been
linked to a:ult depression and psychiatric hospitaliza
tion; (b) more impulsive on d self-report measure,
the runawa s were as reflective aS their,siblings on psy7
chomotont sks;'and,c) the runaways relationships with
both parents were more conflicted, and they felt more .

rejection and hostile control from parentsParticularly
fathers." 1J:1-addition, runaway youth tend to be Stape-
cToated, tc have greater dissatisfaction'with their school
work, and to experience greater.conflict in homes with
a mother and stepfather than in other families. The
study suggests that.it is the interaction and combination
uf-inte-rp-ersonal, family-and-sCWI-fattorS which prebi-
pitate a youth's rlinning awayfrom home. (See also 98)

121. ---

English, Clifford J. on the streets: -A-participant
observational Study of an adolescent Silbculture..
(Doctoral Dissertation, University of Mich3,0-a-r-__
1972). Dissertation Abstracts International,

. --
1973, 33, 5965A. (University Microfilms No. 73-
11,398)

certain geographical areas, the numbers of
riinaways congregating has reached such proportions
that the-: comprise ,What:the researcher haStermed 'an
adolescent street glibculture.' This study concentrates
on adoleentS between th:..: ages'of 12. and 17
adopted this particular-life Style::' ataiwas oollecte:i



. primarily through participint obseLva 11, supplemented
with extensive interviews....Observations were (7arrled
out over a year's period of time, in which the researcher
explored the Content of the subculture, concentrating on
the shared value system among participants, commonly held
goals and attitudes teward the 'straight world.' .It is
hypothesized that.their illegal status combined with
similar attitudes and valUes forms the basis of the sub-

the.primary purpose of the study is
exploratory, it also is an attempt to clarify the run-
away problem, particularly in terms of howpartrcipants
define it. Thus, a classification system of runaways is
nresented which demonstrates that there-are different-
types of runaways. An analysis iS preSehted Of-a-n alter--
nativeinstitution which attempted to cope with the problems
these adolescents encountered." '(See also 26)

122
Suddick, DaVid E. Female juvenile runaways-from home.

(Doctoral_Dissertation, Colorado.State,Callege,
.1969). DisSertation Abstracts International, 1970,

4161-4162A. (University Microfilms No. 70-7170)

The purpose of this Study.Was to inyestiagte.the
characteristics of female juvenile runaways from cases
heard by. the Juvenile Court of the City'and County of.
Denver,:ColcradO in-.1266;1967, and 1968:, The result§ of_ . _ _

.

..iogiesston-analyses-U-stng:five basic variables--age,
CUltural group, school-work, number of past referrals to
court.,---and_family income-revealed that there were no
differences:between runaways and non-runaways for any bf

.the three years aftd-shOwed Some differences between the
runaways froff..year te-year,' The number of past referrals
differentiated between the 19.66 and 1967 female runaways
and between the 1967 and 196-8 fe-Male_runaways; while .the
number of past:referrals and:school-Wbrk_differentiated

:between the 196.6 and 1968 runaways. .From-thefindinys
of this study, "it is recommended that: runawayS-be,con-
sidered frOm two viewpoints: first, group characteiTsti_cs
and secondly, perceptions of runaways." (See also 83) --,

8
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land. Newsweek, October 30, 1967, p.88.

125.

Larsen,: H. ..,Runawaj,. PTA Magazine, .Novmber 1972, pp.26-.
-
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129
Riley, D. Runawaya and then there were thousands

Washingtonian Magatine, November 1971, pp.-1-6.

130
Runaway children. 11.S.News'and World Report, April 24,

1972, pp..:38-42.

131_

Runaway kid. Life, November 3, 1967, p.18..

132
-Runaways.: A Million bad trips.. 'How yOuth agencies try

to hel.P. Newswee, October 26, 1970, pp.67-68.'

Runaways--a national proble= 'Time, August 27, 1973,

134
Runaways: Rising ULT wcrry. U.S. News and World Report,

September 3, 1973,
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135
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137
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0

138

you're.thinking of running away. Seventeen,
February 1968, p.138.

139
Whithead, J. Greenwich Village case histories. Lbok,

quly 25,,1967

140
Youcha, C. Running a.C67:Iy, all the way home. parents

Magazine, Januan, 10, 1973, pp.87-91.

*This is not a comprehensive list but rather a representative
list'of popular magallne articles Printed in the late 1960's
and early 1970'-s.
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141
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March 3, 1974, p.H1.
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Claiborne, W.L. 'Hill panel hears runaways.
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145
Et al.' Runawa s review. New. York Times, July 18,

1971, VII, p.10.'

, 146
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.147

.Klemesrud, j. Where runaways can find_a_haven......
New York Times, May 1, 1972, p.38.

148
Marchand, Earl, and Corsetti, Paul. The runaways::

A last generation. Boston Herald American and
Sunday Herald Advertiser, February 16-22, 1975,

1.49

Metropolitan briefs,: Police unit to seek runaways.
New York Times, June 21, 1972, p.47.

150 0

Phonp-a-Home programgives runaways a place to run to.
New YorkTimes, lloyember 25, 1972,..p18

151
Richwine, D. S., & Haynes, W. Always the hope Mikes and

Lindas will come home. Boston Globe, May 13,-1974;
3.

121



-110-

152
Rogers,J. G. Runaway kids: How one city handles the

problem, Washington Post, Parade Magazine,
October..7, 1973, pp.9-11.

153
Shelters for runaways. New York,Times, January 27,

1972, p.18.

154
Smith, 0. D. Runaways seek change. Kansas City Star,
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155
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*This is not a, comprehensive list but rather a repreSentative
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