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INTRODUCTION

. The runaway youth pheromenon is not unigue to the
1970's. American society has always had youth who run
away from home for a variety 2of reasons. Some of the
most well known popularized examples of such youth are
Fuckleberry Finn and Tom Sawyer in frontier Missouri,
the wandering groups of transient boys of the depres-
sion years, and the hippies or "fleower chlldren" of th
late 1960's.

Because of the marked 1ncrease in the number of
 _ runaway youth in the 1968 to 1972 perlod as well as the
‘increased interest of many 1nd1v1duals in helping these
youth, recent legislation authorlzes the Department of
Health, Educatlon and Welfare to. spend several million
dollarc for thtee consecutlve years on local services to .
e runaways. Before-pelicies towards runaways at. any.level -~
. of operatlon——federal . state,\local, individual-.can be.
optimally formulated it is desrrable to have-a full ac-
- count of all that is known at ths tlme about runaway
youth N :
. . \\Q\
In. general the major questlons that need to be’ ad—
’ dressed are the follow1ng A N\ L~

~
\ —
v .

v (1) Who are.runaways°\ How 1s runaway best def1ned°_
T What is the 1nc1dence (1 e., rate of 0ccurence)
\ ; of runnLng away?

-~

\(3 What are the pred1spos1ng factors which lead to‘
youths runn1ng away'>

"”ﬂé) What- services are avallabIe“fof runaway - youth
, and their famllles'> Of these, which are effec--
\ tlve'> . o

B : . : : -

- s \
L (5% What are the various att1tudrs towards runnlng
 ‘away in American Soc1ety'> Within the context of.

‘the differing approaches ‘toi the: phenomenon, what
. are the most desirable: pollc1es (in terms of
. services prov1ded legar regulations, etec.)?

: One important. source- of 1nformatlon needed to answer
these questlons comes from the profess1onal and popular
llterature on runaway youth ThlS annotated blbllography

\ \
A 1

i - \ R ) o |

‘ . - - -
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has neen nrepared to accuain®
owledge-Lase con runavavs that
e various literature sources.
knowléedge from the literature:
iv to answer the policdy guestions
as .an important basis or kegin-
incuiry apout runaxavb.

"T" »-1

€, majority of entries. 1nsthls bibliography were
locaten gﬂ a C“O*OLOH search throuch many reference-
3ources, an1uuwng ‘(1) Research lin Education (ERIC) , (2)
?Sy“”OlO”’Cal Abstracts, (3) Child Development : bstracts,
(4) Crime and Bélihguency Abstracts, (5) Sociological
Abhstiracts; VGX DlSSGrta%lon Abstracts International,
7} Social =ciences Citation Index, (8) New York Tlmec
ndex, and (3) Reader's Guide to Periodic Literature.

/ ,

n \

A

~in additioral source- of many eritries was.the biblio- \

graphies of the various éxt;cles and “Books located anag -

\th@ suggestions of individuals familiar with .the" run-

C\J

in this annotated bib iography focus exclu51vely on run-~
avay youth; a S*all wlnorlty of the entries include only
a section specificallvy focusing on runaways. The self~.
reuortﬂd dul’nCU“nC”'gQ\dleS which - include a runaway
item are surmarized in the, literature dver view; ‘only
those studies which Have\been extensively analyzed with-

away phenomenon. Joéﬁ of, the articles or books .included.

~respect to the runaway )esponses ar§ 1ncluded 1n the an-

notatccd bibliographv., R , \_

The .156 entries in thlo blbllog aphv are grouped

-into sections as Lollows- (The number of entrLeS for

each section is in arenthe51s ) - . '

(1) Boo_:i;‘s_j_'—(lz) ' \ \ . .

fé) Prp?egéional joﬁrna%s (Eégiiéﬁ)ik (77) |
'('3")"""'1"r‘6'fesB'“ib‘h‘é"l‘”"j'6f’df’r’i’é“l\ (NGn- anll\sh) =gy

‘ (4) Governmeﬁt 6ocumen£§\ mlsceffanequs reports ;"7\\

- and papers - (20) S \ '
(F)‘Qiséegtatiéqs\- (Sffb o 3% ~N L

i}6) Pdpﬁlaf magazines - (18)<v Sy \ | K-

(79, Newspaber éfﬁicles - (16Y}7 }_\3 Lo
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author's professional bac%cround and/or
7 professional affi l*atron when the article
a ) - was hrrtten, ‘

_ author's. de-lnltlon of a runavway
£ - . away , o A

1y
N

oY running

—_
o
~—

B : o - ’ \‘\ - -
composition of sample dlscusseﬁ including
' , * age, sex, ethnic 1dent1f1catlon geographi-
o cal;local, ‘etc., R

——
Lo
L

A L (4) classification. syétem proposed for ex pla’nnng

B N ’ .'brunawayes benav1nr and/or cnaractcrrstlcs,

. _ I, \
kS)'methodolOgy used in the study, oo

\

\

(6) major findings relating to precipitating.
> A R -factors and/or causes of running away,g

S ) (7) major findinds regarding the freouencﬁ and
N L characterlstlcs of runaway 1nc1dents,fand
L s s L e 2 - x
o (8) flndlnga or: recommendatlons reqardlng pre—f o
: ventlon aﬁd/or treatment of. runawayst SRR P
" A R oL n . - A :
I lte literature overview is a brlef summary of \' o
. what/ the various annotated entries say about runaway s
"youth: It is not an analytic discussion or intérpre-
“(tatlon of what the literature means or implies. . Rather,
the” brtlcles on runaway 'vouth are summarized in this |
oveqv1ew acqord1ng~to tHe" ‘eight categorles 1lsted abo e,_
under which ‘each ‘entry 1is annotated: fIn many cases, he

- ovenV1ew also serveées . the functlon of a subject 1ndex.’\
. .
[ : i

\ R It is hOped that thlS annotated bellography and”’
7 brief summary overview of the existing literatire on :X .
runaway youth'will be' usefyl to.a wide variety of ' i 7\ *

b
reople 1ntere$ted in runawax

| youth and their problems. | .
. «This effort is one step towa ds understandlng why run- \;

. _away’ youths exist in our SOLlety and what ‘'steps ,can be | -

A taken to help khem before, after, and durlng thelr ) »\1

| ' runnlng away\ ot : ' — '
e R

al -

vy

i e - R R .
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_ LITERATURE OVERVIEW PR
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1 . o - s . - . ~

- Summarv . B : T

, Findings from the runaway literature at this time
can not be easily integrated into a meaningful pattern

Or construct. It is especially hard to organize what

is known in order to answer pertinent policy questions-
_concerning runaway youth. Problems hindering the uni-

~ fication of past research findings into ‘a coherent

theory about runaway youth include: 1) lack of consist-

ent definition, 2) lack of methodolegical sophistication,

-and 3) conflicting perspectives or theories about run-

raway behavior. At 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.),. it 'is difficult to generalize

from the findings of the narrowly focused studies in the
literature to make statements about all runaways. '

.Highlights from the funaway‘li;erature reviewed
for the bibliography are summarized below:

(1) Definition_of Ruhaway:

Thére is a wide range of definitions of running .
away used in the literature.:- Some of the basic
components included in these definitions ‘of a
runawaly are 1) age, 2) parent's permission. or
consent, 3) psychological\charaCteristics, 4)
inclusion in missing persons records. 5) ‘identifi-
‘cation| by a juvenile court, 6) child knowledge s
about .consequences of his/her action, 7) time gone;
8) where ran from, 9) where'ran. to,_and 10) pré- .
vious runhaway bBehavior. The most ‘frequently used
definition for running away frém home”requires the
youth te be gone without his/her parents’ permis-
"sion or consent for a certain length of time..
(2)  Incidence of Rungingiﬁway: _ A \ N \
- I g S0 s S
The main sedrce available for /estimating the
. numberlsf runaways is. the police arrest and/or’
missing persons records. Since these cfficial
records have -been shown to be:low, biased esti- -
mates, lothér ways of estimating the ‘incidence of

- . A
¢ N - \




“stressful ‘home env1ronments.

-subpopulatlon of runaways.

- 5= ‘ 7 T

running away on both a local anrné rnational level
(e.g., household sampling of vouth and/or -parents,
school surveys, telephone surveys, etc., are now
being tried.- The "best" guess” estirmate freguently
guoted irn the literature is that there are about
500,000 to 1,000, 000 youths. who run away from home
each year. Based on Census data, this would be
approximately 1-1/2% to 3% of the total youth popu-
lation, ages 10 - 17, in the United. States.

Predisvosing Factors of Running Awav:

A large majorlty oF articles, especially the
earlier ones, follow the traditional psychoratho-
logi:al model which attributes the basic reasons .
for running away to problems within the individual
child (e g., lacx of ego strength poor impulse
control, depresslon, etc.). An increasing number
of artlcles, especially dur1ng the past decade,
follow the environmental ‘context model which attri-
butes the reasons for running away to various
S1tuatlonal factors outside tie individual. 1In
addition, a small number of articles suggest that

"runnlng 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 their. orientation towards runaways or
“.their sample base, is that - runaways most often have

‘inadequate parent- Chlld relationships and unhappy,_

Services for Runaways o S yaw__;“

,Very few of the articles rev1~wed discuss approaches
for deallng with runaway youth. A prominent theme,

LOf severaT articles is that running.away.should not.

be a pollce or "juvenile court problem but rather a

~famlly problem whlch should be resolved within the’
»famlly with the help of social service agencies. A

large number~of the articles which discuss treatment
/bf adolescent runaways.point out that most often the

Atreatmen of the youth must, include, the family. or. . .

‘one parent. Flnally, 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 for even a.

1

R



‘0 summarize the multidisciplinary
vouth into a sound theoretical

& ! Meanﬁng ful social policy can be for-
mul . ‘ ifficulty is attributable mainly. to the
lack of bloac conceptudl framework which is comprehen-

ey

e eno;gn to 1ncorDorate the disparate views on run-
aways c1teﬁ in the literature. Without such a comprehen-
sive traﬁehork -- which do€s not exist in any of the
entries aDnOCated -- it is impossible to 1ntegrate and/or

. compare meaningfully. all ‘the findings of the various

‘1stud1 ’ :

The twp' main characteristics 6f the present’ lltera—‘
tur'e “H1c1 acgravate the akove problem are the lack of a
consistent . definition(s) of runaways across studies; and
the lack of\mcthodologlcal sophistication in many
studies. Part of the reason for these problems is due
to the nature of the runaway phenomena itself. A’Runnlng
awav! is a comolex psychological and sociological pro- -
blem‘fhlch 1s dlleCUlt to define, explain, and, there-"
fore, studv. -third reason for the problem is the
diFferenc S‘and diversity of the various disciplines'
‘vocabularlcsﬁ theories and biases. It is always hard to
lntecrate ‘many dleClpllncs orientations to a problem or::
mhenomena 1nto a framevork tnhat will be understandable
. and useful a% a whole, as well as still accountable to
© all the 1nolbldual dlSClDllneS. - oL
\
. ~Within. ,he context of these constralnts and pro—‘
blems, the’ aya ilable literature on runaway youth will be

P T R

summarized here accordlng to -the follow1ng basic tOplCS
which are summarlzed for each artlcle in-dits annotation:
--Major : tlndlngs about 1nc1dence and incidents
‘——Majorlflndlngs about predisposing factors_;m
e “T““““——Deflnytlon of running away - " f
--Classiffication systems for runaways
—~Treatment findings and recommendations
——Authorltralnlng or affiliation :
g ——Comoosatlon of samoles :
- ——thnodology

e . \‘_‘ Y ) [ L .\\\l‘.

. I

In addition, a ﬂhort sec ~tion at the end of the overview .
presents suguéstions for future research and evaluation ™.
projects on runaway youth. : : . :

o . . : . - |‘ i

_
C,

[ . . Y . K
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Major Flndincs About Incidence and Incidents
Since adcurate informaticn azbous the incidence of
running away. Brom home is difficult <o collect, little
is known conclusively about both the incidence (i.e.,
rate of oc”urrence) anc/or incidents (erisodes; of
running away. from”hqme. Mcst of what is Enown zbout
the‘frequency of run%‘ng away 1s specified in terms of
the number of reoorted\lﬁCWdents. in those cases where
. the size of the total vouth population as well as the
. number of tctal runaway 61ﬂerte is known;’the numbher

of runawav incidents can besconverted intd an estirate
of the incidence of running away The most commonly

used source Ior determining tke\nuﬂuer of incidents of
running .away is police records——eﬂther missing persons
records (39, 40, 76, 87) or drrest> reco rdg {6). The

only ofr1c1al national estimate of the number vf runaway
e
incidents® comes- from the Federal Bureaw of Investiga-

r~n

,jtxon s Unifgrm Crime Reports, reportlng there werey
163,863 runaway arrests (based on 3,601: ragencies' ro- .
ports) 'in 1972 and 121,600 (based on 3,256 agencies' xe-

ports) in 19/3 As might be expected, bkoth éyoes_of .
policy records, are under estimates of the actua xl number™
of"’ voutns in- tllqht ‘'since for various reasons, m&ny
cases - are never reported ‘as missing persons and many

“ouths are never arrested for runnlua away by the polace

- N
= Other estlmates of the number of runaway eplsodes
in the literature come from reports: of" specific: runaway

;shelters;(26,,304 31, 99, 101) records of the.Traveler's
fALg Soc1ety'(l6 38, 58), and records of the "transiency
. bureaus" of the 1930 s (64, 65, 66, 72). None of these

latter estlmates——all of which give biased glimpses of
the plienomenon at ‘the local level--are adequate for

incidence: on a ‘national level. One study (76) has com~
pared the estimate of runawvays . obtained from one of

AN

N

?;determlnlng an estimate of the number of incidents and/or

o) :
these sources--missing persons records--to estimates from

~other sources; mainly reports of ‘students in school'ln

the same area. In this. 1nvest1gatlon by Shellow’an& his
associates in the early-mid 1960's, the high school‘

"students in the particular ‘area under concern reported

six, tlmes as many“instances of running away, as were ‘show-

ing in the local missing persons records- In anlthn,ﬁ

a recent. incidence feasibility study (99) conducted in
‘Colorado found that official pollce estimates of 1nc1—

dence were. generally lower than those obtalned by inter-
viewing samp%es of youths and their. oarents. Thls le-
lows the general pattern ebtabllshea in num¢rous’ othor_%

e i "
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stiiies of Guvenile delinquencyf’%.é., estimates of __
¢i:cizl delingusency are much different andg lower than -
thcse tased on self-rerorted behaviors. 2
Tstimates or hest guesses of how many vouth run
w3y Irorm hcome sach vear in the United States range- from
202,000 te 1,000,000 vouths, ages 10-17 (1, 13, 34, 110,
116, 130, 133, 146, 149). OFf the runaways, it is specu-
lated that a little more than one-half are girls and the
—~~averace ace is akout 15 vears old. Based on the 1970
census figures, if there are 500,000 one-time runaways
Fer rear, then approximately 1-1/2% of the total U.S.
copudation, ages 10-17, run away from home each year.3
furthermore, using the 1972 Current Population Survey
fata as a base, this means that approximately 2.7% of all
families with at least one vouth, ages 10-17, will have
2t least ©One runaway per year.4

-

Because an accurate national estimate of the inci-
dence of running away would be useful for policy-makers
anc lecislators, the Department of Health, Education and
“elfare funded in 1974 a\pilot study (99) to determine
the feasibility. of estimating the incidence of running
away by interviewing a sample of households in both a

rural and'largeymétropolitﬁh,area. Based on che parent- -*

recorts of families with at least one youth, ages 10-17,
2.06% of the youth ponulation (or 4.24% of households

with youth, ages 10-17) hadirun away frcm home during the

previous year. When this estimate was corrected for
.parents who did not acknowledge a runawaysyouth in the-

household, 3.63% of the wouth population - (or:7.13% of the

vious year.s | v
) S & \ ' . . _
»The studies of self-reported delinquency behaviors,
which have included. a question about running away frem
home, are summarized in Table 1 witth regards to the

'youth households) had run’ away from home during the pre-

~sample base, ‘the method used ‘tolinguire about running

away, and Eheifindings with ré§pé¢t\to incidence of run-
ning avay. These estimates which are difficult to com-
pare because of the differing s mple\bases (e.g., non-

¥

delinguent offenders on probation

~.delinquent yvouth, incarcerated delinguents, one-time

» etc.) and differing’

time referents applied to the runawaylitem (e.g.! "within

the “last year,"."ever," "within the prior three-year
reriod," etc.), vary from 2% to 15§‘for\non~dé1inqueht
youth samples and.up to 80% for trak@indvschoollor_in—
carcerateﬁxdelinquent youth samples. Foh example, Bach-

- man (TablefL{ found that about 10%"of\§‘s§mple of -tenth
. -_\ L : .

J : : N ' VoY

o ‘ . " \

: . ) Y \
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7w;__ﬁfg:ade“boys reported hav;ng run away at lgast once with-
‘ in a three year period prior ta 1%.:5; while Gold ‘and
TR mmer (922) . found 6% of a random- sample of youth, 11 to-
113 years old, reported having run away within. three '
- years prior to 1972.. In 1971-1972 Swanson and Mobley
'.(Table 1) found that about 11% of an le of._~
~7th to 12th graders reported runni- one
- year prlor to testlng '

\) e

Ao

: f. /-3* ‘A few artlcles dlscuss the ndLu, ..l runaway
_ﬁ,..f op_Lsode itself; i.e., How far does the youth ‘run?, How .
long does the youth stay away?, Where does the youth go?,. -
TWith whom does the youth” run°““Dots ‘the~yéuth—plan—for———-*
.. ‘the‘run?, -and Why does the youth return? Only a small '
ﬁ,f)“‘.number of studies (99, 107, 112) included these and
' “gther guesticns about the nature of the runaway. ‘episode. -
.7 Arfewrof the™ scattered flndlngs across these and other "
;31“' studies; ‘some of which have very dlfferent sample bases,
7- "~ .are presented below._q}j- : . .3‘ R T ,
. ' - At least one- half of all youth’ who run away~fxom ‘
s home stay within the town or general vicinity in which:
they live (98,-99, 101, 107, 112) . Mdst runaway, youth -
on. the run go ‘to-a frlend s.or relative's-house (98 99,
107) ~In: general the length of’ time gone from ‘home in- . -
T "creases ‘with ‘age (99).. Every study which 'describes ‘the’
‘”"“““frequency—of—tne“runaway~ep&sodes—reportsfthat,thewmagor,_r,
ity .of runaways- are- on their first and oftén only Tunjy .
-the runaway repeater is deflnltely in the minority of oo,
the runaway populatlon. Most runaway. eplsodes seemto. - 7
" be poorlyxplanned and reflect 1mpuls1ve behav1or re- -
sponses (3 %2 48, 76, 98,_99) ’ -
‘&QM- -M~Data on whether or not a youth 1eaves w1th any one
. . else and 1nformatlon on why a youth does or does not:
o return home' is practlcally non-existent. 'Reports on
- ‘what parts of the.year are mgst conduc1ve to running
- away are: contradlctory and scant. In general, there.
. Seems to be a slight seasonal and monthly variation in-
e -runn1ng away, with more-episodes tending to occur in
" ‘summer and fall-and- near vacation times. In 1nst1tutlons
. .the’ greatest . number of runaway eplsodes occur’ w1th1n the
' f1rst §ix- months atter adm1ss1on (51, 55)

- ~, In- summary, very llttle concluslve 1nformatlon is »
. known about the Mature- of the " runaway episode and thHe in-.
. cidence of runn1ng away. Thehestlmates of incidence vary |

‘widely,: the highest belng those of self reported delln—' .
quency studles.. : . - . Lo
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Dellnouency Studles Wthh 1nclude Informatlon about the Inc

of

Running Awgy from Homeo\‘-

Study (Listed Method Used . to
“in Alphabeti-. ' I'nquire about
cal Order) Sample Rase Runhing Away
Akors (1964) ' 992 junior high Anonymous qutstlonnalre, Nqﬂt{<
. i school youth, ages usirng Nye- Short scale «fenén<
(; % :l3fl7 years, in an (1957)- no time r- _A‘JEHQEE
T T T T T arban northédstern ~ ence for runanav am reépori
~ : Oﬁ%o community mentloned _____ ' four
' . "t in.spring, 1961. : . : classe
e S - ] T n—tod
/ : 106 (¢
- ; 64 ma:
'/_ N . Out N 01
: - . nairés
P VA : analys
L ﬁﬁf/>- : o . mately
K ‘,l . PR N s, P9 k:"_}v-’;%'f-’?“' e 8y @ oo s @ p theSfE,
A ' ‘ -one’ 01
¥ e _' R 18,/mc
/7 L o N TR, S S -
Bachman T 2 13 tenth\grade 'COnﬁtﬁeptial question- - ll% of
(1970) . .. ‘boys_from 87. \\“kﬁ& ‘naire; runaway item ,respor
L public high . "*$%ﬂspEC1f1ed the time °~ .~ had ru
A T school§-in 1966.. ‘period "W1th”/ the ™" | home. {
= - . . last threée'.years." - ) times;
// - _ S . _ ' N _ftlmes,
_14: N \ RN ~_7% onc
o 5= = 7 o e
» . f
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Table l .;

- . ;y

1nclude Informatlon ‘about the Inc1dence

ning Awav from Home:

Y

',//Tunnlng Away

«

/
Mpthod Useg to/
~Inquire abou

.' ‘\\. .
. - o

Finding s

“ence for runawgy item
mentioned. : .

Anonymous questlonnalre,
using Nye-Short. Scale ‘
(1957) ; no time refer- -

e o . C e

¢ wwthese,

No, significant ‘dif-

. ferences ‘among the -

number of runaways

L
BT

Treported for  GHOf
four soglo< nic N
..classes . iy . o
.In total AYR are
106 (42 it . and -

64 males) runaways :--

‘out of 836 queutlon~
‘naires used in the
analysis - ’anorox1—
mately 12.7%).. Of
88 ran’awayf e
one or two times’ and
18, more> than tw1ce.

Confldent%al questlon—
haire; runaway 1tem
spec1f1ed ‘the time
‘period "within the

.

?ll%'or-the‘sample
.pesponded-that_they

*had run away from
home - (1%-five. or more

last three yedrs.“ .times; 1%-3 or 4~
A ‘times; 2%-twice; and
G ) - - 7%-once) . N
.i' ) A
[ A
P \\\\ -
Ed - - .., :a ~ _ \ i
[y [+ " )
KR

N



Delinguency Studiés

’{_Taﬁie

'

1 (ConEinned)

which-vinclude Information abo

of Running Away ffom Home |

" Study (Listed Method\Used~to
- in Alphabeti- |[. - S Inquire about
éal-Order) " Samplei{Base Running Away’
: Brennan, . Alpkobabilitw‘sample of | ' Interview.. Both
Blanchard, . 640 households in parent and youth.
AAAAA Hulzlngar~_~"w_northeastern Colorado - were asked (1)_if
- and ‘Elliott |{ and:2000 households in the youth.had'ever
o (lf?S) (See | the 'Denver SMsr e been-"gone fr = hom
.99 : . nj‘ screennd ,ist— w1thout pare. -al -
RN T "encge ¢ . ~-h, 71 .permission or con=
Ly -+ |- Tages lO l/,‘ln late =] sent in the last
: _ ' 1974 ' " year, ‘and- (2) -
P IS 57 N UL -the youth had ever
. A B run away fro e
I . ___;_;;____,_e — — h"*‘dﬁang the last
e N R l ' ;\J year; -for both ite
|- ' g ; ™. the frequency and.’
L o ‘| ~duration of -episod
‘ By oo ‘was recorded.. :-
/ T : s




eTable"

tdies whi:ch 1nclude Information about ‘the InC1dence:

l"'(Cori"t':i'nued)- L

of Runnlng Away from Home S

L.

. ’[}\ N ' o  .év.,-

‘Methed Used tol , \\{
Inquire about | Ty
1ple Base .Running Away i ~Findings
Aty sample of ‘Interview. Both, .’ Based on the parent
tolds in - .| parent and youth '] report sample, 2.06%,
mn_colorado;___#were_aSKed;JjJ;jJikﬁ___of the. youth popula—ﬂ

wouseholds in
“ SMSA were
‘or’ the ex1st—
lnaway youth
17, in late

the.youth had ever
‘been gone from home
w1thout parental

enE(ln the lasL\

year, ~and (2 aJi-fe~
"fﬁe~§5uth had/ ever

b

run away from home
- during the/iaCt '
year; fof both 1tems,
“the frequency and
-duratlon of =pisodes
was_qecordec

-When"this\ stimate 1is

tion (or 4. . 24%, of N
households with youth, “ =
aces. 10-17) had.run - N

away from~ homeﬁ&uring -
the- PBQX}ous year..

_corrected for-parents:
who dld not acknow— —
_ledge a runaway youfh
in _.the- household 3.63%
of youth- populatlon(or '
.7.132% of youth house-
holc:z, had run away )
~within the prev1ous

year. . In addition, -~ -
1.76% of all yquLb (or
3.76% of- youth nouse—

W_Juxhiauﬁhaderun_awa/ in

~~the” prevao\\ year for .
\eplsodes of - 24 hours—

or longer.. ‘
. ' o

[

1
L
|
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1 (Continued)

Delinquency Studies -which inclgde;lnfbrmatidd"about

Sﬁddy (Listeq
in Alphabéti~
cal Order)

from Home

of 'Running Away

e
' i

‘Sample. Base- -

Method Used to.
Inguire &dbbut.
Running Kway

Brennan,
Brexungx

/ f’
vﬁ

- and wall eg
—(1974) [(see

5 100) /

of 880 Denver vouth,

ages
10= 19+v1n 1973 -

A stratlfJeJ quota sample

— .
Intorv1ew,~runaway

item specified the—
time perlod,“ﬂurlng

l st

o ,__X

1 '.':‘,.v »

AP & = Won Pa ol
Al

_I\.'Cl -

o Clark {19657

v

‘males) black and white
youth in- Ohio schools
for dellnquents 1n
1960 1961. .

T628-(200- females and 428

Ouestlonnalre of“lte
adipfed from ‘the Nye
Sho&t-(l957) scale,r
time reference men~'
tlened T

'
@ LN o ] s $ o (7R 5 3 7]
i
e
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i (Conti'ued)-

Table e o
- . [ v . n
‘ s i Lo - I}
‘tudies wHJch 1ﬁclude ]nfoAmatlon about the Incidence . '
of Running Away- from flomp. - . RS -
‘ = 1 - . - Ty d
o :
Wothod Uhcd to ﬂ\‘ : v
S Tnquirg about . TR 0
ple Base: o Punnlnd Lay | Findings
o . : N -
. \~ . -
ied quota sample Intorv1cw,\r1naway lBZ:MapprOleatery
nver vouth, ages | item :DClel(d the— '15%) said they had -
1973 el bt perlo&\ ‘during run away from home.
—— _|-the last. yehx{" 7 : T
. A | -
females— and~428*4~Que$£%onnair be_itemSV—Thefﬂgmbér“of“timéé'
ack and white ”adaptéd from \the Nye- |- the yyuth adm’tted |
Ohio 'schools Short (1957) ale; no| runni away 1rom =
guents in ‘time reference|men- horme ({n a weighted !
T tloned ' - .| average) was 1.2 for
AN : fémrales, and 1.6 for
N ma”es. |(\The median
s LR » e age of. pnset for * '
- - “running|away 'was
e 14.3 yeans for fe--.
A | males and 14 1 for
: B 7 _ males.' -
e = ! i
o i .
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Table l (Contlnaed)

\

| Stugx (Listed

Dellnquent otudles whlch ‘include Informatlon about the- InC1dence;x
P i of Running Away from Home ' :

|

| -} -

. . t g e .
\. Method Uéed\
- in Alphabetl— ‘ . Inquire about ‘ B .
;cal drder)' Sample Base : Runnlng Away\s AL Findings

\i

" Epps §1967)'

:346~

(159 whlte,
and 76 ori-
in a Seattle

3pnlors
111 black,
ental) .

“high school in spring.

1958,

\ e
Anonymous gu Jtibnnalre~
based on the Nyer ‘Short.

(1957) scale; Ithe run-
cawav item ws~' on?

The following'are";

-centages of runnway

17’“’5 in ez h . for
;cioceconomic:level

. \, - Aiogmales+exunawav item among whlch.thexe__
| specified< "ever:in the r, | were no significant
. . youth's/ilfet%me " , differences: Group
" G0 e | (Qow SES) - 12,18
T T i A s PR 91); Group/ 2 - 7. ss
,,,,, \ : el - CA T | WL ianO)- Group 3 -
g Vo SN ' AR 14.8%.(n-54); Groug
b \ . l . .‘A,\"“' ‘ // . : - 8. 9% (n-—45)
. < A T
P \ R P \\ \ . ‘ ;
Elliott -J\26lzfyouth Who N et v Confidential question-' .’ In" 'jinior hlgh SChC
~and entered ninth ! naire after the’NYé— 313 males-{medan=.23
: Vose- g ‘grade -in 1963 in o Short (1957) scdle \ and: 267 females (me
. . (\19/4) San Dle?o and . . \\\ (vlven tO Sample \;lr 210) reported Tunr
_ were foZlowed for ninth and twelft} away /from home" (ove
1. | four yearthhrough grades; the runa\ay all mean=. 222) In
high school. ;| /izem ‘Specified. t\e % .senior high \$chool’
: _[/time frame to be_yli‘ _males_imean_¢229)_a
~ J in the th;ee pre ious- 270 females; (mean—
e - " .\ reported running av
; '\ from home. (overall"
. mean=. 253) 2
— Py . o R
e
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es. wh1ch include Informatxon about the

-1 (Cohtinued)-

o

|
!
Inc1dence

of" Runnlnq

Away rrom Home

\.

Base-

Method'Uséd
rInqu1re about
Runnlng ywav A\

- A AW
\ : L
y
.

N\
N
PR i
B !
PP i
- —_
[
. .
.

Findings '

(159 white,
177 ori-

seat.

in spring,

‘\1957)

Ahonymous,queqtionnairé
hased on the Nye-Short .
scale; the run-
away: item was only given
to malggl

‘socioeconomic 1=v
_arong _which the-s

'the ' L!owinyg are per- f
centages of runaway . "‘
boys in each of four - '
als,

N runaway. item_ .
specified "ever in the ‘were no signifizant .
youth"s lifetime.". difierences: Group 1 .-,j.-~f

e | (low $ES) =12.1% (n= o
N 1791); "Group 2 - 7.5% V. UT0T
1 (n=80):; Group 3. - - SL
14.8% (n-54) ; Croup 4. w)
- 8.9% (n—és) C .' I
N 'L
vho ° »? -Conrxdentlal qUestlon— ‘jIn junior_ high. school / !
Eh _ naire after /the Nye- 313 -males (mean=.234) o J'VA
53 in Short (1957) 'scale ‘and 267 females (mean=
d- given to sample in- .210) reported running
:d . for ninth and’ twelfth \\ raway . from home (over- -
-hrough grades;’ the runaway all mean=.222). . In.
T item specmfled the *\ -senior high-schooi 332
i tirme. frame to be with- ™| males (mean=.279) and ,
‘ in the’ three prev1ous 270 femcoles (mean-.228) S v
years.' reported running away i

. from. home  (overall
'mean- ' :

253).
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Qelinquency/étudic‘

which Jnclude Informatlon akout - the Inc1dence\'

1

. '\.
!

<S£udym(iiéted“
» in-Alphabeti-
cal Orﬂ; )

~F Runnlnu

sSample : as

AwAy'fr( ‘lome
Me? ied Lo VS
In. 1.c about

' Running'Away‘

S Eric and

;0N
"_Lm@ 2 (19?;}/

Y

Four randomly selected_
samples of males, agcs
15 to 17 years (N=180):
(1) 50 high school
. males never seen

‘ - in a court. -

" (29—30 -high schoaol

males in court once.

(3)

-Findinge

Interview;
referred to "ever in a
youth's lifetime."

runaway

1 \

A

1tnm-

22%;
“fenders - 245( (3
“llnquents—ln comm
.treatment -~ 46%,\'

T

‘'The percentage of

sample who admitt
running away foll
(1) non- dellnquen
(2) one-tinfte

50 repeat offenders _ S incarcerated delr
.. on_prckation ina. . N | quents -7€0%e-{tat

.copmvnlty treatmarf : \\\\ f,:sampleﬁf 38%).
i v 'program. , . .‘ < R A §
| (4) 50 1ncarcerated - NG L .

: .- offenders. i P [ -

Eyhon iand- 3| 363 white, juvenile -, Questionnadre; (and - 182 males (50 l%)
Reckless o delinquent,jfirst ';1nterv1ew with those. mltted running’ aw
(1961) \\ "] admissions to a Ohio whoHad reading- dlf— wv\érom home; -of the

training SChool in - /},ficuitles) based .on - : 3Q§ had - companlon
mf“l958.\ VVVVVV ok . K Nye-Short (1957) . |. and the . median on
| T | scale; time reference “age ’as 13 0.. ycar
L SRR for ‘runaway, item rlot N
N L . |specifically men- | X I
Ah\ . {tioned but was prob- - i L
AN L ably "ever. — A ' ’
v " . _F
AN I - o
1 N . .
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;udles yalch include Jnformatlon aboud

O

tha InC1dence

of. Punnlnu Rwa from! Home-

iamole*Base

. Inau1re about B
'*‘Runnlng Away

fFindings,

omly selected
f males,zages
year (N=180) :
g;~SCthl
‘never 3cen
court

gh schoo] \\ S

tin COurt onc
peat. offenders
obatlon in_a
nity
am. -
carcerated,
ders.

treatmerf

[

e

Method Used to- ;
1

Znterv1ew runaway iQQm
*eferred~to‘ ever in a
vouth's lifetime."

The' percentage ef.each
samole who admitted to -

running away fnllows:

(1) non- dellnquents -
»120,-(2) one- tlme of-

fenders. - 24%; (3) de-
llnquents in community’
“treatment - 46%, (4)

" incarcerated- ielln—
,quents_
. sample -

~_€60%.
389)

N

»“juvenlle

. A . .
‘,Huestlonnalge (and

.—trcned—but—waS“prob—>

[*ho had reading ‘f—
Llcultles) based on
Nye- Shoyt (1957) \§<
scale, tlme reference

z*nterw ew with hose

for runa ay item not
specific lly :men-

Iz

182omales (50. 1:%) ad-

‘mitted- runnlng away
_from ‘home;;

) of these,
-‘56% had companions

~and the median onset

age was 13.0 years.’

ﬂ.\§i

otal‘-ulmwrn””“
: e
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S

ably "eve
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'Table

1 (Contlnued)

Tl Dellnquenqyistudies whlch 1nclude Information about the'rnc1dence
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.S 1<

Study (Listed |

;ln Alphabetl—
cal Order)

of Runnlng Away from Home

Sample Base.

Method Used to
Inqulre about’

Runnlnngway -

o

‘

: Interv1ew,

‘ﬂfindingsw

6% of the sample sa

(1973) -

twelve, in six cOun—
ties in Indiang in
1971 -1972; and 233
adjudlcated youth -

: on parole and proba~

t%on

the past- yearwuu_wAh

I

'tlmes,

G old and 1395 youths,. age 11 runaway ‘item
Reimer tn 18 y=ars, in the spec1f1cally referred: to | they had run away frc
(1974) - {1972 National Survey . ‘the "previous thfeéc year héme. Pt 2
(Seé: 107)"‘of Youth. = : <perlod‘", TR ) Lo
SIS B : I* : . , : S
Mobley and Probablllty sample - Anonymous questlonnalre/’ --Among .the students re
Swanson o? 931 youths, : runaway item specifical-.| porting (n=732), .78 ¢
grades seven to- ly retferred to. "w1th1n" approylmately 10.6% (

“males and 37 females)
.said they had run awa

(48" - once; 21 - 3

9 - 6 or more
times.) Among adjudlc
ed’ dellnquents report

K ' : v o - | (n=183), 83 or-approx
) ' $ ' SEANCI ™., |* mately . 45/@3 Jald the
N —~x~,ad/run away (24 - or
. .| 35 =-3xtimes,- 24-- 6~
- ) ™ S more times) .
; I P
- Y B
4 .".'\,\ CL
2 \ N
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age 11 Interv1ew,vrunaway item- 6% of the sample sald Sy
in the spec1f1cally referred to | they had.run- away from;'
1 Survey ‘the prevlous three year home. '
perlod' ‘ o,
sample . Anonymoﬁs questionnaire; | .Among the students re~\ \
S, -runaway. item Spe01flca140 porting: (n=732),%78 or . - A
to ly referred to. w1th1n - | apprdximately lOAG% (4l S )
ix- coun- the past year. - l—males-—-dand . 37 females)k Ty -
apa.inm 1 . said: they had run‘’ away P
ad 2337 |°¢ (48 - ohcei 21 - 3 NS .
south / ‘times; 9 - 6.or more R
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tudy - (Lis
n Alphabe?ﬁ

Dellnquency Studies which ‘include Informatlon about

the Incidence

of Running:Away from Home

Sample Base

1*) Method Used to
‘Inguire about
Runnlng Away

“Findings““'

al Order)

2350~ public high
' youtn in- the far

Three samples in 1955:
west;
320 youth from a
state S tralnlng
596 publlc high school

1 youth in rural and *

suburban- sectlons of a.

. mldwesﬁern state

school

western
-school;

zAnonymous questlonnalre,
ne time reference for, .

the runaway item was ‘|-
-~ mentioned.

L—"

16 to 17)
~.sponse-fit one of 1

Based on two sample
numbers ¢l Luyi (3%

whose re-

delinquency scale
types, 23 out of 57
males (about 4%) ir
public schoolsand
out of 125 males.

N . R (about 62%) in a
g NM;\\&i; " T training school re-
_ NG ST SR ported having ruh e
! N * " from home
- N . Sh b B
'.‘- N \ . : \\\ W ‘)_‘ \\ . . TR :

rérterEield;
(1943)

, 2049 alleged\delmn—:
' quents who were the

case load Qf_the juve-
nile court in Fort
wOrth in 1931, 1933,
and 1935; and- 337

| college students“din
1.1940 -

IS

1941.'

+

I fically 'm ntiorned but
| was probabi?'“everlln‘a\\

N . . ~ N .
\Anonymo S questionnaire;
;lee reference- for~§2e
runaway Atem ‘not spe

+lifetime.”

“of these,

14.5% of males and
4.3% of females in
college said they 't
run away from home
fore entering’colle
none were
ever charged with t

42.0% of 't

offense;
’maleg\and 31.5% of:

females\in the alle
dellnquenﬁ\group he
_been charged with t

runaway offenSe
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Studies which include Infoérmation about

(Continued)

of Running Away from Home

e Base

Method Used to
- . Inquire about

the Incidence

Findings

Running Away

s in 1955: Anonymous questlonnalre, ~Based on two samples'
high school | ne time reference for .~ numbers-.of boys (ages

far west; _the runaway item was 16 to 17) whose re-
om ‘a western| mentioned. " | sponse. fit one of 18
ning school;| o "delinquency scale

igh school ' types, 23 out o£/570
al. and males (about 4%)

tions of a'
tate. :

publlc schools and 77
out of 125 males
(about 62%)  in a
training school re-
ported hav1ng run away
from home.,

‘delim

ere the
the’ juve-

n Fort.. .

1, 1933,

d 337 . ©

ents in*

Anonymous guestionnaire;

tlme reference for the
runaway item not speci-
fically® mentloned but

was probably '

lifetime." e

'ever in a .
- ‘1. ofthese,
‘ever charged with the -
offense;

14.5% of males and '
4.3% of females in ..~
college/ said they" ‘had

‘run awdy from~home be-

forexeﬂterrﬁg college;
none were

42.0% of the
males and 31.5% of the

fémales in the alleged

delinquent group had

been charged with the

" runaway offense.:
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=
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1
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Table 1

(Continuedr

Delinquency Studles which include Information about the Inc1dence

Study

cal Order)

(Listed .
in Alphabeti-

of Runnlgg Away

Method Used to
Ingquire "about

]

. . Short and Nye
£1958)

d

Based-
" reported in Nye.and. -

Sample/Base
7
e
e
')n the samples

SHort/(1957) :

(l) "75% sample from

: fhe ‘three western

‘high schools.

(2y/100% sample of
three mid-western

communities.”

100% sample-of

‘training schools.

(3)

- was probably
lifezime."

- Running . Away

Anonymous . guestionnaire; |
time reference for the
runaway item nct speci-

fically mentioned but

-

"ever in-.a-

‘males,

- 1.0% females) ;

-1..0% females)’
" training srhools

Flndings

The folldwing percer

;ages of. the samples

mitted running away
from home: (1) wests
(13:0% males, 11.3%

males) (2) mld—weste
(12.9% males, 9.8%"f
males) ; and (3) /trai
ing schools (68.1%

"85.5% females
The following percer
ages admitted runnir

-away from home. more

than once or twice;

wes,ern‘(2 4% males,
(2) I
(2.8% males,
and (-
(37
51.8% femalec

westarn

males,
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- Table '1 (Continued)

tudies which include Information =% ~2 Incidence
of Running Away

e 10d Used to
“.zuire about

>le Base ] _rnihg Away _ . . Findings-

the samples "An wous questi | The following percent-

“in Nye and. | ti- - -reference f. . . ages of thé samples ad-
357) 3 ru ay item not s - mitted rufining away
sample f£rom fi _ly mention=d - from home: (1) western
chree western| was probably "eve: (13.0%/malés, . 11.3% fe-
schools.\- “lifstime." ‘ nales) {2) mid-western
sample of, ’ ' \ (iz.g% males, 9.8% fe- |

> mid-western nalles) ;. and (3) train- !
inities. ) | ' ing/schools (68.1% . .0
sample of » T : malEE;aBSiS% females).’ !
1ing schools. , S The Yollowing "percent-

‘ages admitted running
away from home more
than once or -twice; (1)
western (2.4% males,
1.0% females); (2) mid-
S western (2.8% males, =
L 1.0% females).and (3)-
o ' : o ' training schools (37:7%
R 3 - ' . .males} 51.8% females).
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Scr T "pout Precisr cine Tactors Co
- Th. say nriicles & ~h inestic te and . -ribe
asons W run awav © " e .car be ple 4 .losng
contin. =k cutremes .: wh1 . repre ent tu e
crientat: - = 1s the reason~ * 7 human behs .o. : 1)
that which =2 the treditic-. . ssychopathol- 7 wal -
nocdel, ar . : which f-1low .3 environmen ccn-
text mode. . - ‘ormer atzribu s the basic ree s for
N\ running & : (. roblems withih the individual c 1,
The latte .o tv JUteS the reasons for runring aw .0
various =. _gn’ : factors ocoutside the individu chile.
~Often t! : _tlon of an art_cle is closely r ated tg
tle aus ~ .. 7 of the world dopted curing h-_'her\‘
profas <1n1ng,' o : A
: : large ma]ovlty Af studies, espe ~ally
‘the ear . - r = (1930's to. 19— s), utilize the ndiwrid-
val psye pa{&"oglca1 moael - FOor example, Arms :rong (2,
~4) "des:z: _heés Aning away. as a ."psychoneurotic ecaction"
tttribus le = vyputh with mental deficiency, subncrmal
ntelli: ol or .imoulse cortrol and unstable ~ake—up.=~
.Several Tl rists view running away as -an. ac= ing out
Tof unrce- s dipal conflict prassures (63, 74 83, 81,
115) . 1 ) sta-es that, rur. 1ng away';n adolescent
ey girls - v ly " indicative o- extensive and severe
s indivi- o a ;mily.pgthology vhich ocecurs often when
e the adc ool -rl runs "to ward off the unsonscious ;
threat - - '»stuous relationsi ip with her father » the
Yy e frar oL G d15501uc1on of tne family, and tka cen-,
o currer’ .. . se A" (p. 127)} Furthermore, Riemer (68) ~/,
sugdges .- t: T r.nn lng away re resents "a seévere narcissis
tic. disorde T an. extremely\negatLVe Pharacter,' and.
descri! '3 ¢ zh outh.as antagonistic, surly,  defiart, ‘
assaul e, i ‘uptive, .and 1m§h151ve. Leventhal (53, i
54) al:z- su - that runaways show severe: patho'ogy, ’
‘ especiz’ . - “heir over-concern with ,1oss of control ' |
(both =z :na.l 3nd external) and with ego SUrrender. :
Cner - = support the individual ps ychopatholo~1cal
view huve z- - suted runing away to" 1mpu151ve, acting-out
behavic -s (. '8) ,  disturbing parent- chlld relatlonshlps
which I:24d - rear of’ rejectlon of he parental figure

by the runaw

‘ v ~uth (28, ll4),/prematm;e attempts to
achieve indejer

r :nce.and autonomv /75, 82, 115), depresQ;
. sion, anxiet: a strong inner -tensions ‘48), and a needl
, to express h: - ity gnd revenge (79). Zrtic_as by

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



\

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

crientation is thiz u:

Tonpking and ot , A5

fclloweing AR :rios hia
ti.e behavior d:: ol

reaction" :
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escape Zrom th _oeni
““away from b»me - A
sion. e ; a¢
feel resactad o
They often stez’ ux:

In a follow-up st.
tion it was fOJnC :
of. psychiatric -il nc .
ality), more arre:zts
¢ivorce (70, 71).

-~

Contrastead w: -7 -~

as primarily a fumctaos

cause of such behav r v

>Ulack of family disc. lir=

46, 47, ~°. 86) -e
ic Asoc ... on def.-
ldren enti- Zed "r..

1

sisorder character.z-
situeticnas by. runr:
iy or more without -

-

are immature and tim:
inadecuzt=>, and fri=n»nd

ely. (45, p.169)

ways from & clinic

ays heZ higher inci.

zialdly sozicpathic

.carce”

oz
t_or and mo.

~he

‘chiatr: - ¢ psychclc -izal

-ews th: ru- way phea

jatelely hor~ en«.x onmeﬂﬂ\cnd
In.the samz wvein, Loxrey

Iom2non

snvironmant E g,
For example, writsrs i the Americ. depressicn
yearg of the 193(C’'s =tzzzz 1at runn.nc -2y is l:irgely
a result.of poor =comoir - ad soci L ¢ _tionu 2 _
home (8, 65, 66, ~>,. 77 leggs (: d%ij'lbeS run~ing
away, no& onlyv as zm - - . from strTess, zut a sc zs an
S.0.S. signal ané == z= .= @ on the part »>f Et; r away
to changé\the situs - 7. . have his/her Zeeli=js
honored as.we .1 as .cai~vs : measure’lcf sslf-c:termina-
‘tion. - Lubec' and Empss Y view runninm away Irom
1nst1tutlons as ar exy; L& ’utcome in an unrezpcasive
soc1al systeﬂ. Hil: = ._i {34) .deszcribed a r:naway
outh as "a second 7enerszion. delln:uent“ whc is "oIten
.;t e seed of the fut.r- _;_5:;" anc =zttr _butes the mal

(58) attributes runr. « 2.3y to .school ﬂnd”faﬂ_lv prob
lems, and to a youth - .:11ing of- being unwahtﬁd%or
rejected at home.  S. ¢ :I authors-{7,.75, 120 roint
out that the runaway o - is often the famil: scape-
g-at orav1c_1m of a - =il stressful situatior \'- !
. A\
Several authors =zuicug-:zt tgat for many you ss\r nnln
away represents a positiv and\patura;‘s_ep b .:e\“orma
process of c*ow1ng up. oo exampls, ruanning a §cs-
been calléd an interlud= = "going stz=ight" (... \\"an
“initiatien 1nto adulthczi” 1), and.ar -2xpress Hﬁ a -
"developlng sense of se’f :aé-ahd/indexandepce ;67\T :
’ coe V Y Vi
B \ , : \f\.‘.\‘ : \ \\



x\latlonshlps and more unhappy or prob&em\hometer“;roﬁ
pments\than non-runaways. THis gereral recognlo-;n -

,sult rom poo

DE
{4, 6,\18 27,128, 35, -42, 58, .82, 98, 99y 114). Sev-
\ N

,famlly

. bex tween family'

Goldme: v+ .. Pean (30, ,.25 )i view runnlng awi -
\ . .
"posltlve“aS\vct .t .coping in which support is =

© from pears ra tscr rhan trom tk= adul<-dominate Ton= Tt

ment of the family scnonl, " Balser (16): de"”
such behavior as a p051t1ve steo in problem-sc_. g,

~.Wein (rL) ztates than runaway. vouth havelmade ar r:;>—~'
-pendent |decision to run away, often “after much m: o
ovear hcne\and/o* school out of aj basic commitre:

hln/hersel,\and his/her needs and,de51res.‘ Wa=te. ' —=

study ran to “search for- adventure.‘ Shellow et 27 . 2)

'ifound tnat the\majorlty\of runaways 1dent1f1ec LIE

[92]

"health’ inormal adolescents who used runnlno\"waT
one way(to deal with their problems, and/that cnl-

ed some pSYChOpaLhOlOgY\ §

H[ It is. important in a. dlscu551on of predls"

- factors to note -that numerous artlc%es point. ou -

runayays often have more 1nadequate parent-chl re—

famllv ‘or parent problems for a large number of 'fx:vays

1swtrue acrogs multlple sample bases, varylng ¢ i~
tloms\of runavays, and dlfferlng crlentatlons towzlls
thi \reasons fe \runnlng away. Sucdick (83) in 2=

5 llte ature revrew points out the same ;nescap"Le Tine
\clu51on." ' Pooa ! : ‘ o :

B\ L ' v :

\For example, several studles report that a . .rge
rooortlpn of- runaWays (espe01ally\when‘compare_
on- xunawWays and the general adolescent populatll”,

" C me {rom broken homes - (16, 30, 51, 56, 65, 66 T, 98;

ll2 20) . &her articles emphasize thaﬂ runaws " re-
home envircnments (12, 14

have: troubllng parent-chlld or sgbllng re\atlon<7'

eral artlcles mentlon 1nstanc=s of\physlcal abus: irn
the home (6, 14, 35, 99)., Flnally, D'Angelo (6) -=f=ars
to runnlng awav as another "symptom of escalatin ir—i-
dence of fami\lv breakdown" in America at ithi's tir:.
sums up tht atlohshlp ‘'of Ythe runaway- Wlth”hls aer
kat-ng that “the runaway:. group presen 53 the
1m4ge e} mult1-3 oblem famllles with unstable re_-tlons

gravated by poar 1nt rpensonal communicationy gres=t -n-

" secunity about. the. f ture llVlng for the satisfzoc—
: tlon of oresent nee s \(p.\22) _ ‘ \_ \

o \ \ | AR TR T
. . L' : R Vo E

ers ( artlcularly the parents ag-

. (87) reoorts that the largest 1umber of boys. i- L .

“gvery smalll \minority had multlple problems ‘whic. Ea.relTe

.39, 4C and/or

/
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1 . -

the various studies on runawayvs' behavicr can not be
directly compared nor czr the firdings Dbe easily com—
bined into a .meaningful wrole.

Classification Sys-ems fc=- Funaways

Many articles in the literature discuss runawzys
and their behavior or motives acccrdaing to a variety of
conditions and descriptive variablies. Some of the most
frequent comparisors among runaways a=d between rur-

\" " .~ aways and non-runaways ar= made accoré_ng to the Zcllow-
T ing variables: sex, eiinicity, age, fzmily backc-ound,
\ : .. nhumber of times run awzy, (once vs. repsater), reason

. why ran away, severitv 37 nroblems, juenile delinguency
. record, school grddes a-~d record, exc. One-coUld-view~
\ . -.all comparisons of this type as suzges:zions for clasci-
il fying runaways and thei- actions. Those articles which
\ actually precncs=2 .a formal classificaticn system Zor ex-

- rlaining runaway types ars listed in Tzble 2.

. . In their present form thesa classifications are
| i  basically heuristic devic-~s for explairing differen-es
A ~in runaway behavior. The majority of to=se systems
\ ' have been. develoreé from serrations and infererce:
M about runaway belavior in -harezoy =znd ccunsellino cuse
n of the respectiv: investiges osrs. Most c? thess
\ : refer to the rs:chological -=as-ns or mc-ives .ur.
\ ~ 1lyinc a youth's runawav belzvior. Z:veral schem:z
‘ .been develcped from a class.cal psyczhoarzlytic persoe
‘tive (20, 57, 7%, 82, 113, -14). ~==

\ T svstem inclog:-
a the role of experience in cassifying

RSl

‘ ~nz cwynes of oo
(26), while arother descr:'-s the Z_f7sronces in ac
runaway, behaviors (37). M:=zt of thz schema employ &
very narrow and limited set of variables to delinea“ =
the runaway and his/her beéhzvior. ’ )

J

# Inlcontrast ' - ‘"o
cally derived ¢ . -
" runaway bhehavicr t

associates ("9 W

vacuely defnec and theoreti-

:» zhe empir:cel typologies . |
v lewed by Zronnan and os '

- Th¢se are ths 1l class:Tica-

tion svstems i1, a2 Zoerived from a large set of
psvchological, i 109l

and are based ov: a sound

=

Aﬂl -

1
}
N

&. ZNG emogrzTt ic wvariehles,
set of ratzer scphisticeatss
,quautitative-multiva:iate statisticzl methods deve -
for genorating typologiss from empirical sets of da-
Even though these tynolzzies overcome r.ny problems

: ) fe
T . Lt “;_ : “j -
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Table 2 -

Categories

ification Systems for Runaways °

; Samplé Base

. 2. Middle class

"loners": A
. "running )
to" model

. Bartollas (1.°7) 1. Whites who run on ‘Interview with
' impulse 40 subjects
2. Blacks who run on (20 runaways
-. impulse | and 20 non-
3. Whites who planned | runaways) in
.~ escape . . ... | a state train-
4. Blacks who planned ing school.
'~ escape ‘
Bewrger and 1. Spontaneous 36 males and .
Scmmidt (9X) 2. Reactive . females, 7-10
' : ‘ ‘ to 14-7 years
old. -
Zr2nnamn, 1. Spontaneous un- Empirical
%7 znckard, planned epi- typology ..
Toizirga, - sodes. ‘ based on c¢clus- -
amﬂ.éliioﬁtn 2. Deliberate suc- ter- analyses
€9) - cessful episodes \ techniques ap-
‘ 3. Temporary "good ‘plied to the.
. time" episodes" runaway epi-
"4, Difficult lpng sodes' data of
. term escapist 165 runaways--
episodes 26 ‘from a pro-
5. Temporary es- bability
capist episodes household
N\ : sample and 139
L SN from a purpo-
i -sive sample.
Brenna-, A. Lower delinquen- Social-psy-
Blanchard, ' ¢y runaways chological or
Huizirga. 1. Young run- . etiological
an? Tlli-tt aways from typology based
(9%) stressful on multivari-
: families ate methods - .

applied to 37
different ex-
planatory

variables-in -

" four domains

(family, school,

ot



Taple 2 (Continué&7

Source ‘ Categories Sample Base
3. Autonomous pears, personal)
"older" run- for 165 runaways
-aways = -—26 from a pro-
B. Delinguent run- | bability house-
- .aways .| hold sample and
4. Lower social 139 -from a pur-
class, high posive sample of
family and known runaways.

school stresses:
‘high delinquen-
~ Cy peers
5. Delinquent girls
‘with highly
stressful home
and school situ-
ations and strong
peer pressure
toward delin- '
' gquency - e
6. High social ‘ B
class, delin-
_ quent. youth:
N - 'stressful jre-
jecting family,
\ - low school in-
AN volvement|, and.
B high ‘commitment
" to delindquent
N peers '

7. \Young ma es
w1th hlg ly
stressf 1 home
and schéol Sit~
uatlons and high ~
commi th ent\to ~

- . . def&nq ent \\

peers |
"Brennan, ':1. Minoré&y maléS"':~Empiricai”£yp6”
Brewington, (A) : violent - logy derived
and Walker . [ .. delin uents, = using multi-'
(100)_{'." § multiple ‘run--  variate analyses

away: .| ~on data from a




Source

Table 2

't;nonrdellnquents,

- ing and denial.

:runaway

- levels of allena—

: quency

-27-~

(Continued)

Categories

Middle class
females: not
alienated, good
self-concept,
occasional run-
away

Minority males
(B) : extreme
negative label-

of access,
highly delin-
quent, multiple .’

One-time run-
aways: slmllar
in many ways to

but. of low self-~
concept and ‘
alrenated '\'
Lower StatUS\\
{females) : hlgh

tion, negatmve‘\
labellng, denlab
of ‘access, delln;\

Sample Base

Denver study of
youth needs (n =
830 youth, ages
10-17, of whlch
132 were run-
_aways)

Chamberlin
(20)

w N

..Needﬁto show

.. Need to be loved

'aggresslon to-

independence ,
Need to: raise
self-esteem S
Need to express

ward authorlty

\Case study of a ‘
\<4 year 0ld boy.




Table 2z

(Continuad)

Categoriué

-durce - Sample Base
"E1glish 1. Floater- 300 runaway
(26) 2. Runaway - males and fe-
3. Splitter males at a run-
4. Hard road freaks away shelter..-
: Farrington 1. Crisis situation 28 males ‘and
et al. 2. Attention getting females in .a
{27) .. Withdrawal residential
Iﬂpalred famlly treatment
relationships -~-—center,
.Greene anc _. Rootless Based on "be-
» Esselystyn 2. Anxious * yond-control"”
£33) 3. Terrified cases in the
- : » California
- juvenile jus-
N tice system.
Haupt and 1. R=al 92 males and
.Offord 2. Gesture females from
(37) o "a residential
3 treatment
center. B
Homer 1. Run to 20 females in
(41) 2. Run from a court clinic.
§ : ?.
Institute 1. Sick. ] Based on review
. for Scien- 2. Bad ' of - literature
tific Anal- 3. Free about runaway
ysis (109). - ' youth.
Levy (57) 1. Angry defiance 16 females in
: 2. Psychotic dis- residential
organlzatlon treatment.
3. Escape’ : R
4.7 To go to one's
own e T TT PG
5. Fu51on w1th
' parents -

49







Table 2 (Continued) =

.‘XSourcef S Categorles - ’ Sample Baseg“

‘Rosenwald. 1. Hypermature' suburban delin%'w\
and Mayer - | . 2. Hypomature - | quents, females.
(75) ' 3. Impulse rldden"' SR
i\ 4 Unclasslfled

e .
\ b - ~\1

qtserlln .-Uﬁédhtrailable. 21 males and .
(113) N ne'er do ‘well | females labelled °
\_' ‘ - 2. Crisis runéway;_: ! under achlevers"-
L . 3. Sweet bad gfﬁl‘ff,; SN T N
4. Ionely. runaway B N
a qulzophren1C'J Jf\.

=

Small‘E mple of
'”ma}es ar d.fe~ -

- .| marles sé\eh in .
_ therapy N\
o \
v
kN .
N\
) \,
\‘.)‘ ‘
, L)
oo
. i . - [.' p N l.\-
\ ;. “ '.
Il g - 4




'fradtresses the issue of which services and/o
© works-best for “which- runaways ~iIn most of.‘the arti

-

-associated with t
-and possible uses
- clarified\and reflnedw -and the typologles must be ur-
.ther valldated/and dcveloped“_“—"[ ‘

Tldentlfy\$e f factors that may differentiate betwéen -
. large groups of runaways, none of them at preSenz

' or describe a wide range’ of runaways All of these
.schema san he- Crlthl%ed for inco plete development,‘

"Because of the di fferlng sam les on which /th
'flcatory systems wer /g

ed
‘cult to.compare the-cl% flflcat ry systems'ln th 1r

1 Treatment Flndlngs and\Recommendatlons

e: qﬁher systems rev1ewed " the meaning
/the individual, types need to .b

)

A}lhough/;everal of the class1f1catory SChemé may
re-- .

flects a conceptual framework broad enough to consider

vagueiy,deflned categ_rles, and .

develo ed and the" diffe 1ng def1~

nltlons of runaways in- the studles, 1t is

present stages

=

Surpr1s1ng1v littlé of thé\_unaway 1X erathrebn f-;'
_treatmdh c
Tes

which address “these is ues at all Cit 1s only as a /,@w

'secondaly focus of  the' rtlcle ‘ The few themes res: .

garding approaches for dé allng with runaway youth that
do emerge 1n the llteratur are the follow1ng
o emerge ¥n b K

.(lL Runnlng away should not be a, pollce or juve~'
", ‘nile ecourt. problem but rather a famlly prob- . .
o lem which *$hHould be re resolved w1th1n ,the = ~ 1.
e family with ‘the help of’ social - serv1ce 7gen—_‘

S c1es'(l, 4, 5']6‘ 9, 112)

- :/
(2) r”ounselllng and" other serv1ces for famllles——]
espeCLally those in cllses—-need to be .
Javailable- (1,,.3, 6, 108, 114, 119). .Béggs -
(3) ‘suggests'. around the clock" emergency = .
support ‘.‘_” Y ‘_‘.M SN o -

Treatment of a runaway chlld should 1nclude
the famlly and/or pa- 2nts 1f pOSSlble‘(l,
19, 39, .41, 44,.74, 89, '108;. 114, -119) .
%tlerlln (114) recommends dlfferences in- the’
type of ' famlly treatment, depénding on the .
famll/ mode and dynamlcs, he. points put ‘also -
Lhat famlly therapy does not work for-a
asual runaway——1 e., one who _runs ..



N .
1o . i |
from a rejecting and neglecting parent.
obey’ (11) states.that only the mother is
- /needed in the treatment of adolescent.girl _ :
l?é,/runaways.‘; S e I A
Al ‘ . . , o

_ ‘With respect to individual’ therapy with some. -
[ "runaways, consistent, fair, and warm suppor-;
T tive treatment seems to work best (41, 73,7 .
74, 79, 88, 108, 114). From her work with
runaway. girls, however’; Homer (41) reports
that insightful-oriented and family therapy
~works with girls who "run from" family prob-
‘lems, and not with girls who "run to" pleas-..
ures and- freedom from constraints. - Robey
4= % . (11) points out,that sometimes treatment. |'
/ .- should go on beyond the. time that the youth
' ~ -or referring agency think "is necessary".

(5) In addition to ‘the option of 'youth réturning~.

+ home after running away, adéquaté;alter/ative.‘_
.. - servicesfjneed. to be avdilable (3, 4, 5, 12,

L 109).& . . v e o

’f"‘;(G)“'Theré_islsté felatiQnéhip4:althOUgh complex
: - and difficult to precisely describe--between .

. institutional policies and runaway behavior .~
_(21//22,<23, 36,759, 118). L T

-The" types of services availablé .at” the various run-
iway houses across the country in 1973 are briefly’ de-
scribed’.in the booklet by the National Youth Alterna- ,
zivgg_ProjecE-(llOY.‘-More,detailé\;HéScriptibns of 7 7 LT
services . at several'runawéy-hbusesﬁére also availableé
.31, 99, ‘101, ,106, 108). ,The two most discussed run-
iway-houses. are HUckleberfkaouseﬂih San.Francisco (3,
.2). and’ Runaway Hous?_in“Wéshindtonj“D-{@T;KBLf 101,
.08).. In addition, -Saltonstall (112)° describes three
fommunitx models (UrB‘n; sUburbah-and rural) of serv-
ces-fbr runaway youth in Massachusetts. ‘Finally, -

WO entries. (9, 34) déScribe.how‘the'juvenile'juStice
ystem Operateeregarging runawayﬂYouthL;_ B

Even though there ‘are some recommendations for
hat services should exist for runaways and some de-
cfiptionSﬂoffwhat presently does.exist, no article
eports the evaluation of a particular service or set
f ' sérvices fop‘evengqﬁsubpopuL@gion'ofirun“waYSa' In
ther words, - there is*&ldéarth'Bfﬁianrmats y -




’ aways or a subgroup of &unaways. k 7}

N g . : L
. Author Tra1n1ng\or Afﬁgllatlon i ,\‘

Cal background (such as soc1al worker, psy'hl
.juvenile .court wo\@er) gives a reader 1nsfght

'bartment, or unlve si
.article's V1ewpolnt

"hHalf) of authors is ps ch1atr1sts.
"the earliefr llterature 1
. well as the later lltera,ure (si ce 1960)

\ the next\two largest group ,of authors 1ncl de ps\—
' Chologlsts and soc1al workers. |Next, there ar sm'll
‘grolps of articles by social SClentlStS (most 13 soci-

‘iates w1th pOllC' iepartments Finally, there is a = -
.. small group of ¢ ‘1cles by lawyers, ministers, coun- ' \
.-selors at- runawc houses, ‘and Journallsts X f'\\b,

about what works best-—or even at. all-—for all run—f

i
!

article's perspect Lye. of. -runaway . yout VIf ¢
author's training n _not given, someti es\the-
professional af;;lla ion (suich as a- clﬁg

?g) will heélp in ide tlfy' g the

he largesﬂ group ( lm sb\ nr o

-the. 1930's ande

ologlsts) aff111 ted with universities and by af£il=

P \\

CompOS1tlon of tamp’es ‘7' .j', *--"T; ; \///

'/

Most of tre lltErature on the runaway phenomenon

‘consists of small.: comparatlve studies of runaways and, -
..non- runaways from very:select and: restricted. samples.* .
A large number of the studiesg on youth runaways are A”

based on- subjects from clrnqp populations (7, 11, 53,10
54, 68, 69, 70, 71, /M, 79» 80, 82, .89, 113, 114) or
detentlon home/tralnlng in t1tutlon popuqulOHS (6,

.10, 15, 21 22, 23, 24 33,>‘6 Y44, 45,v46, 51, 55,

59, 60,_77, 86,.118). \ dccas1\nally an article w1ll nt
discuss ja sample of” runaways 1‘ent1f1ed through miss-:

ing persons._ reoords (39, ‘40, 76;\&7, 98) or juvenlle_“~;~jf
court records'(Z, 9, 14,7287 T35 TAT=EA8, 122), . ¢ -

through records oF res1dent1al treatment. centersrlzo,z
27,37 4§ ‘57, ll9),\halfway houses or runaway cen-

- ters and. other alternatlve youth serv1ceS'(3 4, 5,
- .26, 30, 31,42, 99, 105,,108, lZl),through reports of
".prlvate service (16 25 -29, 38,:58, '112) or public .
.social service agencies. (65, ‘66, 72, 98, 112, 120),-
;*by questlonlng children in schools.(76 see Table 1),-- -
. or by reports of youth from a sample of households i

(99, lOO, 107 see Table 1)

ST




- 01ld and! up.

,;espec1ally the larger or.es
‘'size over' 80}

ﬁ}Methodology 'i:“"‘ .

o

—

"i§E§§estionsmfor Fut e

of the samples studied,

,cluded mlnority youth

£y
Vi

focus on youth from :zpproxi- R
A few articles 1nc'ude o
focus only on the lo—year :
of articles--especially o
erature-—focus only on male )
g during thé past .ten years,
or those with' a sample--“;//”
(6,- 8,.27, BE 40, 76 99, 100, \107,
112; see Table l), 1nclude both- males and ‘females. o
From what is specified about the ethnic jidentification FA
it appears that: most studlesf- /
have included predomlnaﬁtly white. youth few have\ in- -%.

younger chlldren ana &
The major
those from the\earllel
populatlons. "Most stu

~ . : '

In addltlon to reror‘lng ba51c descrlpt"e sta- :
tistics, the articles :zn the runaway literat. -= use
two basic methodologle- Zoy dlsuoverlng and s:zpport- i
ing: facts-;about runawars zand' their actLons.,f“hey arée’;
the case study method zncé the small comparison stuéy '
in which significant t===s are used to-explore thg , Oy
difference between runz»vs and non- Lunaway5~onwthe ,‘3 Y
same variable: The me~ - dange— with the firgt-method '
is that the samples ¢ «=ich ‘conclusive statements
“about runaways are mars ire extremely small.' One.

major problem with ma- -
cited’is—the selectio:
less. comparlson group.
of~ Lube“k and Emney (2
associates (99, 100),

~f the couparatlve studies

an 1nad=ouate and/or meaning-
ew stuoles, such as those

.2 those py Brennan and his

- red relatvvely Ssophisti--

cated statlstlcal teck .z 34 such as-: mult1 regression ,‘\\ _
.stepdown analyses' and vise discrimi pant analyses.. = . S
In summary, the methodc_::;es ‘used to- gtudy runaways - -

have. been .simple, some: = - unsophlstlcaﬁed and often\. = ,
1nadequate by tradi’ ‘orna: soci sciencejiresearch - AR /(

standards. o

4

\\\ N

iR N . .
0

8 \

- AN

..‘\‘

% .
.35 earch and Evalugtloﬁ

AN

wIn. order to ‘reduce the gaps and 1ncoﬁs1stenc1es N
whlch now, - exist in the ~runaway :youth llteqature, the
follow1ng suggestlons for future studles on runaway 7\\
youth are\made: “N VL l o %J\f - : AN
R T R e O S 7 SN

Qevelop a deflnltlon (oxr class1frcat10n T

TR .
Vi system) for ru aways, it poss1blew and en—\J . _\\\
for all future program \\',-;J
: Vo .lg_"mw_n____th:J_ N
5 T A N
v \, D| : ‘ . : l \\_\‘;



descriptlons and research or evaluatlon
studies. At a minimum in‘the 1nterim, in~

S clude a deflnltron of ‘runaway- in articles
\j;"'\‘h % 1n the future. ; '

N T e i . :

‘ - (2) Encourage the use,of valid soc1al sclencev _ =,
- 1_"methodolog1ds (i.e., adequately defined con- -
. trol groups, advanced statistical techntigques
.. Where approprlate, complete explanations of
_\procedures, etlc. ) in future. researc: ard
.,evaluatlon act1v1t1es. ‘

‘ N \

Encourage 1nterd1sc1p11nary teams to = iy

. runaway ycuth-in order: to, foster thz maz- - “mum |
ﬁntegratlon,of the: varlous dlSparat: e

; Fn treatlng and understandlng runaWEV"s;;h.
., \ ; :
: Encodrage thoughtful research actlv*—w—-
.'.whlch 1nvest1gate the pred1spos1ng o =enile bor
‘\hnd dynamlcsr-especlally those reldte® tc “he
foarents'and famlry--whlch result in wvouts -
'runnlng\away from home. = Because of _n.ont;:—'
1s1ve eJldence\for explaining why y&uts rur
laway r’thfn one- theoretg;al context, 'adopt

[T

\o,relat vely op n-minded position which recc-
’{nlres the 1mportance of 'both internal and =x-

\ . ‘terhal- factors ﬁn explalnlng runaway behav- -~
i .lOL. i “ . - \ .
ST \ | | 7

“(5) Fncourage systematlc and - thoughtful zZ2arch

S A AJand evaluatmon activities tozexamine -hat
N o Wﬁ,‘serv1ces or. reatments work best for -+hich
. /| types of runaways: ‘Even though theére are
o/ /some recommendations™ for what -should =xist
,//.1 und some .descriptions of what does e:x:.s%,
./ | .there is no- evaluatlve 1nformatlon on what
A .; Vd\rka best . - o
A | ] . . v
- K% “(6) | At & ll times conduct research and evaluation
E\\' y\~.' | in a\manner whlch recognizes and ‘respects
TN /N the ﬂlghts and needs of runaway youth\ Y

e




1 pivide the number of. runaway incidents by the
total youth, populatlon to get an estlmate ci the:

1nc1dence of runnlng away ' - :

L 2 For. example, see‘the follow1ng studies:

! A . . e "ﬂ‘_'—‘—'ﬁ‘_ ) _A———\.\\ 3 .
-N\, Erlckson _Maynard L. Group violations 'soclo—
o T
‘ .economic status, and, off1c1al dellnqwency e
Social Forces, 1973, 53, 41- 52. . a,\\\

Erickson, Maynard L., and Empey, Lamar 7.
Court. records, undetected delinquency and

)//’ ,:' o dec151on-mak1ng . Journal of Criminal Law,
oL " Crlmlnologyland Pollce Science, l963 54,
456-459. . |-- . .-

- Porterfield, Austin I. Dellnquency and i+s
outcome in cour=zs and college. . Am=rican

\ © Journal of lScc:- logy, 183, 49, 193-20¢.
A : _ Short,. James F.. znd. Nye, 7. Ivan. Ixtent c:
' unrecorded juv=rile “el_z:ency: Tantative
conclusions. ~ T-urnal ~f “-iminal ZLaw and
Criminology, 1 '8, 4¢ =. .-302. ~

- wZlliams Jay R. and Gold. +Hartin. From
dellnquency beravior to clflclal dellnquency.
Social Proplems. 1972, 20, 209 -229. ;

J
‘This estimate"ig based on the ]J70 _census informa-
N tion which listg that thers were 32 533,497 per-
-sons of ages 10 through 17 im the Unlted States
- 2 in 1970, Source United States Department of Com-
. . merce, Bureau of - the Census, Characteristics of

. the Population {Vol. 1): U.S. Summary. (Part 1,
" Section 1), Washlngton, D.g,:‘Governmenthrinting_
Office, 1973. | » B ”' ol '

These estlmates are’ based on the. l9/4 Curtent. Pop-
: ulation Survey data: 71, 034 064 - total household
| units: 53,071, 160 - primary families; .54, 45/,665—'
Y total famlly Gnits: 18,440,683 —*famllles w1th at
'least one. chlld 10 to 17 years old. - : .

"5 The Department of Health, Education and Welfare
- is-now: in the process of fundlng another/sfudy .
to access the incidence of: runnlng away on-a
natlonal level _ - Ce y\

W
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¢ The ‘ollowing is the list of sources on self-
rppcrted delinquency which .ire listed in Table 1
and  the text but are mnot in the annotated bibli-
ograﬁhy section, since only thos » studies which

. - include ‘extensive analy51s of the runaway items

s " are tncludec in the annotat=: bibliography. The -
| . studies below, which includ. a runaway item, Zocus

L . broadly on dellnquency behka~iors and not spe :ifi-~

A "call on runn_ng away behavior,

e l“ers,'Roial, L.. Zzcioaconomic stath &
e T delinquent bpeha~viors: A retest. Jourr:l of
Research in Crime and Delinguency, 19€.-, 1,

e

‘ 38-46. f o . a %
5 Zachman, Jerald G. Youth in. Transition. (3°
j{' . vols.) Znn Ar.r Michigan: Institute _-or:
: qotlai Resea” N, Jnlver51ty of. MlChlgcl,;_.
197 . :
. tAHrk, Shirley A Slmllarltles in- compe tents
o of female ar. nale juvenile dellnquenc
a In W.C. Reckl: s and C.L. heuman (Eds.,,

‘nterdisciplirary Problems in Crlmlnology
o ‘olumbus, Okic : Ohio Statke Unlver51ty,_1965.
o o Er »s, Edgar G. ocio-Economic skatus, race,
Sl level of aspir ticn and juvenile ‘delinquen- °
ﬁ\\\_ . . Ty: A llmlteG emplrlcal tést |of Merton' s - )
: \\\\ _ "oncmpt_of devziation. Phylon 1967, 28,
e T g=27. '
7L liott, Delbert 5., dnd Voss, Harw1n L. - ‘
Jellngugncy ar . Dropout. Lex1ngton, Mass..
™ Heath, 1974. : ' -
" E xgkson, qunard L., and Empey, Lamar T.
Court records, uwdetected dellnquency and
decz Sﬂon—maklng \Journal of Criminal Law,
Crimin logy -and Pollce Sc1ence,,196? .54,
: . 456- 469, '
c ... Evnor, Thomas. G., and ‘Reckless, Walter J. . Com-".
T : Oailogéhlp at delinquént onset. British.
< - Journal of Criminology:, 1961, 2, 162- =170
L Mchley, Max‘&\ and Swanson, Rlchard M
: indiana Youth\Study Final Report. ~bon-
S dale, Illinois¥\Center for the Stud of
' Crime Dellnquené and” Correctlons, Southern_
_ Illinois ‘Universi A 1973,
J- W TNy ,"F. fvan, and’ Short, James.F. ocallng
' 1Q1inque1t behav1or.5\ evlcan Soc1olog1cal




-37-" . . -

- PorterfielZ, Austin L. Delinguency and its
’ outcome in cc.rts and collzage. -American
Journad of S:ciology, 1943, 49, 199-278.:
Short, James F , and Nye, F. Ivan. Extent &f
e o unrecorded juvenile delinquency: Tentz<ive
C conclusions. Journal of Criminal Law and
~ Criminology, 1358, 4%. 296-302. '

-
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Ambrosino, Lillian. ‘Runaways. Roston: Beacon, 1971.

In this book intended for a jsneral audience, the
author,.afjoUrnalist;_deScribes the plight of a runzway
youth for runaways themselvés, 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 runnin: away, a descrip-~
tion of problems facing youth on  the rzn, methods:-of sur-
vivdl (including what to eat and where to sleep), legal"

and medical issues relating to runaways . and a listing o™

where to -find help. A guide to Travelcws Aid locations,
halfwaylhouses,,and hotlines by state and city-‘are in-
cluded- in' the:appéndix. A runaway is defirad as. a-y L
youth under; 17 or 18 years 1d (depending on the state)
who'leavésfhome“without_pgpental"consent. Ambrosino re- -
ports that in 1969'thére_were‘about-SOOkOOO runawaws.

under 17 in the United States. Of this general popula~

tion, about' one half were 'girls, the average age was 15, :
most returned home within a week cf running away, znd
one-half to.one-third werée arrested. Thke author s-ate=s
that running away can be a sign of gocd health, "arn ir-
itiation into adulthood", a sign of trncble in the wzuta's
family, and/or a cry, for help. It is proposed' that T:=ming

- away’ is not a police problex but, ins=ezd, a family pz->lem

which should be snlved by tae family =hrough the help - =

“various scclal agéncies. (See also 17)

2 ' r e

4

l
l

..
g

‘Armstrong, Ciairette P. 660'RﬁnaWay Boys. Boston:

-Badger, 1932.

Armstrong; an émploves of the Domest: = FEelations Ccurt

.of New York City, writes ai-out  the 660 rumzway bL_ys s=en at

'New York Children's Clinic from 1926 to 1£20. - The runaways
~in this book are delinquent children, age:z 7 to 16 years;

. neglected children before the courts were eliminated. Most

of. the-runaways were before- the courts for some other charge

besides. running -away; only 9% had no other charge. .0f the.

"total sample, 590 never left New York City and 79% -had run

from home more’ than once. . The majority of -easons for
leaving involved emotipnal conflicts'qith authorities,

"either at gsehoolor home, or scme excéssive burden of re-

sponsibility. - "Wanderlust" was.a motive in 2.4% of the'

.cases, while a -search of'se1f4assertion'on.indepengence was

never given as a reason. Escape from physical damage was

" .the reason of some boys: 12%. ran awa- after a severe beating
. . A . . . ] . . .
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and 32% feared punlshment. Almstrong concludes that the
prec1p1tabmng factors whlch led boys to kecome runaways \

. and dellnquents incldde broken homes, family pathology, |\

cruelty, lack of supervision at home, poverty, and . sub-

fnormal 1ntelllgence. (See also l4)

'

Beggs, Larry Huckleberry's for RunawayA. New York{
: Ballantlne, l969 : ‘

The Reverend Beggs. descrlbes the foundlng and_ deve—'

‘lopment of one of the oldest runaway houses ndw in opera- -

tion in the United States.; During the first year after
Huckleberry's for Runaways opened in Juyne, 1967, in the

';Halght Ashbury section of San Fr cisco, it had 664
%

clients of which 448 were males, nd 216 females,.andpthe
average age was.15.3 years, Most \runaways left home over--
expressed dwscomfort -and paln centéred on the: fdmily; '

dmost had heard of the shelter on theé street and over one-
‘half eventually went. home. * Beggs concludes that’ runnlng -

away. is an 5.0.S. 31gnal or an: “atte pt to change the™
situation, not permanently desert 1t"\ p.63). He\states
that few youth plan their flight. whlch\often appears to be

1Aan impulsive act or 'a. "desperate attempt to have -their
- feeling honored. and to. achieve a. measuré of self-determina-
‘_tlon" (p.79). 1In other words, a runaway 1S ‘not just.eés-—

caping stress- but 1s taklng the initiati t to- say somethlng
must ;be done. p
: ; \ '

Beggs, a founder and then dlrector of Huckleberry S,

:olncl des the follow1ng -items in his book: \(1) descriptions

. Blpm, ‘Jeffrey,'D., and Smith, Judith, E.,ﬁNothing,Left td

1970, they ]01ned the staff of Sanctuafy7 """ founded in. the

“of the runaway cllents,A(2) procedures.for Handllng/run—
- away| youth by the San Francisco- juvenlle institutions, (3)
.. thejprocedure at Huckleberry s _when a runaway or a parent

walKs in, .(4) interviews with runaways, (5) procedures for
tontracting and-negotiating with families of -the runaways,
and| (6) an 1nterv1ew with a family. . Beggs points out that -

”runplng away is a family problem 1nstead of a police pro-
"ble
"estlablishment of around-the-clock emergency ‘aid services

. Beggs' recommendations for the future include the .

families and communlty resource centers for youth

-8 ’ ' : E ST R

Lose,’ Boston' Beacon, 1972.
After Blum and Smi'th graduated from college in June
'\, : . ,
LA o .
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summer of 1970 in Cambrldge, Massachusetts, to help the
thousands of transients in the Boston area. At that
time Sanctuary operated a storefront counsellng center,
a hotline, and a hostel which gave free food and shelter

.. to runaways and other transient youth. - Based on the&ir -

-counseling .and teaching experiences, the authors present . .
case studies of 33 youth (12 females ,and 21 males) and ‘
their experiences. 1In the group of youth described, 26

\"were of rages 13 to 19, one third were black, the majority

‘Y'weré from working class or lowér middle-class families,

. ‘and one-half were from" “the metropolitan: Boston area.__The _
. hook dlscusses the challenges-and. mytbs of "street peoplen,_*
vlncludlng runaway youth. . - ST : _ o

N . - .

\ The authors p01nt out that runnlng away 'seems to .be -

an eéxtreme rather: than an atypical mode of response"'”' A7
(p.19), and that it is "often 1mposs1b1e to explain why
~one\kid leaves home and another, with pressures. that seem
s1mllar, remains" (p. '19). Sanctuary staff report that in
most instances .youth have run away. from home because of a
specific incident such as: gettlhg punished for smoking dope
. or for failing at school which is symptomatic of deeper
- and. more pervas1ve famlly conflicts.. Runaways 'can ' be:
-groupedllnto two categorles—-those 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-:
vwremaln ‘solely a- legal problem. but "what should be legally!
recognized are the reasons why kids sometimes can't live in
. their  homeés, situations which may cause kids much more harm
. than the act of running away" (pw~ 44). With respect to run-
.away serviceés, the authors . give 'the follOW1ng guldellnes S
| for counsellng runaways: (1) “The first Priority is to make
gfcontact with the kid: to tell her who you are; to.find out
who she is; to flnd out why she came. to you" (p. 19); (2)
‘Use all available'clues, 1nclud1ng fantasies-as a guide to
understandlng the youth; -and (3) "It is crucial to take -
.- seriously the complaints and dilemmas whiéh kids present
- rather than treatlng them as the result of a bundle of. .
@reudlan complexes" (p. 23) In those cases where’ reinte- .
gration with the family is desired, family counsellng or :
therapy should be used 1n addltlon to- ‘the youth S counsel—
ing. T : 9“- . . '
5 , ’ i L o
Bock,  Richard, and Engllsh Ablgall ' Got Me on the-Run;,”_
Boston. Beacon, l97° ' s

©  Bock a1d Engllsh, June 1971 college graduates, wrlte '
about runaway youth and the1r experlences 1n ‘the Boston area.
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The authors' descrlptlons and recommendatlons ‘are based on
their conversations with sixty runaways durlng the fall

and winter of 1971-1972 at youth. counsellng centers in

the Boston area and from their experlcnces as part-time

. counselors at the- Sanctuary Hostel in Cambridge  and the
hPlace Runaway’ 'House in Boston: Becausé there were many
'runaway youth of working-class homes in Boston in the _
early 1970's Bock and English conclude'that the publchzed'
image of runaways as alienated ' middle class youth is mis-

leading. The first sectlon of the book contains case °
_studles of twelve- runaways' experlences at home, at schocol,
on the street, in. runaway houses and in juvenile institu- .
_ tions. 1In addition to the. youth's own story, most of these
.vnarratlves include the accounts of parents, teachers,

" counselors.and legal officials who: know~the youth. The
book's second section cr1t1cally examines the social ‘insti-
tutions which have the greatest impact on the lives of
runaway youth--the family, schools, and the law. Suggestlon
and recommendatioéns for’ effectlve pOllCleS towards runaway
youth are made. C ‘ , o Sl

Jp——
-

6 . . . » : . . . . ) . ) ""-.,_ N .

D' Angelo, Rocco. .Families of Sand: A Report Concernlngithe
Fllght of Adolescents from Their Families. Columbus,\™
Ohio: School of Social Work Ohlo State Unlver51ty, N\
1974 ' : Co

. ...\
N

D' Angelo and hlS colleagues at the School of . Soc1al'
‘Work at-Ohio State Unlver51ty report a study 'in which they
compared 82 runaways in institutional settings in Franklln_

!_Count/, Ohio, 'with a matched group (on sex, race, grade%_ AN

.. .level, and residential demograph).of 82 volunteer non-ruh-r..

‘aways. from six public high Schools in the same area. “The*_.
\constltuent tralts of both groups or 164 1nd1v1duals were \Q
as follows: ~51. 3% female, 48.7% male; -74.4 white, 25.6% %
‘black; 56% urban, 44%-suburban; and mean ‘age, ' 15.9 years

for runaways, 15. 4 years: for’ non-runaways. . Comparisons
between the runaway group and non- runaway control group

were made in the- following areas: ‘home life, " rellglon,_
school, self- concept, relating to peers. . Running, away is
.described as "another symptom of eocalatlng incidence of .
family breakdown" in’' the-'United States 'in the early 1970' s..
The author states that "the :runaway group presents the \'
image of multi-problem families -with ‘unstable relations*
between family membersf(partlcularly the par\nts)‘aggra— f\

" vated by poor -interpersonal. communication, gfeat ; securlty N
about the future, and llv1ng for the: satlsfactVon o)
Aneeds (p“»22) :

'.f:, -
o
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When compared to ‘the control group of non-runaways '
-the institutionalized runaways were more often from
g.b}ékeh{ﬁﬁﬁéﬁf”préSented a more negative impression of
- their parents, reported more physical abuse, -experienced
more alienation and less trust with their parents,
reported much lower - académic' averages in ‘school, were
involved in ‘legs activities at school, had difficulty
‘forming closé‘fﬁiendshipS)’demonstrated;a'ldwer,degree
of 'self-accéptance on & standard attitude scale, had a.
lower \ elf-goncept to théir physical condition (which
was substantiated by more illness and hospitaiization),
argued with parents more about "friends“, and avoided
more structured or programmed activities. Extensive re-
commendations fox:.dealing with the runaway problem are
made according to three major themes: (1) help families
in"trouble by having crisis. oriented services and reach-
out programs for one-parént and step-parent families; . (2)
S Timprove the -school”environment by providing more alter- )
““hatives; (3) reform the juvenile ‘justice system by intrer
ducing more flexibility. (Includes €extensive bibliography
~on.rynaways, juvenile delinguency and other related topics.)

R o . X AN A . . s . e I3
-

J

”7ﬂ §nanJ Leo.  Child Pé;éhiat:y. (3£d”ea:yff'§bfiﬁgfield;l__-
i Tliin@}S*"Cfc' Thomas, 1957. ' S T

_Kﬂf > In the sQétiQﬁfBﬁ*deiinquency i this bbok[‘child}
"f~$§§chi§trist Kikner,discusses running away from home

. -as.an Jnusual, "atypical" phenomenon. He states that . .
~._Some reasons .for hynning;away are (1) an unpleasant home, ~

;léléy*a’ﬁéar_bf punishment,"and (3) anger at parents. for :
‘\‘b‘fEETVEﬁ*unfairnesSﬁ&scapégoating), " In addition,.a - |
\\%ﬁfbve_qﬁ'adventyré" is\often ‘a ‘factor. A fugue, wandering
. inga "condition.'of clouded consciousness", is a special.’

; sﬁgfmnﬁf\runggng\§®ﬁy’whiqh‘isvfounﬁ\@ainlyLin>ca;és of .
xis?ﬁi@ppﬁ;enia?fﬁYst@:iggahd.epilepsyﬁ Co oL C
N N N R
\\§ {\ o ““"“"‘::“ﬁ?f" .. :_ }\ \‘_\\‘l '.\.‘ —_ | e | o »» .‘ . | . o S g
. Minehan;—T. . Boy and Gixl*Tramps of America. New York: '
e Grosset .amd-Dunlap, 1934, o o

‘§§<_" 'Dufinékthe5earlyvl930's soqiologisE:Minehah posed as

- Na@Pum and travelled with transient youth in train cars -

_*Bxor "jungle “camps" to mission shelters. Minehan's find-

2. ings and impressions of transient youth from 509 ‘case
“histories (493 males, 16 females) and 956 interviews
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(884 males, 72 females) are presented in his book. The - -

large majority .of youth:-and adults on the road during
the post-depression years left home becausc of hard
times- caused by economic problems. The majority were
from the industrial eastern. cities and stayed within a
500 mile radius of where: they left home. There were

"very few rural or farm boys in the transient youth popu-

lation. Minehan vividly. describes how the transient
youth-got food and clothing and. where. they slept during
these hard times. Begglng was the most common occupation
"on the bum'"™. To survive on the road oné needed to be

~quick, alert, gutsy -and physically- strong. Mlnehan

presents an historical analysls of vagabondage which- points
out how nost societies in social chaps have large groups of

homeless' wanderers. To service the large transient youth .

population of the 1930" s, Minehan retommends the establish-

ment. 6f youth camps to train youth. for a comple< soc1al

—"‘"llfe and its problems.

2

Mirphy, Patrick T. - Our Kindly Parent--the State: The

Juvenile Justice System and How It WOrks. New York
+Viking, 1974 : -

In this bodx, Murphy, chief attorncy with the Juvenile
Legal Aid Society in Illinois. in the early 1970's, describes.
the operation of the juvenil= justice system in - Illinois and

" "his struggle via legal channels to change manyiof its pro-

cedures. Even though one chapter is entitled "Runaways and -
the Courts,“‘the treatment of runaways and .other: chlldren
considered "minors in need of, superV1sLon”‘1s documented
in*illustrative case studies throughout the book. Despltc
the excellent goals of the original reformers and the i
lofty language of juvenlle court codes," Murphy states that
"the simple fact is that 'after 'seven decades, .juvenile cout'ts

are ‘a failure,". for they “have deprived children of ‘orocedur-

al safeguards and have taken away thelr liberty" (p. 9).

Murphy descrlbes the efforts of. hlS office to lltlgatc‘
1n ‘both the 'state and federal courts concerning the follow-
-ing prlorlty areas: (l) the incarceration of youth for :
running away from home,- (2) the eparatlon of children frou
. parentsuon.- "neglect" charges ‘when in fact the parents were
merely poor and not-simply neglectful, (3) th¢: proccduraﬂ
‘defects in thé system, such as the refusal of the court ito
inform: parents and children of the consequences of certain
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/ : .
admissions, (4) the questionable "rehabilitative". prd-
‘cedures of . juvenile institutions, such as isolation

~and drug treatments, and (5) the "dumping" of "neglected"
children in 'state and ocut-of-state institutions. Murphy
concludes that "with the exception of the small percent-
age of youngsters legitimately charged with serious felony
offensés, most of the children and families dragged be nre
the court today are'there_ﬁor.reasons.closelywrelated to .
"racial attitudes and poverty" and that "the court is ex-
pected to become some type of social instrument to resolve

-the problems that lack of money caused" (p. 172). ’

1 | | P | o
~0'Connor, z.C. [The Runaway Boy in’ the Correctional School.
' New York: Teacher's College, Columbia University, 1938.

In 15629-1930 psychologist O'Connor conducted a study -
comparing runaways to non-runaways at thé 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 school
were compared in 1929-1930 and SiX years later with a con-
trol group of 125 boys who had never run from the school

during ‘one year of residénce. Even though the only statis-
gﬁytical Signifiéant'difquence between ‘the two gfoups'wa%'age
“". (the' runaways being -olider) | the runaways tended. ' to be iess
adjusted'to“the‘instigution, most used to running away

hefore correztional s heol, less socially flexible, and
“without many interests. Reasons given for running away
included lack of fairness.at the institution, desire to see
family, unhappy‘at.schoolj problems with authorities, - '
pressure of group runaways, .and merit .system. : The runaways:
adjustment ‘after the institution tended .to be~inferior ‘to
that of .the. non-runaway. ' ' T
11 _ R
Robey,- Ames. The runaway girl. In O."Pollak and A.-Friedman

- (kds.), Family Dynamic§ and Female Sexual'Delianency.'

Palo Alto: Science and Behavior Books, 1969. .

, .Basc¢d on his work with two Massachusetts ‘court clinics,
psychiatrist Robey discusses the chéracteristics of running
away, one of the most frequent forms of acting-out in the -
adoloscentjgirl,g-Running away is defihed- as "leaving home
without permission for at least overnight, wiﬁh.thé:statedp
intent to run away" (p. 128). Robey enphasizes that runnihg-
away’ for adolescent girls, "far from being & childish .
escapade, ' is almost invariably-indicative of eéxteénsive ‘and -
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. severae individual and family pathology" (p. 127). After
recognizing that running away can result from a wide
- variety '0f intolerable home situations, Robey points out -
that "irn 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 o
‘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. . : C ' '

With respect to the treatment process, Robey recom-
mends that the major emphasis should be placed "on the
dynamics and on the observed fact that treatment is'® = . . "o
~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 thé mother and daughter, striking improvements :can.be
., made but "prognosis for a successful adult adjustment must:
" remain guarded" ‘o. 137). Witnout treatment, the "long-
\term results are almost always undesirable" . {p. 137); the -
dolescent runaway girl “tends to leave school early and
~fn@quently marries early before the age .of ' consent.
(See also 69) . = 7 7 ‘ - - S

. Wein, Bibi.  The Runaway Generation. - New York: McKay,

CURE

. In this book the author gives her impressions, based
on numerous. interviews with youth on the two coasts, about:
the adolesceént) population of the late 1960's.- Wein divides
A;ggaréél,rebels of the late sixties into three, non-over-
=*lapping categories--dopers, street-dwellers, and radicals--,
" and concludes/ that there are really. no "peaceniks" or "love"
- people in thils "younger-than-hippie generation." In order
. tO0 show that‘tpe teenagers of .the late 1960 period are
“"quite unlike those 'of previous generations" (p. 26), Wein
‘describes the <late fiftiés' high school scene, of which the
- author was-d:member, 'in a suburban Philadelphia town and
:\compaﬁesvii with the attitudes, beliefs and behavior of -
high school students ten years later. She points out- that
bt

\Qhe.VWould;be—beat-generation"~of the fifties was quite
\Mfergyp/than the youth 6f the hippie‘generatLOn;,"the. A k
dichotpmy between beat ‘and square was not one of the I

. 4 ,/ : — ] - . . . ) .
7 "‘:. . . ’ ) ) "t ) Ce . o X 0
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Revolutionary versus the Pig, the Peace Marcher versus

the Hawk; or even the turned on awareness versus the

closed off" but .the battle of the fifties' teenagers .
was one "of and against the middle cnéés:‘ the unigue,
the .individualist, the non-conformisf versus thz medio-

cre, the ordinary" {(p. 63). ’ T e

.One 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 intc three categories:, (l)“TrippieSr—youth
without a commitment to or even an understanding of the
street scene who arc on the street "lcoking for action” but’
return to théir homes at night after "tripping", (2) Street
Kids--youth dropouts from society who have committed them-.
.selves to a street life of few comforts,\pénhandling and
wandering like the older established street population,-
and (3) Runawavs--youth who are on the street temporarily -
after deciding on "the spur of the moment" to leave home
"after weeks or months or years of miséry over a home or .
school situation, after frustragion, irritation, torturé,;
boredom, depression, whim " (p. {183). - Wein points out ’
that a runaway youth has made a \independent ‘decision to
~run to something or away from s m&ELAaing, usually out of a
very basic commitment to him/heysél: and his/her desires,
nceds and possible desperations.  Some of the problems of
vouth on the run, as well Aas the scrvices of thé Diggers
in Los Angel: s and the Huckleberry louselin San Francisco, :
arc ‘briefly described. From her informal \study, of" youth, °
Wein concludes that adolescent fevolt is nbt a. atural® .
stage of development 'but a situation that sSocibty. creates.
by not giving 'youth responsinility and iddeﬁgQ-en " soon
enough. C : : e N .
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13 ; _ _ .
- Ambrosinc, Lillian. j Runawe ':. - Zay's Education, 1971, 60,
26~23., : S :

" the plight of runaways in the United Statés today. A runaway is
““"any person below a specified \age Ilimit wl'\lo/nas left his legal ~
. residence without the }mosvlédgé\or consent of his parents or

. guardians". (p. 26). The age limit, which varies fram state to

1% state, is usually 18. “Reliable statistics on runaways are hard

.t torobtain. Most estimates are baséd on missing person. records

©' or police arrest files. Tt is reported: that in 1970 at least

) ane-half a million youth under'18 ran\away. - Ambrosino points -

i} out that -anyone who helps a rimaway can be prosecuted for 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, only. five cities

\ had halfway houses, while most cities 'had _hotl&n giand free
\clinics. (See also 1) S Voo U
Amstrong, Clairette, P. A psychoneurotic reaction of delinquent .
boys and:.girls. Journal of Abnormal and So¢ial Psychology,
1937, 32, 329-342. o - S

" The ‘author, employed by the DomestJ'Kc“ Relations Gourt of
New York City, describes youths who are arraigned as delinquents
~ 'in children's courts for running away from home or ancther place
of abode. From the approximately 8,000 elinquents (ages 8 - 15) -
who were seen by the Children's Division f the New York City
court each year, 660 runaway boys. descri 23 in Armstrong. {1932))
and 122 runaway girls lccdted in court clin‘c records for 1932-
1933 were compared and described. Of these 780, runaways, the A
average age was 13 - 1 years for boys and ‘14 - 4.years for . - =
"girls; the average Stanford-Binet score was about 77; about
| 68% were -behind grade levei in school; about 44% were fram: |
~~- unbroken hames and 20% fram foster hames;- 60% of the girls
and.87% of the boys ran away alone, and. 28% of the girls and .
"+ 79% of the boys had run away more than once. Armstrong describes
running away as a-"psychoneurotic" reaction. ‘She states that
" "running away from home is a strong inﬁimatioh‘of a more-or
“less -continuous state of fear, -distress and insecurity, aroused
by various stimuli, from which crystallize an unfortunate and
unstable make-up. (p. :332). Ammstrong concludes that hame

TAMDrosino, 'a free-lancs write~ and author, briefly describes

deserters are generdlly ."offspring of a low level Of population, L A

the majority immigrants,\who e[sta_l)lish ‘unwholesame hapes which
A Lo N e e T
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- poor standards generally, where the stress of existence in a-
difficult urban. envirorment causes disruption of the family -
and added disaster to the child, who, because of innate \
intellectual inferiority, cannot shoulder the burden of his
: scholastlc and social environment"” {pgs. 340-341). See Clso 2).

lS ’

Baer, Damel J. Taxonomic dlassification of rrale d._lmquents
fram autoblographlcal data and subsequent recidivism.
Jour"lal of Pschho]ogy, 1970, 76 1), 27-31.

, Baer- - a member of the psydhology department of Boston =3
College descra.bes\a 'study in which 60 adjudlcated Massachusetts
"males", (ages 15% - 17) who had no.severe psychopathology or . \
mental retardatlon were glven a 75 item self—report Blographlcal '
Questionnaire one month prior.to. parole and one year later.
A taxonanic analysis” of the data revealed three groups. Although
there were no significant associations between the groups and
recidivism, a trend was noticed: the group lowest in recidivism
had- the lowest portion of stubborn children and runaways and _
the hlghest incidence of larcency—thert offenders.

\
"6 . ",. . . N . o ] . \\
‘Balser, .B.H. - A behavior problem——nmaways. Psychiatr‘ic Quarterly,™
1939 13, \539 -557. ' ‘ R
, Balser descrlbes the runaways of all ages seen at the psychl—
atric clinic of the New York Traveler's Aid Society. Of 300 T
© . cases at the clinic, 89 were "behavior problem, - runaways"; 59,
- schizophrenics; and 35, mentally defective. The reasons for -
~ the 89 individuals runn_mg away were' the" follown.ng hereditary -
_or emotional factors in the home (26), "broken hames—children
(15), young wives and mothers (13), undeterm.med (10) , economic
insecurity (9), specified physical and mental disorders (8), and
~adventure (4). Of the 89 runaways, 74 (83%) weré under 21 years '
‘old with the| peak age being seventeen (14 cases). Balser states
tHat runnlng away can be a p051t1vé step in problem solvmg :
for an individual. \ : : S

Belkin,“Alice. Wy boys run away from hame (Abstracts of rI’n:eses)
- -Smith- Colleqe Studles in Soc1al Work, 1940, ll 132 133.

For her masters thesm in- soc1al work, Belkln mvestlgated
the case histories of 11 boys -(eges 9-16) who were brought to
o . the . Judge Baker Guidance Centér in Boston because they frequently
17 ¢y ran away. 411 ‘these boys were ineurotic and aggre551ve, and ex- v
hibited disturbed relatlonsmps with adults ‘as well as abnormal \ '
PSy chosexual development In each case the boy s relatlonshlp




with F° parents was disturied and anbivalent. Only one case

" was s_f‘ocssful'lv treated. -The procmo;ia for treatment was poor
since wwe boys responc:ea to amiety in a treatment session by

. nmn mg away.

18 ' ‘

Blood, Llnda and D'Angelo, Rocca; vA pvo;:' ess research report
on value issues in conflict between nrinaways and their
parents. Journal.of Wanlag«_ and ths lramll\ . 1974, 36,
486—d°l :

Blood (affiliated with the Unlvesttj of Rlpde Island)
and DAngelo (affiliated with the School of Sucial Work, Ohio
Staie University) describe the resulis of a pilot study which
was de51gned to develop "an instrument that could discriminate
between minor as opposed to major themss.in .conflictual be-

- havior found in parent—chJ 1d interaction" (p. 486). The study:
involved 60 runaway youth from a Jarger mminaway study conducted -
during 1972-1973 (see 6) and 50 non-runaway youth who were-fion—

- rancomly selected and substantially différent from the runaways
.in.& variety of ways. There was a 51r*m icant differerce in
responses between the runaway and non-runaway youth ©On 15
(8 minor and 7 major) out of the 39 items (21 minor and 18 major)
of the Value Issue Scale. Punaways, as C(;ﬂ’paled ‘to. non-runaways,

_showed more intensity of conflict on the issues as well as con-
flict on a broader range of issues. The authors conclude that -
the runaways' responses suggést that key issues for runaways
are those of -parental ucceptance, parental rcn-expression of-
love,7and parents failure to 11ste.n and ccmmunlcabe (See "
also 6) -

19 '
.. Canaday, Louis J. A way of predlctnng the probable ocutcome
of treatment of young children who run away. (Abstracts of

.. = Theses). Sma_th College Studies in Social w::w}\ 1940 11,
N 134. | | A

For her masters thesis in social work, Candday, at the

Illinais Institute for Juvenile Research, studied 28 white
runaway\children under 12 years of age, whose cases had.beén
treated ~d subsequently closed by the So\,1a1 \Services Depart- _
ment - durlng the 1930's. Canaday. reports the follow:.ng significant ’
facts: there yere six boys for each glrl their" ‘ages were equally
dlstrlbuted be‘“ween 7.and 11 years, -and mosc had. & low J.ntelllgence
score. Two cases:showed significant- unblovenent, 9, slight im-.
provement; 12, no mfprove'rent and. 5 dropped: treatment. The
‘author pomts out how the parental attitude Lowards the runaway : o
event .determines théir attitude towards treatment. The: pavents - -~
(about two—-thirds) who had jecting attitudes u(?WdrdS treat— -
ment viewed runm.ng as a symptam of . the clulx 's unhag,plnesq
‘or mladjustmen ¥, a J_r“cmplehenszble bdla\aor, ds part of a
delmquency pattern, or as a family trait. Thos parents who ;
sav running away &s i@ Sy mptam of their rrlm fallme as parpnts i -
wexre more. LOOle ative in Lreatm:nt '

61
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Charberlin, Cecil R. Running cway during psychocherapy. Bulletin

of the Menninger Clinic, 1960, 24* 288-294

L.

In this article psychiatrist ChambérlinwpreéentS‘a case
study of a l4-year-old boyv who ran away.from a state hospital.
The author discusses the inplications of ruming away for the
relationship between the therapist and patient. This analysis
of the sympton of rurming away illustrates that the action met”
four' needs of the boy: (1) need to show independence, (2) need
te be loved, (3) need to raise self-esteem, and (4) neéd to
express aggression toward,authd{ity. N '

- Clarke, R.V.G. Approved school byy absconders 2;& corporal -

punistment.  British Journzl of Criminology, 1966, 6,
©364-375. T R '

\
Clarke, an M.A. resear:h worker \at the Kingsﬂooh\Classifying
and Training School's in Bristol, Englana, reports on the relation-
 sidp between corporal punishmenc (cani}J) and absconding from the
. Kingswood Clascifying School for thegpéiiod 1960-1964. \Absconding
uis=defihed,as "any occasion of being ahsent fiom theﬁsghqol without -
permission, irrespective of duration of absence" (p. 365)\, During .’
the five vear 'time period Studied, percent, of admissions absconding
ranged from 9.487 (1962) to 16.26% (1%64),\and the percent)\of ''re-.
‘covered abscondings: caned" ranged ern_SS.é% (1963) to 76%-(1960).
From his analyses, Clarke concludes that-a boy was more likely to
. have been caned for absconding if (1) he had\nm away with others
"rather thari by himself, (2) he had comnitted bffenses while oh the
. tum for which he was not.charged by the policé, and (3) he bad been
*." gone for one'day. . Furthermore, caning was not\related to..(l) the
nurber of times previously absconded, (2) age, '(3) récidivism, (4)
“the number of days after admission in school, (5) caning  for a pre-
vious: absconding. and (6) the muber of other!abﬁcondings in'the\

pe-iod pricr to'the boy's récovery: ~(See.also 23, 23, 60) \
Clarke,. R.V.G. .Seasonal and other envirommental abpects of \

. absconding by epproved school, boys. British Journal of S
Crimirology, 1967,,7, 195-202. = 7 ; o o
. S T VAT T SR .
Ry In'this article Clarke;-an M.A. research worker at the STy
4 ¥irgswood ‘Classifving-and Training Schools in Bristo , England,
- R&iaxﬁnes the envirormental factors related to absconding from
- “the'\Kinpswood Classifying School for boys for the five year ‘
- ¢ peried, 1960-10€5. “Absconding is- defined as 'being absent: =~ - |
" from school without permission, irxespeltive of duration of B
-:-aﬂsencgi (p..196) .. Of .the 4,096 adrissions to thé school
'dd%%ngjghé fivefyear‘bé:idﬁ,'theréJwefe“610"hbscohdin§
3

’ \ IR S 39 - R ,Xv_ — .#\

.\.

s by-476 boys. |-




Clarke riclwdes that absconding (1) -increased in the winter,
which s best explained by the Lﬂcrche in hours of darkness,
(2} war rot related to rainfall, and (3) was €lightly affected
by the distarce of the bo» s home area. (See also 21, 23, 60)

23. ) . .
 Clarke, R.V.G. Absconding and adjustment to the training schcol.
British Journal of Criminclogy, 1968, 285-295. :

Clarke. an M.A. research wozkér at the Rmc%wood Classifying
.and Training Schcols in Bristol, England, followed the records
~of 822 boys sent from the r\mgswood Classifying School into

various. training scheols in 1963. In the sample of 822 boys,
86 (10.5%) absconded’ fram KJnx,swood and 318 (38.7%) absconded
at least once in training school. Of these 318, 46 (5.6% . LT T

.of the 822) were psrsistent absconders, defined as-those-wio
" "absconded at least- once for each threeznortns thev vere in
“school" (p. 287). From h_..S analyses, Clarke concludes that-
~ boys who mm away from one antltutlon willgenerally rum avas e —
fram another. Specifically in this study, those bovs with
e”qrmgmc records in classifiying school and thos boy Ymo
S ohad prev1onsly been to a training school were more ddikely + :
ke absconders (especially persistent ones) fram training chonls C
Furthermore, boys who were persistent absconders frém traini —
=chool were most often sent to another approved school or to

-
a detention center rather than receive a normal release under - ™~
suoenuswon " {See also 21, 22, 60). : :
24 — R ‘ LT

Coleman, Richard, Racial differences in runaways. Psychological
Re@rts, 1¢68, 22(1), 32l—~322 : n
In this study runaways’ frum Lyman School a tra.mmg in-

stitution for male delinquents fram 11 to 17 'years of age, .
were described and campared by race,_age, and; total time as
inmates. Fram a population of 4, 748 male delmquents, there

- Wére 458 white and 58 black (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 B
school without permission, who fled from staff. personnel while - T
in transit, or who did not return as scheduled to the institution ;"\-\'
following a visit to his haee" (p. 321). Although the blacks had P
been in the mstz tution for a slightly 1onger time (6.2 months
as carpared to 7.0 months) the mean age- 6f the runaways in both

7 groups was 14.8 years. -Black inmates“accounted for significantly
fewer runavays;-they represented 24.6% of the total 1nst1tutlon s
" population ard only 11.2% of a_'ll/nmaways '

[
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(,I*v": tal, David,
“hippieland.

In the

o

-

and 'L‘o’j“ “iwin H. R social work mission to
Tididren, 1969, 16(1), 28-32.

"sumrer of “f*’a’ (3 967) in San Francisco the bay

area Jewish Welfare Federation spo*wsoref‘ a special ‘project

iincer., “he joint auspices cf the United Jewish Camminity Centers
(13, ‘evecutive rﬁrrr tor) and the Jewish Family Service Agency
(Crystal, Airechor'. ]
erd participrani obserwer to work with the "hippies”, including

runaway vouth,

The project hired a female social worker

in the Haight-Ashury aree. The soc’~21 worker

fourd that most of the large nurber of " ippies" - ‘ncis
in_ the.summer of 1967 wars hetimen = - - of . =, e
) 'IH“‘!?‘] tv }"m*‘q tetwesy 770 7 s larce number were fram

Jev’

Q@Y\/" C('C
L'TTPT bq’s" UUQ [

reunds. 'I_j}gﬁmnawavs seen bv the

Lriefly mentioned — where thay
and where they were referred for

£ the article, is corncerned with the authors!

Gpmie

iy
N
=

2 che Hppie wnvp-ren “Hippies are

characterized as today’'s young Bohemians who represmt a
protast age dnst depersnrs alization, domputerized thinking and

{doing,

26

- ErglistCITtford

and akeye 211,
living awl their

i

Society, 1972, 1

Tng] ish
experiences ag

the distortion between people’s daily

alleged othics and values" (p. 32).

_,A,I—/—"—“__ . -

avlm bemen Ay *-},,)ology of runaways

'U, 24,

prw( wemte his purceptions alout runaways fram his
o counsalor an (zone iouse, a drop-in center for

runaways in Ann Arior, Michigae, in the Larlt 1970's. e
on interviews and clsaratic Tover N0 . ys frow

Augnisty

Was conehkruct .

ireaks.

0

1970, +o

The: floaters

oo
o

Cleaters, o unaways, @“‘4rfer$, a ocoad

those that i .turn home af fter. a few

- days,  are the 1a~g0%t fn‘f‘u;- «f the adolescent street culture.

. A runaway is distinguished from a floater by the longer-time .
he/she stays away., Sore of the reasons why youths run away

\ave Yheal thy™ =uei as

\‘rua?'mn. ther y nirh Tun te keep a secret or unshared

getting ont ot a destructive family

- proRlen such as pregnancy or to call attention and bring hel 1p
Jto am\unheppy family situation. "The splitters" refers to a

o Byeak %

cifiad -pattern of
ach mm\\nwl they become "tored", when they split just "fox
\,ne. ha8ll of

e oLack

are theNgtreet.

runavays who stay hone aftor retiwning

to the dp viant subculture. The: karc1 road
1r>r1\7f s, usually 17-20 years old,

-

Sstrad gnt world” and have been eoné- ror

fo) Lorasiy typology of runaways

~
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v
[
. /
~
~
~.
-~ -
' <



rry 'N

-
/
E - - 2o~ .
arring-on, Donald ., Shelcan,
Chzerrations on runavay chil

<11liam, arnd MacKay, Jamss R '
he a
Giild welfare, 1963, 42, 286-291.

e

_ The authors, a psychiatrist and two sccial werkers, describe
8 runaways (22 bovs and 6 girls) from Spaulding Youth Center
in Tilton, New Hampshire, an cpen resmentlal institution for
the care and treatment of emotionally disturbed children. The
youth described had been cone froo the ceriter withcut permission

= l\)

|

for a camb: totzal of 85 ocras. uns for periods ranging from
several . .- rineteen days. . The average age of the runaways
wi=n admatzed o the center was 13.5 vezrs. The a-hors con-

clude frar their -linical.cohservatic s “iat “there is no single
causal fact:: i 2ain the runaway behavior of ¢his group of
children" (.. Four major constr-cts explaining why
children rar. away from the center are described: (1) crisis
sitistions, (2) attention-uetting, (3) withdrawal, (d" irpaired
family relationships. The growr of runaways in the * dmpajred -
family relationships" class was the larcest and most camplex.
Methods of rnaging runawmy children in a residential setting
are discusscd. The authors state that a large number of chil-

T dren who have dealt with their homne problems by.running aw ay

~zan ke helpcf in a residential setting by using the runaway -
behaviors thera r)euthall to help the child understand his
relationship to tis family.

28 » ] e .

Footer, Ravnil M. Intrapsychic and envircnmental factors in
running away {yom Jurie.  American Journal of Ortheysychiat ry,
1962,.32, 476-49]. I

Foster. ~tv chor ob e ronarvion Deparument Psychiatric
Clinic in L uwjeles, studied _runaways, vho were brought before - .
t‘n= Juvenile Court. The term "nmnning away" is defined as

"an absence fram hcm@, of any duration, at any time prior to
the clinic study, which the subject himself refers to or accepts
reference to as running away fram hame" (p. 487). Of 225 cases
(144 boys -and: 8l girls) referred to the clinic in 1959-1960,
there were 102 runaways (50 boys and 52 .girls). - The major

portion of the staxiy concerns the- exten51ve camparison of 100_ __ . .

_runaways (54 boys, 46 girls) s with 75 Tonmumna way delinguents

seen by the author at the clinic. The most impressive significant
difference between the exj<orimental and control groups was the
larger incidence of earlier parent-child separation’ for both
the boy (49 out of 54 tases) and girl (42 out of 46 cases)
‘funaways. The most freqguent parents-child separation involw SN
the child's father hefore the child was five, without subse-
quent return of the father. 1In adﬂitionf the runaway group. dig-
played more p1y51ca] aggression and oper sexual activity in the

-
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hore, more step-parents or adoptive parents, more mobility,

more overt parental rejection of child, more truancy and deviant
sexual behaviours.. The author concludes that one important im-—
plication of his finding is the reaffirmation of the view that
delinquent bebavior is "a function of distrubed parent-—child
relationships rather than more remote envirormmental factors
such as neighborhood characteristics" - (p. 490).

29 B o "
Goldbery, Martin. The runaway Fmericans. Mental Hygiene,
1572, 56 (Winter), 13-19. '

rsychiatrist Goldberg reports a study, carried out at

. the Trateler’'s Aid Society of Philadelphia, of "pecple in
“flight" - "pecple who have made or are carrying out.unplanned
geographical moverents'  (p. 13). Fram 1000 clients for
which same data.was collected, about 230 were classified .as
flight pecple, zbout 275 as firs: flight people, and about
250, as controls. “The flight group consisted of-pecple who
had "carried out at least three unplanned or very poorly
planned geographic moves in the five years prior to contactinc.-
Philadelphia Travelers 2id Society ' (p. 14). No clients _
under 16 years. of.age 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. The- first flight (718)
and flight (78%) groups were disproportionately high in males
compared to the control group- (55%) . ; 7

While there was no significant difference between the

flight group and controls in education or sociceconamic class,
the flight group were more often ( p<.01) divorced or ‘separated,
had more often (p< ..01) never owned their own hame, were living
currently withcut paying for lodoing (p% .001), ‘and tended to -
have keen unerpiloyed fram one to three years or to have held’
eight or more different jobs in the past five years (p. .01). "
Fran the clinical observations and tests, - the flight people
.- were noted as having patterns of excessive and chronic dependency,’

low and limited frustration tolerances, marked impulsivity, and

ita marked tendency to misrepresent themselves. In addition,

~the flight clients were generally "loners" and had significantly
more ‘diagnoses of mental illness, chiefly psychoses or personality
disorders. Goldbery recammends that "half-way" house facilities
for "flight" people should be available in the major urban areas
.across the country. , : S ‘

66
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ldreie:, John, and Dean, Robert D. The runaway: person, -
problem cr situation? Crime and Delinguency, 1973. 7
19(4), 539-544. (Also in United States Senate, Hearings
on Runaway Youth before the Subcamittee to Investigate
Juvenile Delinquency of the Camittee on the Judiciary.
92nd Congress, lst session. Pp. 233-238. January 13-14,
1972). o Vo

68

. Goldmeier, an associate professor at Maryland's iSchool of

© Social Work and Cammnity Planning, ‘and Dean, a M.5.W. juvenile

'probation counselor in Montgamery County, Maryland, describe
a,study in which they compared 57 youths (20 boys and 37 giris,
ages 12-18), who ran away fram hame in Montgarery -County, Maryland,
in the summer of 1971 with €8 non-runaway youths (25 toys and 43

- girls). ‘A runaway is'defined as "a boy or girl who left hame
without parenta’ permission' (p. 541). Results of a self-acdmin-
istered, confidential questionnaire capleted 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 pregrams.at school and from hames where\one\
of the natural parents was absent" (p. 541). The two groups —
—~were not different on variables such as number of children in :
family, sex, sibling camposition in family, and parent occupation
or incame level. In addition, runaways (1) tended to feel like.
running away when upset, (2) received poorer grades and had more-
differences with teachers in school, (3) tended to be less at
ease at lome and less warm towards their parents, .and (4) turhed

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 peer relationships. The authors conclude .
that "it may be possible to view the runaway act as a situational
‘response and a positive aspect of coping, wherée. Support is sought
fram peers ‘rather than fram the adult-daminated environment of
—-the family or the school" (p. 543;. : '

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

Gordon, & psychiatrist with the Public Health Service, )
describes his-evolving role as a donsultant to alternativs social
- -services for youth, mostly runaways. The article focuses on
alternative youth programs in the Washington, D.C. area—" -
; S N RO i F ! B
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a suburkan rotline and an uzhban srow /E foster hare, The author
states that e mental health profass o*ﬂal who works with young

pecpie on alrernative proljects » st /*'* understand the youth's

needs, aspirations, ideals and . o« g ations as well as hig

or her o’m. In addition, profes sigh, i1 training guarantees

neither acceptance nor usefulness £o alternative service

projects. The author descrites ! 'S' xoclogical and political o

apprcach by giving many examoles s T his collective meetings

“with the stas fc of the two alte:ative vouth proiacts. Gordon -

‘attributss his Jseul_r.ess toc these projects to his recognition

alorc w1tb ther of the "impovigrment of traditional services"

anc his "sense ihat a1tc.*nat1w: sz rlces-whici a:x controlled

Ly ceqple in them, not Ly a bireav.ratic or professicnal hierarchy,

off :r a new and better way for people" (p. 43). (See alsc 101,

10¢) '

32 ) : ‘ "
Gothbery, Laura C. 7 cuarparison of the Le‘v"Su}l:illt of runaway
Girls with a control group as er.ressed in the themes of
uiurr“' 's Thematic Apverception Test, Awerican Journal of o
fental - ./:f;mmcy, 1947, 351, 62,-631. _ w7

Gothherg, a MA psycholocist at the Mansfield State Trammg
School in Connectlcut, cescribes a study in which she campared
the Thematic Appercepticn Test (TAT) scoves of ten females vho
had runaway at least twice fram the institution to those of ten
fJ»a1e non-ruvnaways who were matched in age, intelligence, and

' build (height and weight). The nean age of the twenty
fex.mles was atout 20 years old, with the range being -14-11 to
25-0 years. The range of all females' IQ scores was fram 49 .-
~to 68v--Gothberg.-found that the runaways related to the ex-
perimenter rore warmly than the controls. In addition, the
total number of ideas' expressed by the runaways was almost 30
percent more-than the nen-runaways, even though the total number -
of different ideas was emqual. The runaways expressed the same
there as many as six times during a TAT session, while the .
cortrols Never repeated one thare e than four times. The
two most recurring themes for both qroupb were "need for love
and protecticn" frunaways - 33 times; controls --13-times) and
"self-agjression” (runaways - 24 times; controls - 15 times).
The runaways also used the following thames more than ten times
conflict with parents (16 tines), aggression toward female (15
tines;,. famale as agoressive (14 tines), and desire to conform
(12 tires; .- B

Green,” J.K., ‘& Martin, D.M. Abég)mﬂxlf'fi@i{ approved schools ...
2s learned xx,hdvmr. A ‘statistical study. Journal of
I?(Jsearch in Lrlmc and Ijelmqucnc v, 1973, 10(1), 73-€6.

i’

| Statistician (‘roen‘and }mvchol(ql st Iiaﬂ in dlsc'uqs' wheuie_
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The Salads ,1e analy?ed ;ncltded 244 Lqu (ages 13 to 15) who had -
neve: roaway fram hame and whe, were aoaaitted to an Intermediate
trairing school in Fngland e tween May, 1464, and November, 1967.

Using sophicticated-statistical methddologies to tnderstand the

76 ahwconders' behaviov, the authors found rno evidence that ab-
@cord?xq is learnad and some evidence that the sanple was
hetrogeneous at the onset in runaway tendencies. . Inst:ad.of

> a chance distribution, the Jrequency distribution for abscondlng
appealed to ke negatlve blncnual one

:'\,:‘—/— B N l
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. Gréén,’Mark J. Qunawa;s.on the leqal lnash “Prial, 1971, |

. Y . PO

' Green, a lamyer, presents an overview of the law regardlng

- .children and youth, espmc1"il/ runavays. Until 1967, and de-

. &4 cisions in the Kent and Gaplt case, the law derégd! ed children.
_They weré cansidered: "enfahts terribles" who were in need of
training and social contral.” Consequently, schools exnibited -

~ "in loco parentis® over thtn\and courts exercided ‘perents patllae"

 over. them, while. the family's CCOhOﬁlL suppoct bound them to the

T hce s _AIRCET every state has a "runaways" statute vhich forhids
youth, ushall \% denlned as pnder 21, frcnmJoaV1ng'kmne without -

sarental consent ard which Drov1des for poliice 1nterventlon,
if necessayy, -to retrieve them" (pl 28). + The most cammen estimate

- ~is that there are about one idllion runawa/s uncdar 21, nalf of
which are under 17. w..Gregn points out that the present runaway .
,statutes V1olate three notions of civil liberties whilch the Lnlted
States gives to adults: (1) right of personal freedom +o live
where one wants; ()) "rlght to be’ 1eft alone"; and (3) "rlght

Ny

T to travel " S : . : \ -
3_) . Y T B LI - - =
.~ . Greene, Nancy B., and Fsselstyn T C. The! beyond control glre.
';;.‘<'-‘k.Juvenlle Justice, 1972 23 (5), 13- 19 TR B
s In thlS article, @reene, a socaal workex - who is the probatlon

" ‘supervisor in-Santa Clara County, California, and- Esselstyn,_
profassor of sociology at.the California Staté University at
San Jose,. discuss so-called "beyond ¢ontrol" girls. "Beyond
'contrel“ﬂusuaily vefers to‘"undovernable, unmanageable, *incorri-
gible" and/or juvenile behaviors: which are considered "dlsplea51ng{
- -baffling, defiant or threatening.” The authors point out that~g" ™"
- great deal of subjectivity enters the decision to call a juvenlle

\ "beyond control" as opposed to a law V1olator._ In the case’ of
. - females, thie term often is considered a“iynonym for sexual pre-
_ee_g;wcoc1ty The authors discuss five principal areas of beyond o
. control behavior among females: school, unwed:pregriancy, sex _ ‘
delinquency, rumaways, and 1ncorr1g1ble. Often so-called in- s
corrigible children are cast as the famlly scapegdat or 1dent1f1ed
as the famlly patlent o ; -

: L . _,._,hg '3_;: N
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' Runaways are divided into Lhree groups (1) the Rootless —
These pleasure-secking and hedonistic youth who lack. self-discipline,
cannot see the consequences of their behavior, and have peer
relations characterized by impermanency and lack of trust, run
away from home to retel; (2) The Anxious — These youth who feel
anxious, depressed and powerless are unable to handle their own -
" .and famlly problems and ¥un away,: often to a, frle.nd s house '
nearby, in hopes of seeking hk.lp for their own and. famlly
problems; (3).The Terrified — These youth who often, have &
poor self~image and are victims of:. some extenuating cucumstance
- such as alcoholic parents, parental abuse and neglect,: and/or -
incest, run away because of the threat on their life and an
awareness’ of t.he s1tuat10n in Wh_'LCh they are caught. \ \

Gunasekara M. G s. The. problem of absconding in boys' approved ‘
' schools in England and Wales . British Joutnal of Criminology,
1963 4, .L45*51 ‘ . Co e : '

*"——*‘“Gtmasekara, a SOC.LaJ_ sc:Lent:Lst at the Unlver51ty of Wa.es, C
. reports on "an investigation’ Jnto -the ‘problems of absconding:
. in approved scho:)ls, based oni.afsurvey of 19 absconders: and
- 25 non-absconders ranging from 13 to 16 years of age, chosen.
+i"at random fram the. approved - (training) schools in England and _
. Wales (p. 145). &n approved training school iz an. open insti- j..
" tution fram‘which boys can run from custody whene\/er they want.
An absconder. is "one who runs away from such custodial -care
- durlng his periéd of détention” (p. l45) A "pres1stent absconder”
is a runaway who had run"away five. times or more, wth an ‘interval -
. of six months or more between the first and-the last tnmes any R
: other runaway., is ~called a "casual abscopder " -7

- Although, the .study showed mark dlfferences in 18. characterls-
tics’ between the persistent. absoond s and the. casual absconc.ers
d\between the persistent absconde.r.s and the non-absoonders,
\.hene were no strlkmg differences between the casual absconders o
K and the non-absconders. "All persistent absconders wére 'rootless ™
. boys|” and confirmed truants from school" (p. 14Y), who committed. .
N arceny while absoondJ.ng “"Both ‘the absconders non—absoonders A
wezze educatlonally retarded from one to four. -year and had’ average
_ IQ's. in -the 80's. The author, .coreludes that the- v:mbmen" of
. the institution. lS "the more potent factor" in the.casual &b~ .
" sconder,. while "in-the persistent absconder it 'is h:l. _personality
. make-up ‘that is more. potent while the J.nstltutlonal settJ.ng acts
) ratner as, a .:t:unulus to abscond" (p lSl) e , .
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- llaupt, Donald N., and Offord, David R. Rinaways fram a residential
treatment center:. A preliminary report. Corrective Psychiatry -
and-Journal ‘of Social Therapy, 1972, 18, 14-21. S

. Haupt and Offord, doctors at the Milton 'S Hershey Center —
of Pennsylyania State University, describe a study in“which.57 '
©  youths (40 males and 17 females), who ran away, betwéen January 1,

1966, and April 15,1970 from the Hoffman House. £6r.Children,
iﬁ""’a residential treatment center for emotionally disturbed and
3\ delihquent youth, in Littlestown, Pennsylvania, were compared

\\\to 35\ non-runaway 'youtiis (29 males and 6 ‘females) at the home

during the same period. The average age of thé.youth at the -
tﬁﬁe £ admission to the center was 13.0 years for the males

a.p& Alj,f)s -years for the females. The runaways:studied were . — T
white youth of Jlower middle to lower socioecohomic backgrounds. o
A runaway is defined as. "any unauthorized absence from the =
campus of the home with intent of the child &éither¥o T
hame temporarily or permanently, ‘or to cause-the staf.ﬁg./b ~the~

‘hame to pursue him" (p. 16): = - AR S N BN
S S R et LN NG
- There were a total of 117 male- yuns and 46 female runs;\ . :
ch runner averaged- close~to three runs each; and the average\ . L
_run was approkimately two day <, The findings révealed that - -\, \ :
~ the-male runners experienced ‘a . ter number of foster hame I
plaoené?ﬁtg and ‘experimental hardskips than ‘the male non-runaways,. .
while the opposite was true for females (p.( .05).. In addition, . _ ..
the boys' ran\more than expected by thance' in the fall and wifiter o
= .and. less; 'in the spring and sumer, while the opposite .pattern ‘

was true for females (p ¢.003) . ~Finally, the boys h._a_d'aniex—_ l
" cess number'of short runs (those less than overnight) in the co \ o

fall and winter and less than the expected number in the spring - e
\ and summer, while the pattern was reversed for females (p<C.001)." e
' The seasonal- variation-findings suggested to the authors that - _ / :
- a.meaningful concept for differentiating runaway behavior might~ .. - .-

- be to think of runaway ircidents in{terms of "gestures", ashort
w'cxy for help" in which -the child nsually -returns or alldws~him-

" self to'be found within 12-to 18 hours Versus "real//n;/ns'f'», a" :

.. Tun which lasts at léast overnight with'the intentiofl of .getting

S away.s . T T IV,

e s

Hiatt, Catherine C.,:and Spurlock, Ruth E. Geographical flight. ,
", and its relation-to crisis thedry. . American Journal of .-
" Orthopsychiai-ry, 1970, 40,.53-57. Y AT
Hiatt and Spurlock, social workers with the Washington, D.C.
Travelers Aid Society,.describe. an increasingly large“number of ~ ' e
mbilé__peop-le"qun/th’ey see who evidence "crisis-flight" behavior.-= -

-y
A



et
<

N

‘ P ' ! Co Ty

"a definite mttu\ of L Lwe] \A ’l\t,m !ll)LthlC&:S dnd g@ograp‘ ir
cal fleeiny have peyinge a oy o1y episedic we Y of coplnu ,
characteristic of -a way of i o lJLeqt“le pv 33) Within.
a six month period i 1970, approzirarely two-thinds of the o
Travelers Ald clients In D.C. wore wehorer in the crisis- ©
[Llight category. r11 were able i ~vunction somewhat adequately
an the flight and minimally whr;%.;t moving. The characteristics
- of the group seem close Lo those Jdeseribed: for wanderiust. "The ‘
destmatlon is both wrndnportant and nebulous,; the quest is 1liuscrv,
and there are no satisfactions upon arrival- anywhere" (p. 56). The .
authors\recamend; the necxl for research to understand the etiol
and characteristics of CJ:‘l?NS -£light, an3d the need for develop:m
technloues to manage and/or prevant 1t

39

Jldebrand, “Jamés A. ¥ " runaways leave hame. Journal . of Criminal .
Law Crmu}nologv, =~ Police 'Science, 1963, ‘94-(2) , 211--21b '

\

\ -
Hlldobr;md at det@r‘:xve as fmn«%d to the I\ussmg Drnrsons Umt ‘

“of the New York Pols :ce Department, Yeports his study of 262 run- - !
N awai—s»(—b% bevcr—andwlg@—gﬂ Fet—fram-six-precincts- Tocated-in————- :
\ southwest:: Brooklyn, a \predomw antly lower middle®inccme area.

N\ A runaway is- ¢ 2fined as "a subject ander” 18 years of age who -
Leaves homé w1thout Darental conscmt nd who is reported to
.thﬂ pul*ce as a‘missing person® {p. 211\, Hildebrand calls &
.- ruaway "d second generation dél )quent and r~ports ’fhat :
seventy per; cent. of all dehnqumt have \un away at- one time

or mxoth@r . The adge range  of t]u‘ 262 x 'uwii_xo,__.tudled was 8 L
to 17 years old; fram, ;age 177 Koth sexes W‘}.’c”aﬂ iflexeaSe in -, *-~.‘ T
the nuber of runaway. incidents until dc: 1o, at which time . S
the rumber” of Loy runaways dropped off o 51duably while. .the > = |
‘nuter of girl. runaways’continued to increase. Poor hame /’L/_,__P..w_f/“_

o en\rlronm,nt was, the major reason ‘for. runri"lc“*away in the 8 1;@”' s
L 12 veur old grnmp Pramw age 13 on, Fami 1y dis&iplineg, was "the R
“., major factor. Problems w1th»school c‘mract@maed”b}rpoofc :
. grades, mlsoonduct -and truancy, was the nExt most in tu.,
+ ‘réason. _Pregiian Icy -and eari} marriage were main masons for
C the olde“g g
"if crn L

,«-1!

i

1
1
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Xuls mmung away ) I;lldebkap& concludeb that _ :

_’_,.,.

")bt vis J.ble pxob em mdlcator RS the runaway, Q‘((,,hé‘p a
(P 216): (Seé‘i»also 40) \\
rlldcbrand Janﬁ’q“"A *\Reauons for- Rm1aways, - C:n;i_me and. Del:mgueng/, '
o 1968, 14 1\’\:\4/ —agy T . T g s

S 5 ' ) Ty )
;\-;t;\ - In th:Ls article. H_lldcbrdnd a sergeant ‘with. the New York
\\ T t_\, Pollce Department, campares the runaway probleﬂn in two

: ‘Jev\ &ork City precincts. Based on missing persons records for

O - 17, Precmct A a lowﬁmcome and hlch—crlme area, had

72
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L& runaway rate of Z.J() p,ﬂ LJAL)U;JLULLJ. LOPU J al Lo 107 males and
142 females), wiile Precindt #,. o middle Linrane doea, had a

rate of O..’? ver thousand (22 males asd 18 Fonwdos) . ‘l‘ljxe City-
wide rate was 0,93 per thousauwd propiia! Lo, (hilkbeen dn Precinet
A began . to nmn away at.a signiyicant iy eret Ly L ege than tlose in .

Precinct'B. Lven: Uwugh the- runaway Lqut&,J.(l for Loys:in.both
areas’ was~simi’ lal, it varied for the oiils.. In Iwglnct A the
‘p\,_re.nts ac‘upk,ed a nunclmla,lt attitude u«vu(ib a child's absence,
w‘ule in Precinct: B the parents actively }_)d_LLJ(JL)ated in the
search for-their child. Forty y-one, percant. of the cases in -~
7Pz:ecu\ct A involved Lecldl\ustb as) ump“md ) ov-] Y tx«umy— .'\.\
“seven perrent in. "recmn,t B . . ‘ \
, I‘acturs which mt‘ulm‘e tln, yux niw A:ha\'l or gre 1‘a‘fo‘ﬂ\"
J instability, nt.lgthlhOOCl dEL&l("dtJfJn,_ Low mc,unc and econanic
) dcpe.ndﬂnc& , and a low- lével, (Oof wilucation® (p. 48). The parents
attitude towards el tation d@am:a o ik a crucie]l factor. Parents
in “the high rate wiea were A_pathqlg Loward education apd - J_n ; " '
same cases did not know the name, or location of the ru away's - o
" school.. Hildebrand concludes that "the runaway rate mgy be a ¢
reliable mdlcatox, of delinglency irends and tha't an iy tengive -
study’ of the nmaway may provmc us with va.ma}u]p 4nfuunauon
concerning the etlulogy of: the, Juvernile: dca]m(luuvt" (. 48).

(Seeralso 39) A , SN e e
41 - —_— ' - o\ . o
Hcmcr, Louise E. Ccmmuuty babt_:Ci resource for Lunaw\dy gJLIb. f i
Scc1al Cdsemrk 1573, 54(8), 473-479.... « \ ceoa
. \ L

, Homer Assmbdnt Lm,cutlve I)uu:LOL of \.’out\u Oplx)\.tum_tle,b L
Upheld, Inc., in Worcester, Massachusetts, dcuulbes her work —~
with twenty youngy girls betweer theé ayes ot thirtéen and six- '
- teen, who were classified as m;awdy.s on the basig of their
' mswry witli“the Worcester” juvenile court, 411 of the girls
hatl a history of ‘staying away fram haee for periods of tiwe.
ranging from three days to nine months and all had runaway
at' least three” tmes. “AL] were- flom luwu]. and- —;cmer-mlddle b

class families, of which fourteen we:u;\: oh lefare. ‘The A
therapeutlc Lnterventlon for each gir included: (1) lnd]Vld dlﬂ,_\"
thérapy once a week, (2) a.coed coum:u] ing gre rwwe wee}\" :

and (3) famlly therapy Pvefy Other WBek o : LR o

L Homer discusses thé,girl runawaysin. twd district Ldtegones
- those who were. runnlng from’ (n=7) and those who ware running te T -
o (n=14). The-running-from eategory includes those who had - - |

'-I'run away to. "cool-off": ‘and . escape tnresolved erapersonal and. | \,

‘= family prob(lems These runaways were helped considerably by
S the t.lu‘ee—pa.rt therapeutl intervention .of.- 1nblght~onented .
I and famlly therapy.” .The. unm_ng--to category Jnc1udes the . - |7 0 -
w..f‘._h.mp;easfuremseekers" who were running “frcin heme ho places and - - ' w7 L
- ple who p\rOVlded a varlety of }Apt,ilch(k;f: for bldden dt home.
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These rynaways, who felt indifferent about their family situation
and had ‘serious ‘difficulty intérnalizing controls, did not benefit- -
at all from the three-part therapeutic intervention. Hemer: recomends
that girls-in-the running-to-group: need more confrontation therapy
= with an emphasis on the sétting of limits as well as more treat-
~ ment in good closed-theatment ~facilities. The two groups of -
s runaways wereé found to‘differ significantly on.three out of four
: variables: , (1) place where run to, (2) verbalized reason for . _
' _running; and (3) reciVidism and\commitment. There were no signifi- :
\ - cant-differences between \:hem in'the number of parents living in
L. the hame. . - _ ! S P , o

o

. i

42 - . | SN 2
Howell, Mary C., Buwons, E.B., and Frank, D.A. ‘Reminiscences of

L runaway adolescents. Ameridan Journal of Orthopsychiatiy, .
\‘I o , 1973, 43(5), 840-8531 .~ . T ;' T AN

. This drticle reports a retro pective study of runaways' = . J

perceptions of the:experience ¢f running away - reasons  for' /

\J€aving hame, problems’ encountered) on ‘”'\ e run,\ benefits derived, :
_ E;nd Pplaps for the future. ' The inve sti\g@tors,;-‘k(fm are assnciated
y'th the Behavior Unit, Children's ‘Seryvice of _theLMa;s.sacl"zz setts
.~ General Hospital in Boston, traced 41 but of a possible 3¢ i .
( ~eligible runaways witb/{e,cforded_ visits to Project: Place i o
ﬁ“'f‘\Boston‘inlthe'yearA1970i An eligible rihaway in this study /
¢ ‘had to thave "run away.fér three or more) days from_-.\?stgbl_e"’ SEE
two-parent. families" (p.. 843). ‘These ai ‘runaways (18 'girls
and 23 boys). were interviewed b <telephdne more than a year 2
_ after they had run away from home. <o boys' mean age (15-5
~ years) at. theitime of running was not . ignificantly-different . .
" fron that of ‘the girls',(16-6 years)..! The range; of ages. .for
both'sexes wag 12-7 to 17-10 years. The majority of youth' -
- were  from middle—class families. Every one of -the youths' inter-
r viewed -described diffictlties with parents and/or school before '
{ running away. . The problems of the youth on- the: run varied widely..
- The-majority (78% of. the boys“and 61% of the girl8) stéated-they
‘enjoyed the expérience -at. the time. Most of the runaways felt
thfalt' their .lives-in géneral were betfer at the ‘time of the inter—
" .—view than before they had, run-aways, The authdrs point: out ‘that ™
" at least a small subsample of 15 runaways -(which represented \less.
- than 6% of all those who visited Bostén in 1970) were not at all
- harmed by the runaway experience and used it as an opportunity .
.--—k0.grow. In‘addition, "many adolescents seem to have chosen: -
;€0 run away as a self-determined approach-to the resolution of . =

e

L famlly confllct" (p 8537.
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Jahr, HennanM Ruuning aWay. gxgeia', 940 18 145-148 156-157.

\ Jahr tiescrlbes four instances of chlldren runnJ.ng away
N\ fram ‘home. He pomts out that all children who run away do
.. s0 for a reason WhJ_Ch is usually unclear to their parents.
'I'hese reasons J.nclude search for adventure, escape fromun-
pleasant and burdenscme surroundings, fear of facing reallty,
. and expression of self in an envuo}ment where one has. llttle
oontro] R : »'.* _ , ;
Jenklns Rlchard IL Classification of behav:l.or problens of
ch.leren ‘American Journal of Psvchlatagx, 1969, 125 (8) , ]O32 1039

"« The second %dlltmn of t_he Dlagnostlc and Statletlcal Manual
. of Mental Disordérs (DSM-11) of the American Psychiatric Associ-
- ation lists the follow:.ng seven subcategories under the categoyy .:

"behavior. dlsorders of chlldhood" -hyperkinetic reaction, with:-

_drawing react:mn, overa.nx:.ous reaction, runaway reaction, un- .

“socialized: agg;esswe reactlon, group delinquent reaction and. .
other\reactlon. In this artlcle Dr. -Jenkins describes brlefly ’%

.. the characterlstlcs of the first six categorles those which- :
represent clmlcally recognizable symptanatlc clusters: supported .
by researoh studies. Chlla.ren who belong in the "runaway reection :.
“group ' repeatedly nm away fram home overnight. They are timid' A
and. fur_t:we and d_inclined-to stealing, particularly stealing in }
" the home " (p. 71035). Furthermore, they. are seclusive, apathetic
and chmnlcally rejected at home. "Typically, there is a gross .

lack of self-cafiderice and a very pcor self-image. The unwanted
111eg1t1mate child.is very cammon’ in this group, and only child
status is extremely,cammon' (P. 1035). Jenkins states that:
treat:nent of these children is vevy difficult and must mvolve _

the hare. (See also 45, 46 47 77,-86). T

\Jenklns Richard L. . The runaway reactlon ‘American Journal of -
§Xch1ag:y 1971 128 (2), 168-173 - LEe

1
- \\Thnee the subcategorles ~ runaway react:Lon, unsoc1allzed
aggress:&ve ction, rand- group delinquent reaction - of the:
Amerlcan "\Psycmatrlc Assoc1atlon s category "behavior disorders
of ‘children" relate to beha\r_.or that is technically. dellnqhent
—In this article psychiatrist JenkJns describes th= characteris—
.i"tics of the runaway reaction grcu' - and several’ ‘rosearch studJ.es/
\ w1th delmquent“‘o?;ys in training séhools which compare. the run- -
y reaction to the other two delinquent categories. The . :
rg S rev:Lsc.x ‘Diagnostic and -Statistical Manual of Mental Dls— ;
e:£s describes the runaway reactlon ‘as follows g o

R L - "7 : o s
A s, ‘...".x e {() ; . ' . v .
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Individuals wit! thq dlsorxwr chdtacterlstlcally escg 2
fram threatening, sionations by ruming away from home |
Sfor a day or nore withdut permigsion. pically they b
sare immtture and timid, and”feel IF]LCth at’ home; in-
S adenquate ;. and frioudless.\ Thev .often steal fumt1v&ly.A
(p. 6. - | ks

- Ewven though ths runaway reaction and the unsocxall/ed aggressxve-'
~reaction are maladaptive {rnstration, responses to A very unsat-
isfving home situation, the mmnaway reaetion’is a reaction of . ;
flight vhlle the uneoLLaL17ed aggressive reaction is a reaction . .~
- of flight, TmlummJ; s behavior is dominated by:fear rather " -
than by hostility*and angnl - Compared with the-group delinquent
reaction, the rinaway reaction is more difficult to treat-as it
. Tepresents mire personality pathology. Jenkins states that-

effective treatment of the rundway reactlon requires (1) nndl_ P

fication of,-or rengval from, the lome env1ronmeﬁt and‘(2) a.
substantial period in’an acgqprlnp but flrm env1ronment
(%9@ alqm 44, he,. 07, 77 Qb) w Sl

<
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Jenkins, Richard, .., and Boyer,- Andrew. Types Of dellnquent S
v behav1or and baCPyround factors Internatlonal Journal ‘
/uf Social LgycxlaLry 1968 14, 65- 76 o

Tn chis. art}c]p Tﬁnhlns and Boyer,. af11]1ated with-the
- University.of Iowa, present the results of - secondary analyses
* on’ data. collected! fron‘%ﬂﬂ hoys, coimitted to the Néw York State
Training School for Bové at Ualwlck ‘New York, in.the early 1930's.
A comput9r17ed Lluqfex)np proredure on all- the behavior and sympton
items recovded for eachiboy's case revealed three. essentlally un-
correlated clusters of behavior : ~(1) - the socialized co-operative
delinquent; (2) the unsocialized. runaway dellnquent .and (3) the
unsocialized ‘aggressive delinquent. . The Investigators conclude”
that the runaway delinquent has the' least organlzed personallty
the -cooperative delinquent - the most organized. = The runaway
. wboy's. delinquency was most associdted.with °t10ng pegr group
- lnfluences (See also. 44 45 47 7/ 80) o
SN . T R
Lk L o f_ : o
. Jenkins, Plchard L. , and Stahle, Galen The runaway reaction:
’ A case studv.: Journal of the, American Academy of Chlld
Psbchlqgiy 19/7'<TIZ7) 794313

e et i PR . kd
. o .

o After a brief revied of Lne'runawav '1Lerature ps3chlatllsts
Jemkins and Stahle present an extensive case: Stuidy of a male
rnumaway who exhlb'ted 22 years of "maladaptive nomadism," from.
age 11 to his death at ‘age 33.' The llterature,agknowledges that.
an unpleasant home situation 1s—eften\a cause ofﬁrunnlng away,
that delinguent acts"other than rumning away are more common in
IUNAWY'S Lhan nox runnways and that twe most. common. peraonal

ST s ’ N '76\ A




(‘hdIdCL(‘rlCSLl(S observed of runaways are Jnsecurlty, depression
or unhappiness, and impulsivity. Even though it is difficult
to conclude to what extent a runaway is attracted by adventure
and to what extent he/she is: repelled by his/her hame, the
authors feel that.the latter is more important, at least in
repetltlw runaways. (See also 44, 45, 46, 77, 86).

.48 . S e

Joos, J., Debuyst, C., and Sepulchre-Cassiers, M. Boys who
run_away fram hgme: A Belgian study. International
Joumal of Offender Thelapy 1970, l4 (2), 89-104.

. The results of - lntervmws with twulty Belglan runaway
boys (ages 15-18) are reported in this article. A runaway 1is
defined as one who. "stayed away fram home at' least one night
.. and had ‘been charged before a juvenile court for truancy” (p. 99).
. It was found that all but two wanted to leave for good ‘and most
hesitated extenswely before leaving. The majority (65%) of —-
the runaways Stated ‘that they enjoyed, the flight. 1In general,
. they, were motivated by’ long peridods of dissatisfaction and in- .

\

—-——dcemorrzrt “hemerather,thandefianceand felt they were not ™
understood or wanted at -hame. - The a:thors conclude that the
© . rlnaways seemed to suffer /fn:m c.epress1on and strong inner .
‘tensions, which were ted by. an’active- fantasy life,
and that they were cong tly dlssatlsfled and search_mg for L
samething new and/o/r tter : T
49 ) N /( . . V.
_Kahn, Kenneth I/ The runaway fram res1dent1al tream\ent A
‘ synthesw/ of relevant data. (Abstracts of Masters Theses,
July, £373) . Smith College: Studles in So;clal Work l973
44(] 21-22. T . e

Pus master S thes1s Kahn collecbed/ and analyzed orng.nal
dat "about “adolescént runaways fram five residential treatment -
ceﬁters dccording to key issues and questions he generated fram <

ﬁ literature search about adolescent runaways fram hame, psychiatric
lmspltals and corxectlonal institutions. ,Each center's clinical -

~ administrator filled out a form for each runaway incident which
paid "special attention to institutional ednsequences- contingent
Jon runaway behavior, to the natuFe of the ' Mcontract! under which
' the child was admitted, and to the 'type' oi runaway ‘as defined

by certain criteria” (p '22). . Kahn conclud't's fram the results

© that" future experimentation might yleld & classification of

~ types of nmaways ~as™tell - as gmdelmes for the therapeutlc
Ina_naggne_nt ﬁ ea/*_h _(gpe l\l

,.__,_».
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mlumm, Joshua, Allen, James R., and West, l_x,W]S J. Runaways ‘\

Nippies, and marijuana. BAmerican Jowrnal of\Psycluatry, s N
1969 126 163 166, : \ ) .
In the "sumwer of love" ('1967) in San Francisco a re\sear\ch L \

team of psychiatrists and college undergraduate and graduate

. students, sponsored by the Oklahoma Medical Research Foundation, \\\\\

. converted z large apartment in the Halght—Asbury district -into s L
»\Ra CJUOLDJLLOH Hame,  office, laboratory, cammune, and “cras sh-pad"
where transients (_ncludlng runaway teenagers) could spend the

-night. Most of the runaways who were seen. by the authors had
run from‘home and their high schools because they felt rejected
and alienated fram society. They were not involved much in

- delinquent acts,_except for their use of illegal drugs - -
espec1ally marijuana. wtﬁcme of the runaways were really "push-

~ aways", youth who had "received either covert or overt parental
vsanctlon to 1eave, expressed as scorn, lndlfference, or obvious
envy" (p. 165). The role of marljuana among the runaways was -

~“conplex; most of a runaway's day in Haight Asbury evolved N
arounc drug use - getting it, taking.it and talking about it.. - - = .
The ‘authors suggest that imost of the sumrer runaways would o
evenitudlly return_to "straight'. society. In .oconclusion. the

-~-~Tauthors state -that “"the youngster who runs_ayay whether his

: trip be geographlcal pharmacological, of both, can best -be .
understood 'in terms of the interaction of significant’ intra-
psychic maturational variables, current sociocultural factors,.-

.. and the all- 1nportant relatltnshlp of ‘the child to his parents"
odp.. 720) .

51 . : . ,

Keogh, Cornella R. A study of runaways at a state correcc1cnal
. school-for boys. Journal of Juvenlle Research 1935 1g,

45-61. ' L -

‘\ -

P Keoch descrlbes the flndlngs of a study in whmch the records
.. -Of: 200 boys who ran away from Whittier State School, a- California
. Correctional”school for boys. (ages' 8 - 16) during. the period
_frcnxJanuary 1, 1928, to December 30,.1933, were examine: sod '
campared to 400 consecutive admlss1ons to'the school fraw 1528 - . -
.. t0 1930. For the‘“analysis.a runaway was--défined as a a-person - - - . '
who was off1c1ally recovded .as having attempted to run and
- who' succeeded . in leaving the grounds" (p. 45). The runaway
and control groups were very similar with respect to Stanford-
Binet intelligence levels, median- ‘ages, mean entrance age, and
racial camposition. When the 315 -episodes’ of running away for
the 200 boys were analyzed it was found that 61% of the boys
left only once, 25. 5%, twice; slightly more (27.2%) Ieft. in
fall than .in - any other season; - and two-thirds of the runs
' occurred between 3.75 months after admission and 9.75 months
'after entrance Campared to controls (C), Tunaways (R) had a

7R

S
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higher incidence of “(1) broken homes (R - 61%, C - 57%), <(2) step-

‘parents in home (R - 76.5%, 1475%), (3). school truancy (R - 61.5%,

C - 35%), (4) rumning away from home-(R - 627, C-- 51.5%), and

(5) unsatisfactory post-institutional adjustment (R - 46%, C - 38%).

‘The percentage of ruhaways among the total ‘institutional population
Twas 17.297 between -1928 and 1933; in contrast; in“the previous years:

from.1919 to 1927 when there was less freedom and more penalities for

" running . -the pércentage was about 4.8, = ST

—

Kessler, Glemm C., and Wieland, Joan. Experimental study of

risk-taking behavior in tunaway girls., Psychological -

Reports, 1970, 26(3), 80. I~ -

‘Kessler and Wieland from the University of Nebraska at
Omaha report a study in which they compared.the risk-t ng—0r_
behavior of six runaways and six non-runaway girls from a .
local-girls’ home.  All of: the girls were from 14 to 17 years - - = - T

- old. The risk-taking task used- involved increasirg the ~
certainty of .guessin - the identity of am object at the risk”

~ of a loss of roney as_the.mmber of clues.increased;...Using
this task, the antithesis of the investigators' hypdithesis

' 'was found: the non-runaway girls were greater risk-takers
than tle runaways. I . T

Leventhal, Theodore. Control problems in y children. .
: Archives of Géneral_P§ychiatry, 1963; 9, 122%126.

. Leventhal, chiéf psychologist at the Worcester Youth Gui:

\ Ceniter in‘Worcester, Massachusetts, suggests.that rumming away ~

——NJs-one type of extreme;~désperate behavior which can result when

: Jere is imminent danger of total loss of envirormental ‘or outer:

cotttgol. Outer iwicontrol is “usually manifested in a preoccupation

with™qvirommental influences, frequent and/dr intense behavioral
criong to them, extreme evpectations of sibmission, such as

becoming “a\ puppet . or a slave, @nd experiences of powerlessness

_ as EXpreséé; in statements reflecting lack of chioice .arid-being

~ *coerced". (p.\ 3). In this study, reported comparisons of 42", .

- runaways (27 bowsg and 15 girls), ages 5-16 years (median.age = e, -
13.5 years), and ¥ nonrunaway natched children, chosen from - SRR
the general child i ce clinic population, were made for -

each of three outer mhtontrol scales (Scale I:: Externzal In-

fluence, Scale C: Coun :igtingilnfluences,,Scale N:* No In- -

fluenCe‘OverlOthers) as we’;\?g the sum of the scalcs..
' _ / ‘ N : € !

" To be included in the z-un%@( group,a~child had (1) to be .
17 years of age or younger, (2) Eb\héze'béen absent from.home -
without permission of his parents Sﬁe\or more times, (3) to
have had no history of delinquent acts t would have. brought
the child to the attention of the police Prjor-to munning away,

“and (4) to hHave begun evaluation within one mth of ruming -
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P

ated above the non-runaws 1‘ S -0n u'l f'lc external uncontrol %Calm;

A comnon thene to all of the runavays' initial reacons For leaving
was "lack of rospect for the chiitd and a feeling of being abused

and- b»ing taken o vantage of" (.o 126). vendhiad aovicludes
that the mnaways marked (”\ rereencesn withe loss of contyol and
with ego suirendor suggests propoyshotico !Tnmt-_mmm_; and severe
pathulou} (Sce also 54)..

= .

54 - ; L T ey - i

Levent_:hal ’ T.‘{'\G‘CI']OI I'm“ J' ("Ontr(,“ ) lef' _';j‘i(_l WL ”I n oy \‘.‘;al "
children . 064, 11, -
170-176.

; . i

- . In the study rq"woé‘ted by Leventhal, Director of b
~-__ Children's PQ\”‘thLTlC Center in Eatohtcvn:, Mew Jersef, compart lsonb ’
' GI-42 runaways (27 boys and 15 girls), aged 5 to 16 years (with .

median ago—=13.5 years), and 42 non—runawny rm’uhod children .- e

from a child quida x.,\‘\lmlc population were mide on an inner
- .- uncontrol scale which’ was\fv‘ﬁs; 1y _developed from intervieyw
- data. The criteria for being included 1N e rassssst. group
were the same as.-t MF@—H‘Q@—@&H oua\cw\* weof-outer-uncontrol—
(Levanthal, 1963). As hypothesized, the mmf,?\rd_rj showad:

significantly (p. . 001) more inner uncentrol (mean Firee= 4.7)

FAERRO s Sy

on a-seven point scale than did the nun-vunawc., Group (m:an?th =

::_ Contrary to what might have been expected, the police runa~

way .refertals had lower uncontrol ratings than runaways referred

to t}.c clinic by parents or nonpunitive agencies.. Runaways gave

. ~!more indications of discharge-type behavmr, of deficient requlatory
mechanlqms, c.nd ¢f a 'helploss self-image" (p. 17A). iIn addition,
there was a SJgnlLlC{}nf althoush moderatoe, correlation’ (+0,45)
between the inner uncontrel:scale and the outer *Jncontrol SCal
reported in an earlier*study (m also 53)

ARy

o o . . L . T | |
I.evmo, Stanlpy Ruhaways and resedlch in t.he traini ing :choou T
Crime and Dellnquencv 1962 8, 40-45,

7.

Durmg July and August 1959 L(.vme Clinic. ﬁ:u:ectcn of__
. the Illinois State Training School for Boys, studied a sanp]e
74 runaway boys .who had been "on unauthorized absence frcm; S
- the institution at any time' during a sixteenmonth period in '
1958 and 195M 41).- Four significant differences betweer ,
the runaway sample an' total training school population T
‘were found. The runaway sample more wh:.te boys (91%'vs. . .. -
/5‘3%) .more returnees (54% vs. 40%), mors s2l_or downstate '
"‘ccnmlt_jrents (45% vs. 32%), and more: in the tlaln:mg scheal R
o less than~ thlrtydays (31% -ys. 23%)‘-than the total mstlttﬂ:T‘“I‘\N
por)ulatlcn.' Most runaways “Otcurred: during warm weather -and ' .
-vaccd ion period. There was no dlffenencc on the Beta I teillgem‘ﬁ

go.

ERIC
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~ Test between a xandan sample ol 34 punaways aid 34 patched nons
'rundways The Taylor Manifest Mnx:ety Scale did net diffordntiave
between runaWayb who had been in the school for less tin S0 0y

and those who had been there longer. Boys commitiled Lo the li-
stitution for assault were less likely. to runaway than koys
committed for the use of narcotics -and alcohol. As a result

" of this study several institutional policies and. practices,
“such as- thoge concerning orientation and vacations, were rh(n;od
which subsequently 51gn1f1cantlv reduced the nunker of runavays.

56 . N ©

~ Levinson, Boris M., amd Mezei, Harry. €e1f~concepts and ideal
-self-concepts of run-away youth: -Counselling inplications.
Psychologlcal Reports, 1970 26(3), 775-783.

o Lev1nson and Mezei at the Yeshiva Univ .sity describe”25
male youths (ages 16~20) or approximately 10% of the homeless
youtns seen at a private Ewergency Shelter in New York during
1967 1968. - All the youths were from lower-middle or upper-

"""" “None wag a juvenile delincue. it Nitiety
percent were from phy51cally broken hanes shattered by either
- death or desertion and ten percent fran psychologically broken
- hames.  Each youth- rated himself on 19; seven-point scales (9
evaluatxve, 6 potency,,and 5 aCth1t}} as (a) "I really am"
~and ‘as (B) "I would like to be".. The largest discrepancies
between the. youthq actual and ideal self—concepts were found .
. for the evaluative factor (mean scores: 2.9 vs. 1.3) folldwed. RS
~ by the activity (3.4 vs. 1.9) .and potendy s, 2.3) factors. = |
. Based on these findings, the authors suggest a goal of counselLlng -
these youths should be the development of self-esteem, self- - :
.acceptance and meaning in their lives. Unless these- youths are - ——
.properly handled, the authors state, "they may became the future
. homeless men wig will either inhibit our shrlnklng skld TOows Off
cheap naanlng houses" (p. 871) : i

-~57 - . : '

Levy, Edwin Z.  Some ehoughts about patlents who r1un away from
residential treatment and the staff they leave bthnd ,
Psychlatrlc Quarterly, 1972, 46 (1 X, 1-21. e -

~ e — o
Whether runnlng away is a necessary element in bulldlng a ST
therapeutlc alliancé is the basic issue discussed in this, article
by levy, who is Dlrector of Research, ‘Children‘s DlVlCJOR, at
‘the Menninger Foundatlon in prcka, Kansas. After an extensive
presentation _of runnlng away /as seen in.fiction, socizl theories.
and social researchi’ Levy: descrlbes the l6~rmmﬂﬁq female patients -
_ (out of a total.of.-42 patients} seen during nine years (11/61 to ,
. 10/70). at the female: adolescent unit of the Menninger Foundatlon‘A.
——children's Hospital-——Five non-inclusive descriptive ﬁategovles
are .used to. highlight different but.overlapplng treatment issues
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relating to the runaways: angry défiance “(n=4), psychotic dig-
organization'(n=4),‘esaape (n=2), to go on one‘'s.cwn (n=5),

and fusion with parents. '(n=1). The adopted female patients
were a high runaway risk’ group;: of the eleven patients who.
were adopted, eight ran away at least chee. Levy remarks .
that all the runaways backgrounds"had praminert abandormment: - ...
themes, such as adoption) parental death, family lives, and
sparental travel. There was a slight-tendency for the best
adjusted after discharge not to run away, but the overall
Gifference in adjustment between the runaway and non-runaway
groups was not large. / . C

59 o L o p
Iowrey, Lawson G. . Runaways and nomacs. American Journal of
Orthopsychiatry, 1941, 11, -775-782. = - s

Dr. Lowrey preéents'a profile of the”apprmcimately 2,756 -

© * "runaway cases', seen during the fiveryedr period 1935~ 1939

at the New York Travelers Aid Society. The definition of a
ninaway is quite broad since it includes older indiyviduals -

4~—~'Tab5er_a—t~f—rm—aecus'tared—surromdjngs*-v&i'thput’cons‘;éritfdr

. knowledge, particularly if incaparitated in any way". (p. 775). "

- The age range of the runaway cases was fram 6 to 102:years, .
‘with only 9% being 21 years or older. The majority were -

T teenagers, with 16 year olds rYepresénting the "largest group’ -
(19.4%). In all, 56% were males; males predominated at the®
early ages-while after 18 years old, females were the majority.
e, S 4 . - R o - oW [N : ' T o
- The majority of clients ran away because they were un-
happy’ and felt unwanted and rejected at ‘lome. Many had in-

- adequate and troubling parent~-child‘and sibling relationships,
The majority of runaways returned-hame. - To most clients running-
away is illustrative of the mechanism of "fleeing the unpleasant

™ . for-a situation known to be or hoped tc -be more satisfying -
“Temotionally and soqially". (p. 781). A small number of nomads,
- or chronic wanderers, were included in the runaway group. When -

nomadism is not attributable~to econcmic needs, it is most.comronly
~ ascribed to schizophrenia of the simple dementing type.

50 .o

Lubeck, Stéve'n G.. and Enpey, Lamar T. Medlatbryvstotal Ly

.....

T institution: - The -case-of -the runaway:——Social Problems,
1968, -16(2), 242-260. ' R ’

Lubeck and Empey, social Scientists ¢ the University.nf ’
Southern-Califc:nia, report a stidy concerned ‘with -the prediction
and-control of runaways at two correctional institutions for de-
linquent boys. Boys, ages' 15 to 18 years old, fram a camon

. population of repeat offenders were. randamly.assigned to either -
a mediatory institution: (n.=131) Jocated in an urban commnity

~

\ 4
i
~

¢
“y .
9
< Y ) .
V".






~71-

or an isolated and relatively self-sufflc:len*- total institution

(n = 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 characteris-
tics, eight social background scales, five peer inlations scales
and eight offense scales) to runaway behavior at e:ch institution,
showed ‘that there was a camplex interaction among che organizational
~ characteristics of the programs, the personal. characteristics.of the:
boys , and the occurrence of runaways. Even though the rimaway
rates at both institutions were ‘relatively high and almost equal
(37% at the medlatory institution and 39% at the total institution),.
the explained variance for the total institutional sample (36%) '
was almost double that of the mediatory institutional sample (20%).
As a group, the offense'“scales accounted for the largest percent.

- (81% and.50%) of the explained variancs in both ‘institutions.
Further analyses showed differénces in. runaway behavior were -
made before and after changes in‘pslicies at both institutions.
The authors-conclude that: runaway behavior in these institutions
could not be predicted. solely on.the boys' personal attributes

- ~without. cons:.dermg th.e’dynamlcs of the con:‘e*tlonal J.nstltutlon
mvrmchﬂ’xeym:cellvn.ng. o : CL

50 » ' | I
"Martin, D.N., and Clarke, R.V.G. The’ personality of approved
. school. absconders. British Journal of Criminologv, 1969,

' 9 366-—375 : . : ]

* . Martin, Senior Psychologist at Red Bank Schools in. Lancs,

‘and Clarke, Ph.D. Research Worker at the Kingswood Schools in
Kingswood, report the findings: bf three;studles in which the’

- absconders from:English training schools during 19€65-1967

‘were compared to. non-absconders on a var_lety of personality -
.tests. Absoondlng 1s. defined as "any unauthorlzed absence RN
«. from school irrespective of its duration®., {367). 1In the first A
study 78 boys “(cut of 184 consecutive admlsslons to 23 train- 5
ing schools) who abscanded at least drce did. not, differ’signifi- |
cantly fram‘the non-abeconders (n=106) in. psychamotor style as

measured by the Splral Maze Tast,-and in: extraveﬁrsmn and neu-
roticishy as measured by the Junior Maudsley Personiality Inventory -
'I'ne gxpﬁps \were conparable in terms of dge, :mtelllgenoe, jand - - . i
readmg levei\ ; , } _

-.\

-

_ Intheseoorﬁstuiy,masanpleofSOrandanlysel '//j

matched pairs there -were no s1gmf1cant differences. on the Jesness ... /o
.. Inventory mean raw subscale scores nor the derived Asocidl Index - {

-'between abscenders and non-absconders' from/the classifying school '

“In.the third study, there were no s1gn1f1c:antz \dliferences on the .

ngh School Pe.rsonallty Questlo\nna.me betweenk§9 c\bsconders fran
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the classifyirg school and 59 randamly selected non-absconders.”

" The general conclusion fram these studies is that "absconders N

are’a randam sample from the approved school population as far
as personality variables are concerned”. (p. 372).  (See also 21,

i

61 ' ' e

_M%%leyf Abraham. On,the‘rbad: Hitchhiking.on the highway.

Society, 1973, 10(5), 14-21.

This article discusses the plight and charaéteristics of
young vagabonds, as divided into three categories—students,. \
roac 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.

%
5y

.~ The student tends to view his experiences on the yoad as "a
demonstration of his independence and ability to survive at -
“a minimum econamic level by his wits and restraint" (p. 15).

Compared to students, the-road people are "modern gypsies"

who have chosen an itinerant life, living at subsistence. level,

anc’ "dropped out" from thé desires and security of "middle class ' - .
society"”. In contrast to the'road people, street people "whose

main concerris evolve“aroung the hedonism of the Avenue," are
considered @t the bottom of the cammnity's stratification _
system. . Warnen report their reasons for being/on'the-réad are | o
more personal than social. Unlike the road person who .is attempting

to vemove him/herself fram society, the runaway. is often making

an aftempt to change a heiw situation to which he/she can return.

."Since_runaways in Berkeley have few negotiable skills they tend

“——running away._as '"p

~

62

« to becane street. people.-. .The article describes varjous runaways

and the services for them in Berkeley. } Miller characterizes
....... art death fantasy and part puberty ritual".

e 19y, T T |
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Mewoamb, Frankiynf“ Traﬁaiént boys:“ The Family (now SoCial'Case—~'-f
“work), 1933, 14, 57-59, T T

:Nquomb estimates there weTre-a quarter-of-a million youths

under twenty-one years of .age on the .road -during the depression

from farming sections of Texas,!Oklahema and the middlewesterny

\

“vears.' In &diftion to youths who were.cn the road because of

i

+ (1) broken S or the presg¢nce, of a St parent and {2) the .

A

spi~it of adventure, two new g%oups df\transient youth were ./

visible in California during' the depression era: (1) boys = o
states, and (?)..the 18-year old \unemployed boy Wwho had recently.

- finished high school or had héen| forced to-quit because of

financialﬂreaSQQSf’:Tﬁé problémg creatéd by the lack of employ-
ment and ‘services for these youth\aie mentioned in the“article’,



Nylander, Towne. Wandering youth. Scciclogy and Social-Fesearch,
1532-1933, 17, 560—568 BN - :

. Nylanoer of Occidental College identifies four tvpck of
boys on the road in the early 1930's: (1) the single Loy who
has no "definite affiliation"\or "éistinctive characterlstlcs ,
(2) "road kids" who travel in dangs of ten to a hundred, ’(7)/tbe

"gay cat" or ~embryonic tramp or hobo who has been on the road. 7
for same time, and (4) "the unfortunate youngster:who has care
under the control of same pervert" (p. 562). Estimates of the
number of wandering boys are given fram a variety of sources.
Nylander describes the life of xhese transient boys in three
areas——on the road, “in the "jungles" (camps where itinerants o
rest},-and in the large c1t1es "Econémic (uremployment of both
the bo; and his parents), sofial and psychological factors all
are-reasons for the wanderiﬁg'youths being on the'road. In- -

“stead of boys' camps as a solution, the. author recommends the g
establishment of a series of permmanent fgrms which would be |/
operatead bm a’'group of families to make a llvellhood ’

64 \,‘ . : , ‘
Cutland, George E. The ‘-deral tran51ent service as a deterent
.of boy trans1ency 5001ology and Social Reoearcn, lQJ/, FZ,

143-148.) o , / ,{

" In this artlcle Outland at Yale University dJscussec to i \\\\~
what extent boys\leave horme solely because of the lure of the -
Federal Transient\ Service itself. From 3,35 boys (16'to ?0-;
years old)- reélstered at the Los Angeles bureau £ the Federal
‘Transient Service in 1934 - 1935 (see Outland, l938a), 100 or

2.9%° gave the de51re to experience life in a tr: ~aJent canp

as the dlrect reason for leav1ng have. Of thesg, 94.were -

Mexican boys” from two ‘cities—El Paso, Texas, and Phoenix, | _
. Arizona. Behind this- dlrect,reason,\howaver, it was found ./ L i
' that the boys. ‘also had econamic and social problems, with- one - '

third of the families represented elther being or relief or
,~hav1ng the main wage/earner unemployed (See also 65 \66)

'_ 65 . S ", > : ) ; o . B ,_~__-j v

“Outland, George E N\\Eermrnan s lnvolver in bo” tranalenC\ -
O Journal of,EducatIonaﬁ & lolcgn, 1938, 11, 360- 3727 (a)

N

v In this @étlrle Outland at . Santa Barbar State - Lol{ege,
_descrlbes the '3; 352 boys who/reclstored at tbe .Lo$ Bngeles -bureau .
©of the Federal Transient Service fram August 1, 1934, to July 31, .
1935, on wham' varified 1ni~rmatlon was obtalnen frcn\some social ., T
agency. A prorlre of ‘this group is given accordlﬂg to the following \
variables: age;.duration of transiency,. Qrigin/ of. mlgratlon, coior At
and na*rylty, family bacquound edncat1c; : \

) ‘ . 'aﬁ/{k
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. /
‘causes of t.ramsmrm Tbe boys _ncluded in the study ranged
from 16 to 20 j’ears, with 18 keing the largest group (27.2%).
Most of the- DO}S (69.5%) were 6m their first trip on the road
and rost-"(82%) had been on the road for. less than 6. months.
The boxs came. fram every state in the union, with 78.7% ccnu.ng
rrm urban, dlstrlcts ~ The typical transient was a rative white
ale (8ee), \mo came from a brd:en hame (55.6%) and had campleted _
- one or more years of high school (599). .During this period the
-major cause/for transiency was econamic (36. 3%), -followed by
. social background and. problems (26 5%) and a quest for adventure
(23 92), (See also 64 66) ‘ T :
66 . " : | ~ . . . - 1 _____ ~ '
A,Outland George, E. The hame s:quat.lon as a dlrect cause of bov
o tldl\‘u,lency " Journal cf Juvenlle Research, 1938 122, 33°- 43, ()
\

N ‘ :
/-\’I'he me\SLtuatlon as a dlrect cause of boy t.ransmncZ/ is "
discussecd in this“article by Outlanc at Santa Barbara Sta College
in California. Of 3,352 ktoys. (16 t> 20" ‘years old) regls red at -

the Los Angeles. branch -of the Fedr J Transient Service - 1934~
1935 (see Oatlana, l938a) , 826 or 24.6% of the-total left
because of samé factor related directly to home life. /The- number,
. of boys. fram broken and unbroken hames “for each:of 2 family '
~‘.rea50ns is given. Of these 826 boys, 699 or 83.4% fram ;

broken Romes., Frequently associated with the problems . ’/’f/
stated m these cases were serious econcad® problems. (See ‘also
64, 65) : . S .

X © “ E . ,i. . . . . ) / ‘\ .

Faull Joseph E 'I'He\r_'tm-gway foster cluld CTEldWelfare, ;‘l956‘>,

It N

; | K .-

o An. employee of J‘le Chlld wel—f“ Te: lelSlOI’l of. ij_he New Meuco
"‘Departmemt of /Public Welfare in' Santa Fe’-Paull desdribes the
ific. dynam_lc,s and reasons why foster children run away. | For -
'g a non-foster child, running away can frequently be a "positive
‘experience in growing-up" in which children "exp SS a° velopmg
sense of selfbood Jaﬁ%ja{pendence" (p. 21) .- ntrast, the XS -
foster child who Tuns away of¢en does not know where hi's rebel lion =~ - /

is c1rected and- unconsc1ously \lses "one set of persons to act out

\ feellr\gs about other persens." Paull discusses /how social case-"- - ,
“work can ke most effective with fhe  runaway fos/ter cfuld—-—basmally, e
"then[rore the child can understand the Gonsequenoes lof his ac" o
by engaoma the. caseworker in small act1v1ty directed’ towards o )
mltlcatmg it, the more- ‘real meam.ng the act will have" (p. 25) S

. \ _ ;
68 - - ‘ L
Rlemer Morris D. Runaway chlldren Amerlcap Joumal ot

—— .

o_s_yc}ua;g 1940, 10, 522- ~528. — \ \'

ki

. - EE R -
_ Dr. Rlemer of the Brooklyn Sm 2% Hospltal 11r1 u‘,v vk descrlbés
* rlmawaws as antagonlstlc, surly,- deflant SCITQW?(HC,»J.HE)U_LS.LVG, assulltlve,




, "lack of jparen

- disruptive and, at times, over-suimissi

; e and decile. X runaway
is defined as - ore who has the above characteristice
runs away from hame for periods longer than /24 hours af a zime
(p. 522). Two case studies of runawgy boys ifage 10, age 15)

i

are-given:—eng of the bakig reasons' for a rinaws: child is the .
ht\a.ﬁp\e cf the“ghild, brought about by mismated,’

mentally ill, or -inadequately adjusted parents" (p. 526). Dis—

Playing an "extremely negative character"”, a ruraway is driven

by the camplex of three underlying, forces: (I) need for love,

(2} need for hostile aggression, and (3) -need for ircreased self-

esteem. Riemer concludes that running away - or ¥’ ¢ <1y running
away from reality - "constitutes a severe narcissi:. -sorder.”
€9 - . :

Rosenwald, Richard J., Snell, John E., and Lee,

Robey, Amos, | , ,
Rita L.! The. runeway’ girl: A react_on to’ family strel

) N
5S.

; Anericanfbcﬁ;nal of Orthopsychiatry, 1964, 34, 762-767.\

" The authors = three medical doctors and a former probation

—officer ~.describe the.runaway girls seen at a treatment-oriented

.court clinic in Framingham, Massachusetis. Of the 293 adolescent

girls brought before:a Massachusetts. Conrt duringia ten year period -
(1953 - 1963}, 162 (55%) were runaways, of which 42 were referred |

to the Fiamingham Court Clinic for treatment. ’Ihé girls in this - -

- study rarged fram 13 to 17-6 years (mean =.15~3 years. and were -

living wivh both parents or one parent and a stepparem. "Those

~ ~ ‘who had not. stayed away overnight and those who.denied the in-

tent to run away" (p. 763) were excluded fram the runaway group,

The camse of r:nning away most frequently observed in‘this study .
-was "the unconscious threat of an incestuous relationghip with
" the father, thé fear of the resultant dissolution of the family
- and the concurrent relationship, inadequate control by*“the _pa.,'t[*ents

over their. own and.the gixls' impulses, deprivation of love of

. the rother, the subtle pressure by her on the girl to take ove;

M

-the maternal role" *(p. 763). (See also 11)

Nl 5 Fe

Robins, Lee N. Mental illness and the runaway: A 30-yéar .
. follow-up study. ~Humarn - Orgardzation, 1958, 16 {4), 11-15.

>

Robins, a Ph.D._research assistant in psychiciry, reports -
same of the findings of a thirty-year follow-up study -+ child

guidance clinic patients (3§89 males and 144 fenales) scen be-

(tween 1924 arid: 1929.° In this article the adult psychiatric
~ status.of male patients who were runaways as children: (n = 56) -

vas campared with the adul* psychiatric status of male patients
with other kinds of childhood behavior problems (n = 123) , and
with normal male control subjects (n = 46). Of these groups,.

- the runaways had the highest rate of psychiatri~ illness as

adults: 14%—no disease, 32%—sociopathic-perscrality: 1*6%-—'

psychosis; 11’%\-.—~neuro§:j_.c; 7%—alcohol; andOZO%-—)mii_agnosed; ) .

. B " “

A
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tocl.  (S=e also 70)

/

Ll ron-runaways.within each of three groups—
v oretormatory, delinguent but no ref onnaton , and
were conpared, it was found that both the runaways
Comyunawan m the delinc nency and reformatory. _
: rat:—:— o _DS"CchU“C ‘i1llness,. especially N P

. Those diagnosed as sociopathic perscnalities
ighest rate of prosecution when a youth, while
1sease” had the lowest.  Robins concludes..

ffirm /his conviction "that different techruques
ircuents ‘can no= be adequately compared without
hiatric »«(delaL_lOuS they are called upon to = o
" Rob mQ :ouvf out . tha 1t 1s nut known "vheth.r '

oxy simpl ] receives a high proportlon
..15). {See also 71)

’."N@a‘;ﬁ Fatricia. m _adult-prcgnesis for
n. Pmerican Journal of Orthops* chlat;ry, 1959
' [

il

i O'Neal at the \*Iash:'mgton University School of

1 uls, Missouri, report same flrxilngs of a thirty

follpw u<.y of child guidance patients. Of-246 former
ienfgin eved for the article, 96 (39%) vere runaways,._ - .

oI which \f«’)"’}i were males. ' Punning away is defined as the "episode :

Zway from his place- (his parents' hame or a foster home) )
without /fedrmission at least overnight before he was 18; whose - ' §, -
#\.'(“l]c relice record includes a report of him as missing or /

~
LOWY
of his . arrest as a runaway, or .whose juvenile oourt case record

MR |

yibee him as a nnaway , whatewver the grounds for his arrest"
5 Ixcluded aré those who yun away only fram.a mental
hesyisdl or correctional- ingtitution. The proportion of jrunaways/
in the ("l.U’llC population 1rcreaaed as the severity of off1C1al
actior increcased. Of those never arrested, 5% were ruﬁays,

A

GeSC

14
»
3
1

3

cf those. arres LEu but never brought to court, 48%; of _
apfearing in juvenile courty 73%; i of those sent to/a ]uvem.le

.

.co:;ret’tional L']SLl‘Lthlon, 81% Ruraways had an: adultt arrest rate

alrpst twice that of other clinic patients, an adul*‘f;-. carc:QLatlon
r‘atg that is fourfold thdt of the other patients’ a 50 per cent

(‘:ix’uru rate, and a dia nosis of sociopathic per
one: Ju_rf of the cases" (p. 754). Even though  r
not gradict adult adjustment when juvenile offense
COV’J’“ ledd, the authors co wclude it is an excellent

s
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=lvania, presents the Ieasons 'cv trarsierc.

3 o Povs: (1) 2.007 Lovs registered at Fort Wortiz,
Cetober o Decanmber, 1934; (2) 482 boys registered
iuiia during Sept enuar, October -and Decer“ber, 13824; and
3 registv:% at Bovs' Pureau, New York City, on

RS The ace of the bovs was not given for any
& Pernsylvania sam Jle_, the maln reason
'.-.-:;s Lo seek work (75%, S54%). chv New York sample

: & causes: braken home (3 O by, lm'ioecmate

hme rel-e (30%) » and seeking work (26%). b C

i\

73 o Lo

Fome, Mnthony, New servides 2y Imaches ) allerae&i\”Outb 3\ i
Famlly Serioe iighlichis, 1969, 30, 95 5-101+

1 desic AI"C;a '“- 96J b\' L_he 'e-'-'lsb Famll"'
véuth or’nlpmes in East \Jhlage of New
©an interdiscipl m:m, ‘team and admln_lstrateo
fomusad on. helulrg 'the young nippie-
abusing croup” (p. 117) in non—qadltlonal

or alterr ive wgys. .row overlapping ‘subgroups of the "hlople
Spulatic are i‘]er:tifleii: 1) plastic or rarginal hippies,
(2} store n*p\;ia =, {3) runaways, and (4) - fugitives. Runaways '

3)
make g T grou ;s-——- thv runaway who is the law breaker because
‘of his age, and th runaw 1y vho does not have the family's

,.‘;er 3ion to ba cut on” 1.1s ¢vm; even though he has the legal

\rluhv to leave lore'' (p. 181). The staff found that even the.

Tost alienatel vouth can be ngaCIed in a therapeutic relation~
smp vhich -maintains Tactual Thematic Therapy goals —- that is,
even . the mest zl ierated youth has a thematic core which' can

he touched ' (enotionally communicated with) and used for healthy
grewth by omploving the widest range of therapeutlc modalltles
a\/ach.Dl“ el 11T . -

R A

{
!

74 |

Fosenheim, ?. lecmuc*ues of “herapy Runa\-ray adolescent boys ,
Amrlccm Journal of Ort;nops&c}uatry, 1940, 10(4) 651 665 -

Psychlzﬂz;m St: Posenhein sgates tﬂat runm_nu away. for boys

1s often caused by tHe dangerous impulses associated with an !

unrésoived Cedlipus ocn aile;' To illustrate this type of runawa&,
threo case sf'”"irso ys, wer' 15-17, are Fresentea. In these

D'ﬁ

. Cases runiing away is ¢ s f-bamshment" md Mas StJJ]Ct.L un— -
h.e@.] tﬂy " . . . . z,
. ) R
. . ) Q 9 .,’
. ;\ N -



: Rosetvald, with the Framinghz,Court Clinic in Framirgham,
Fassachusetts, and Maver,. with the Harvard Medical School, czamine

y PRET
Calolescent girls who have runavay - the single most -fréquent fe-
male. delinquent offense. On a varieécy of measures a group of
suburban female mimawavs shoved more signs of ‘dist ~%ance than
a yroup of suburban non-munasivs but less disturbance than a
group of urban runavavs. -Rumaways are divided inco the followdrny .
four characteristic patterms: (1) the hypermarture, (2) the hypo-
mature, (3) the inpulse-ridden, and (4) the unclassifiable. . The
authors conclude that ruming avay is a non-pathognamic svimtom .
- which varies in meaning according to the individual givl. Rurming
. : - awiv 1s-both a prenature attenpt to achieve independence and an
' wrstccessful attempt at resolution of a family conflict. 'Tn
\ cur  elety It cannot be a progressive developmental act since
‘ it inhibits other impertant developmental tasks', but "it does
ave value If it serves as an alert that intrafamily conflicts
are leadine toward self-destructive behavior' (p. 403).

. Shellow, :Robert, Schamp, Juliana, R., Liebow, Elliot, and
N Unger, Elizabeth. Suburban runawavs of the 1960's.
Ty }bnogyaghs of the Societv for Research in Child Devaiopment,
' ' 1967, 32 3 Serial Yo, IID. ~— . - ,

3 - .
This monograpi: presents the findings of a study on numaways
i in Prince Georges County, Marylard, from August, 1963, through
July, 1964, which was carried out by the Adolescent Process -
Séction.of the Mental Health Study Ce.'er, a National Institute
of Mental H-~1th field station. Seven sources of data were used . °
Yo study runaways: police inissing persons reports (n = 993 completed) ;"
eports of follow-up interviews of parents’ (n = 951), intensive ’
Irterviews with children (n = 96), school records (n = 562), .police . /
Tecords (n = 834), court records (n = 834), an¥ student questionnaire
- datdiused for comparative purposes (n = 1327). A runaway is defined
“~7'<m'-a# 'la child who leaves home ~wluntarily with -the knowledge that he
wiill be missed" (p. 11). Findings regarding runaway episodes . .
(n| = 776) were as follows: (1) there is great seasonal variability
;. with a clightly higher incidence in spring, (2) boys' epiSodes'ﬁere,
' evenly divided over the week while girls' episodes occurred mostly
onlwebkends, (3) most episodes were impulsive and.poorly plammed,’

and (4) a}mo§t two-thirds ended within 48 hours .

[IN
. tro the missing persons- reports, 631 adolescent TUraways .
(lO.to‘ld vears old; 607 males) were compared according. to family
characteristics, school experiences and experiencés outside-the
..... ~ fome and school. Vhen compared to a sample of non-runaways, ‘the
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runaways were more Likely to nave been © vndructe.ized as follows:
‘est children (51%); from brok-n or reccnstituted hares (489);

families who move Irecuent - £~ parents with lover

Sroepaetional, ratmgs; fram parc .ts who iewed the family as

beirg in conflict; and hlgh akb:zenteeism, lower letter crades

and nore years repeated in school. The creat majoritv of all

youths (80% non-runaways and 9€% ngua'ways} saw trhemselves as

livine in family settings marked by conflict. 2n *westiq(,tlon

of 220 runaway repeaters showed they had more sericus problems

in all parts of their lives. Results of the’school rjtestlormalre

revealed that there were six s&lf-reported runaways for every '

ore youth reported missing to the police.. In sumra:y, this

study revealed two analytically separate groups of runaways:

(1) a very;small minority "for whom running away was ultimately

bound up with individual arnd 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 : . N

Shinchara, Mutsuharu, and Jen}\ms, Rlchard L. MMP; study of °

.. three types of delmquents "Journal of Ciinical Psychology,
196 23, 156-163. : ‘

' Shinohara and Jenkins, associated with the Child W:
Service at the Uriversity of Iowa, report the findings of a studv '
in which they investigated whether three clmlc‘aiiy dlagnosed
groups of delmquents (37 socialized delinquents - SD, 32 un-
socialized aggressives - IR, and- 27 runaway delinquents - RA)
could be differentiated on the basis of Minnesota Multiphasic
Personality Inventory (MMPI) scores. According to recorded
delinquent behavior and secondarily to observed behavior in

the school, records. of boys with a sixth grade reading achieve-

rment level at the Iowa State Training School for Boys were-
classified inte cne of . tiree de%mquent groups; only cases .
where both judges agréed wre uSe:l (n = 96). : -

To be classified as a runaway delmquent "repeated
*unmng away fram home ovenu.ght was required" and "stealmg
in. the hame, staying out late at’ m.ght furtive stealing and
passive hcn\ose:ruallty" were: regarded as characteristic (p. 157).
The ages ranged fram 14 to 19 years;. the mean- .age of the runaway

. group was 17 years. Only 20% of tlfle RA group ‘lived-with both
.. natural parents before being commi ted to the state school fas

campared with 32% of the UA group 57% of the SD group. The
SD group scored less deviantly either the UA‘or RA group

on all ten scales of the MMPI. The RA and UA gmugs could not
be separated on:the basis of theiriMvPI scores. Theé™ FA. boys . :
showed more neurc*-ic tendencies end poorer self-—unages than A

-t'he SD boys; in addltzon they appe‘ared less masculme ard .

91\ o ',
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JCkimner, Mary, and thuttn Alice S. idolescents away
fnrials of the Areri.can Academy of Political ans
Science, 1944, 236, q1 59

. . rner and Nutt, em)loweas of the Chilcren's Bureau of
the Uinced States Department of uabor. dessfine the runiway
tJA,v:—rcrrerla during World Var II. ‘Even thoush sore vout™: nave
left hare without permission of' thEL pari-nts and guardians
"to seek excitment and hlgh adventure or to, escape from un-—
, _mpymess in home and comunity", the larce majority of runa-
- ways during this period-vere my's (16 —= 17 vears old) who
'le t home for econamic and social reasons to sezx work mainly.
in war-related industries. The number-cof runaways in America
‘during that time is discussed usihg a variety of data sources.
For example, in 1942 Children's Bureau statistics showed that
478 juvenile courts claimsd 8,443 (4,798 keys and 3,645 girls)
cases referred for running away. Two nain problems in the -
care of  naways are noted: (1) the lack of public funds to
, rav for stwmn transportation, and’ {2} lack of social-services
: to help youth make future plans and to care for youth pending
-..__the execution of thei:r plans. lousing, employment and recreational
: "0{[)01*&)111..1;5 for migrant youth during tho War peuod are dlscussed

t

taub, H. A runaway F,rom hare.  Psychoanalytic Quarterly, 1943,
(12 1-22. a0 ’ ; - : S oL
B \»‘_In this article Dr. Staub gives a case description which
illustrates the use of the psychoanalytic method- with a chronic
“runaway boy. He states that running away revresents for boys
o . the ramantic urge to becare a hero and, for guls, the wrge
. to find a hero. Stengel concludes that "oqnsmtent kindness,
’ cevold of.sentimental weakness and without a trace of injustice
or hbstile emotional r‘.sponse, is the approprlatc at“'"'-‘de for

-,

S , dﬁalmg with adolescents ' (po 19-20). T
Stengel, Fl'WZLI'l Studies o:: -the-psychopatinloay. of cun;m;sz
. wandering. DBritish Journal of Medical Psycholoyy, l? 39 .
I . .18, 250—254. . R , L

PSY&.I’U_atrlS"' Stenge" surrmarlzes the c‘* acteristics: of _
individuals who are campulsive wanderers — those who have "an.-
1r‘ce51stlble impulse to leave hame cmd to’ wanier aimless ly."

1 - -

o T .. N | "'J'q? - C
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'Based on 22 case studies {17 males and 6 ferales), Stengel con-
cludes that there is a relationship of the candition of campulsive
T wandering to cyclic phases of depressicu and to epilepsy. The
orne cammon characteristic he found in all case studies is the
occurrence of a "serious disturbance in the child-parent relazion,
usually of such & nature that relationship tc one or both parents
was >ther campletely lacking or only partially developed" (p. 251).
Stengel points cut that the behavior of a runaway child, which is
often a symptam of neglected children, is related genetically to
the campulsive wandering of an adult. (See alsc 81)
: 81. . W L . = .
~-. Stergel, Erwin. Further stiudies .on pathological wandering . -
o (Fugues with the impilne to wander). Journa. of Mental .
Science, 1943, 89, 224-241} . —

In this article Dr. Stengel describes "fiugues with the
impulse to wander" and presents eleven extensive case st lies
- 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," "patholcuical
~or campulsive wandering," "poricmania" and "wanderlust" refer
equally to the same condition. Only one of tb case studies
is of 4 person under 18. Stengel points out -..at many of EFo—
: cases =videnced serious-disturbances in the hame and parent-
- - 'child relations which resulted in an unresolved ¢ ipus comple:
- for the indiyidual. (See ‘also 80) ' o :

82

Stierlin,jkﬁnh A family perspective ¢ - Lescon= runaways.. .
o (kﬁﬁhives of General Psychiatry, 1 29, 56-€2. ‘
In this articlé Stierlin, an MD and PHD with the Family

Studies Section, Adult Psychiatry Branch of the National In-
- _-stitute of Mental Health, discusses modern wcdolescent runaways.- . .
and the dyvnandics of their relationship to their parents. Four
‘ types ‘'of runaways are identified: (1) abortive, (2) lonely
Ty - .schizoid, (3) crisis, and (4) casual. Of these runaways the .

" - . aboptive and lc.:ly schizoid types are unsuccecsful, the. casual,
successful, and the crisis type, partially successful. Runaway
‘Success is defined as the "achievement of geographical distance
and/or of premature independence" (p. 57). Stieriin 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 betweer the generations"

' *  and "operate as the covert organizing transactional backsround “to

K " 'the more overt and specific child-parent interactions' (p. 58).
G S 53 I - L




Stlerliin hypothesizes that the various runaway t\,*pes relate
to three trans:-tional modes in the aollo”lng vays: (l\ ‘Under
LI e bz_.c ing mode, the child is locked into a parental orbit from
A he does not runaw 7ay or mekes an abortive attempt to dc so.
X’1 of these runaways, including the lonely schizoid type, tend
~to avoid peers. (2) Under the expelling mode, the child is
neglected and abandoned by his parents which results in early
and casual runaways who adapt well to the runaway culture. -
(3) Under the delegatlng mode, a blend of the binding ard expelling
todes, a child is erc ourazed by his Larents to move out Irom them
up until a point at which they exert control. These vouth often -
mm away in a crisis situation anc experience conflicts of missions
and conflicts of loyalties. Stierlin concludes that treatment :
of unasay vouth must focus on the Fa}nllv and understand the
parents' concerns, problems and attitudes. (See alsd 113, 114,
115) :

0 0
&

uddick, David. Pmmvav . A review of the literature. Juvenile
‘hSLLCe 1973, 2L, 46-54. '

In this-article Suddlck a Ph.D. af 111ated with the Testmg

- and Evaluation Center of the University of Georgia, presents a- ‘
review of the literature on nmaways which is divided into sections o
on types of runaways, personalicy of the’ nmaway, the runaway response
reatment, and controlllng runaways. With respect to the reasons why

. youth run away,. Suddick" points out that some youth run away to

. escape the envirerments in which they are v10t1mlzed some flee
-as"a result of» irmer psyCth disorders, .and "others maliciously _
tranp for pure spite’™ (p. 47). From his review of the literature,
-Suddick .states that "with few ékceptions, the"inescapable con-
clusion must be drawn--thé home envirorment, in particular the
parent-child relatlonshlp iz the most Jmportant factor associated
with the flight-of the offspring’ (p. 48) and that 'no uniform
set of personality variubles can presently be expected to con-
sistently. predict bolting" (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 housed, who should assumeresponsiblllty (parent ..ad/or child)
for the runaway problem, who should make the initial contact with
the runaways,. and what should be the role’ of -alternative services
(e.g.; half-way housés, hot lines, etc. ) in helping runaways
(See also 12?) ‘ /

Y~

84 ‘ ' :
-~ Tobias, Jerry. L The_affluent suburban male d(ﬂ mquent Crimg, -
' and Delmquency, 1970, 16(3), 273 279 : SR

Tobias, an associate professor at-the Unlverﬂ_ty of Detroit
- - and Dlrector of Juvenile Services for the police department in« -~ .
s Bloor? &ld, “Ilchlgan a:eports the results of a, study conducted oy

94 .
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of misconcict--ind precipiraving causes—-of a“fluent subirher
male celinquents. Thwee formal interview questicrnaires and
official records were used to compare 100 white rzle suburban
delirquents, 100 white male suburban non-delincuents, and 100
N\ .wrban delinquents. The afflurnt suburban male offenses zre
mostly Class IT types of crirzs; malicicus destructic -7
property--317; disorderly cenduct--15%; and maming Zway--15%.
Tre causes of delirguency for the suburban m2les in this study
were 1) friends, (2) boredar and restlessness, (3) parents,
(4) s..lden wnexplainable urges,; and (5) “eeling that the act
‘is the "thing to do". (See also 85) ST
- Tobias, Jerry J., and Reynolds, Jay. The affluent suburban
' nmaway. Police Journal, 1970, 43 (20), 335-339.

. In this article Tobias and Reynolds present a profile cif
the 69 official missing person reports filed in 1969 in an
affluent suburben cammmity, Bloomfield, Michigan. These
reports represented 59 yourh (31 males and 28 females) of
ages 11 to 17 years, for vham the following was true: (1) the’
peak age was 15 to 16 years, (2) 207% were not living with their
natural parents, (3) 77% were first offenders for. ruming away,
(4) over 507 stayed in the local area, (5) 41% returned home =
within 24 ho. s, (6) September was the most popular month for.
leaving, (7) ov:zir 507% had been involved in other anti-social
activities as..ciated with the present offemse or had past
or post involvement. Thirty different reasons were given for
leaving. Six reasons were given for returning home: police
pick-up, encouraged by friend, .lack of funds, decided on own
Lo retwrr,” party-or activity ended, and turned ir by other
person. (See also 84%) - '
Tsubouchi, Kosuke, and Jenkins, Richard L. Three types of

delinquents” Their performance on the MPI and PCR.
- Journal of .Clinical Psycholéey, 1969, 25, 353-358.

* Tsubouchi, of the Tokyo Juvenile Detention and Classi-
fication Homm;, and Jenkins, a psychiatrist with the University -
of Iowa, report the findings of a study which investigated the
differences between the responses of three groups of delincients
(group or-.socialized - SD; unsocialized aggressive - UA; and
runaway - RA). Using two instruments - the Mirmesota Malti- - N

- phasic Personality Inventory '®MPI) ard the Parent-Child Relations
- Questiommaire (PGR). A subsample of 100 boys (43-5D, 24-UA, 33-RA)
" framthe-Towa Training. School for Boys was examined in early 1968.
No boys fram the earlier -* - by Shinohara and Jenkins-: (1967) -
were included. The rang ages was-14 to 19-3 years; the =
. mean age of the runaway g..up was 16-2 years. Even.though all -

Lty
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- simfler M2TI profiles, the S5 love were least
: 1. Fran chese & the earlfsr—Tindings
the authors coficlude that SD hoys ace merivated adaprive de- )
o - Aincuents while-the-LA-end RA boys &1 maladaptive frustration
' ceiinquencs. PCR scores indicated tha: inadequate mothering
. was & factor in the development of the U4 ard R4 boys. (See
alec 44, 45, 46, 47, 77) : oo e
57 , - ‘
wsttenberg, Wiliiam W. Boys who mm away fram home. Journal
-~ of Educationzl Psychology, 1956, 47, 335-343. R
c T~ " In'this article Wattenberg of Wayne University presents
firdings of an investigation of-'575 cases.of umnaray~bays
I'e

(iC to 17.vears old) vho weresreported as "missing persocns”
tc the Crime Prevention Bureau of the Detroit Police Depart-
ment.  The largest number of boys (169) were 15 years old. -
t of the boys (330} lived with both parents. In most™™ ‘

vases there was an Interaction of several factors which explained
vy the vouvh ran away. The main precipitating causes were searrh
for adventure (n = 124), rebellicn ggainst parents (n = 115), a\nd -
escape iront schoel conditions (n = 87). In many cases after the °
bovs returred home, the parénts tried te improve relationships

vith the boys. . ' ANV '

S

Weinreb, J., and Counts R. Impulsivity in adolescents and its
therapeutic management. Archives of General Psychiatry,
1960, 2, 548-558. T o -

Psychiatrists Weinreb and Counts precint two case studies®
of thergpy with runaway youths--a 12-year-old female and a* 16-
vear-cld male. Noting that it is difficult to aclieve progress
in therapy with impulsive, acting-ost adolescents, they recamend
that the best way to handle thenm is by early direct interpretation~ -
of deep conflictual issues followed' by constant sirengtt, and help.
89 _ = | : ] S /
o Wylie, Dorothy C., and Weinreb, Joseph. The treatment of a
: runaway adolescent girl-through treatment of the mother.
Amevican Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 1958, Z8, 188-195.

I - The authors, associated with the Worcester Youth Cuidance
Clinic, present a case study of short-terrd therapy with a 15~ - - .
year-old girl. Since the girl's problums was largely due to. )
her mother's guilt fecliings, jealousy ‘and non-acceptance of -

the daughter's growing-up,. successful treatment of the gixl: -

.;;_ - involved treating the mother-as well. - - P -
e — . : : _A o 9(). . R <« N
- . . .






PROFESSIONAL JOURNALS NON-ENGLISH)
90 s Al
‘Berachyahu, M. B'rihat y'ladim. (Runaway of children
' " from home and educational institutions.) Hahinuh,

1952/53, 25, 438-441.
| .
1} "Children escape from their homes because of °
"1 atavistic nomadism drive. Assisting factors are:
: guilt feelings, feehklemindedness. Escaning increases
din the adolascence period. Some educational sugges-
} tions are given." (H. Ormian) (Psychological Abstracts,

1955,.29, No. 585.)

oty 9L : -

i Eerger, I., and Schmidt, R. M. Kinderpsychiatrische und
. bsychologische Untersuchungsergébnisse bei Spontan-

.-und Reaktivfortlaeufern. (Results of child psychia-

. tric and psychological investigations of :spontaneous
and reactive runaways.) Prax. Kinderpsychol.

. Kinderpsychiat., 1958, 7, 276~210.

-

"10 boys and 2 girls ranging in age between 8-5 and
14-6 years, who ‘were 'spontaneous- ruraways, and 20 boys
and 4 givls between 7-10 and 14-7 years, who were 're-
.active' runaways, were studied. The personality dynamics
of the conflicts causing the running away varied between
the 2 groups: .spontaneous’ runaways had an inherent urge .

for change of environment, for flight, and for motor
activity; in reactive runaways the conflict“inherenﬁ;lg\
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, No. 10482.)

92 : - : -
Bergeron, M. Fugues et vagabondages juvé%iles. (Juvenile

running away and vagrancy.) Bull. G.-Etud. Psychol.,
Univ.,Paris,'1952,'6,‘309—310T - ’

"A distinction is made between the runaway and the
vagrant. It has been proven that juvenile runaways and
vagrants are at the same time “he most abandoned and the
most curable of misadapied youth. Therefore it is
necessary to help and guide .them in order to make their
social.readaptation possible: Public opinion must be

N 9 ’Z — _ ) .:.__;,.“’;;_.:.
\




are reporied,
ctors include
ts at scheocl
residence.  Pe nality charéc—

R

and mixed, so a t\po1oclcal - S
iotermined.  Most of the run- .
“aving suffered some brain damage
(r.. J. Hartman} -
ts, 1968, 42, No. 2722.)

G4 : : :

Kinder und die Poriomanije.
unc. {(The running away of

a .diagnostic consideration.)
chol., Lu1p21q, 1954, 6, 139-

:
[
-
J

&rx

a1l examples, the 'psychologically under-

I running away in children and adoles-

ntiated. These syndromes are separated
psyvchopathic or neuropathic basis.

co the cwileptold, forms-iand various

differential diagnosis are considered.’

(Psvchological Abstracts, 1955, 29, No.

9 \
Scohliebe, GooL Snlbstberichte. ]ugsnollvher Ausreisser.
(Youno runawavsh own cportq of themselives.)

O YS & !
2. Juooendr., 1934, 4, 275~280.

"The materity of runaways are healthy normal youths
tivaing hv *bw romantic longings of adolescense stimu-
R ~diny and movies, or by the need to free them-
2 conflict situation arisihg in che family or
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"2 cases of 12- tﬁ lé-year-old MJ*W

who are compul-
sive runaways arec reported. In all 3 cascs the first
episode of runninc away occurred after cnscot o7 ti
menarche, and whenever menstruation ‘thercaftor 4id
cccur.  Hde external precipitating causes for running awa;
could be asce rtained, but all .3 girls nad previously ex-
rerienced brief p;rlods of 'autcchtheonoud' disturbances.
A-close re]ationship between biclogical anGes af '
time menstruatiorn is due and of 'aut
~ances-seems to exist. Endrocrine ps
juries were ruled out in all 3 cases Schwerin)
(Psvchological Bbstracts, 1959, 33 'Nnv—%ﬁiﬁf)

7 ) e

G .
“Straubé, W., and Fuhrmann, W. Uechér ELG-Refunde bei

verhaltensgestoerten Kindern, unter bcc;nffrrcl

derueckq1chtlcung der Fugue (Ca EEG findings in
children with abnormal b;thlor, with special
considerations of fugues.) Nervenarzt, 1958, 29
209-213. T

- "The authors examined 61 patients, age 8-16, whe had
a hlstory of running’ away from home. They used clinical
bservation, EEG and a batter} of psvcholocﬁhal tests.
Thnx classificd 16 as. 'neurotic,' 18 as dysphoric-cmo-
tionally unstable," the rest comprised 'motoric¢ retarda-

-tion,"'acthenicsh hvoerth§m1cs,' and 'socjopaths°'

Orly 2 'pathological EEGs' were Tound in e neurotic,
sociopathic, and asthenic groups, wnClLa\. a high’ percen-
tagc of abnormal EEGs were found in the other grcups which

“on~

P
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of somatic causation of the
T there was no case of epzlepsy
ble brain~disease. The Rerschach
es vielding resulte that could be
with the abnormal EEG." (M. Xael
ts, 1959, 33, No. 8894.) ”
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Bever, Margaret, Holt, Susan, A., Reid, Thomas 2., and
Quinlan, Donald M. Runaway Youths: Families in
Conflict. Paper oresented at the meeting of the
Eastern Psychological Association, Washington,

D.C., May 4, 1973.

The authors--Beyer and Quinlan of Yale Unlversl o’
and Holt and Reid of the Hamden Mental Health Service
(HMPSl——prescpt the findings of a study of 13 runaways
and 15 parents in 16 families seen at the HMHS, a c¢hild
and family counsellng agency 1in Southern Cconnecticut.
In,this study the runaway was defined as a youth reported
lDV parents’as a missing child to the police cr. the HMHS.
The ages of the youth ranged from 12 to 18 years with a
median ade of 15 vyears. There were nine females. and six
males. ‘Examination of parent and youth interviews and
questionnaries revealed that parents and yvouth agreed
on the’/importance of the following issues in causing
confllct hours of returning home, number of nights
allowed out, parental remarriage, attendance at and
gradﬁs in school Ten cf the families (63%) had experi~-
enced parental deatH separation or d1vorce The authors’
conclude that "there is a strong- suggestion that running
away is one of the symptoms of unstable and conflict-
laden family situations™ (p.8). For many jouth the run-
away act was 1mpuls1ve and- unplanned following a phase of
depression. Youth's objectives in running away can be

classified into three categorles-/ (1) escaping, (2) e«per
encing excitement and 1ndependence, and {3) producing
change at home. (See also 120);, '

%9

Brennan, Tim, Blanchard, Fletcher, Huizinga, Dave, and
Elliott, Delbert. Final Report: The Incidence and
Nature of Runaway Behavior. (Report prepared for
the Office of Assistant Secretary for Planning and
‘Evaluation, Department of Health, Education and
Welfare.) 'Boulder, Colorado: - ‘Behavioral Research
and Evaluation Corpoxatlon, 1975

This report presents the tlndlng cf a pilot study
conducted by a group of researchers 1n Boulder to deter-
mine the feasibility of estlmatlng the incidence of runnin
~away from home. . The probability sample of households
screened for the existence of runaway youth, ages 10 -17,

/
7

/o 10d
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Ehele strer analysi 2lied to the be-
: the ru des of 165 run-
- abiliey le and 139 from the
o tod in vt classifica-
s C12180d ive types are as
- L - Sitontaneous unpl crisodes, Typc 2 -~
wirisodes, Tyn¢ 3 - Temporary "good
- Diffi t

’
cult long term escapist
rv escaplist ep 1sodes.

P
3
;
)
r
o

'chological or’ tlologlcal typo-
delincated for the 165 runaways

is anpliced to 37 different explana-
Jvmains (family, school, veers,

‘wes are as follows:

lowsr delincuoncy runaways:

1 =~ Young runaways frem stressful families.
w2 - Middle class "loners:" A "running te"
mode | . v

- Autonomous "older" runaways

Doliniient runawavs:

Tord 40~ Lower social cl“ss, high family and

school stresses: high dollnauencv and
. S

corsmitnaent to del inducnt peers.

T 5 = Delincuent Girls with highly stressful

Aome and sthool situations and strong
pecr pregsure toward delinquency.
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Finally, with resgect to recommendations
feasibility of a natidnal study, -authors sucao
naticral ovreopability sample be us=d sclely for
estimating the incidence. of runaway and that i
to collect detailed information auOut ranaway

aways and theilr families. This latter would b«
fully accemplished by conducting several small

~

"several carefully chosen localities" (p.2117).

S i
oL

n, Tim, Brewingtaﬁ, Susan, and Walrar
f Issues Reclating to Punaway Behavior.
pls} cvelo

£

L

red for the Office of Youth Devclopment
Health, Educaticon and Welfare.)! Bould
Behav *or\I\Researo and Evaluation Corpor

T~ |

. . T s . N .
Part I of this report submitted to the Of
Development includes a.review of some.of the s
’ ~ . g 3 T
logical and correctiopal literature regarting

& I‘"OI‘
oY St

© 'sUCcCcess=
ulCS 1n
(Sec alsc 100}

Lonn. A Study
—

(Peuort pre-
. Department
cr, Colorado:
atiorn, 1974.

fice of Youth
ocial, psycho-
the problem

of runaway youth in qddition'to a partial ann oLuLpd biblio-

graphy of runaway sources. Part II presents tl

regarding runaway yofuuth.and their characteristi

he, flnLﬁNQWG
ics from the

analyses of four different data sets: two sets of data

collected by BREC for the. national evaluation
Service Systems, data collected by BREC for a

of the Youth

‘study of drug

use in the Denver area, and 1nrormatlon from a runaway sheltex

the Freeway Station in LlnCuln, Nebra,ka.

A sophistlcated tvpologlhal ana1j51s, bas
hierarchical grouping methods, of ‘a sample of

‘ported runaways and about 400 non-runaways in

ad on Ward's
132 self-re-
Denver' in 1973

revealed the following runaway types: (1) minority males(A)
violent delinquents, multiple rurraway demographlc varlablcs,

(2) middle class females: not alienated, goud

" occasional runawav; (3) minority males (B):

, .

103

self~concept,
extreme negative




o oF esg, hignly delirguent, multiple
; =ime aways: similar in many wavs to

= nut of low seli-concect and zlienated; (5)
s les): high levels of alienacion, negative
€nizl ©1 access, celinguency. Zach type of runa-
-runaways were subsSecuently analyzed according
owina variables: broken homes, parents working

- 553 ed, relationships to adults and- -parents, church-

. 301 lor, ethnicity, age, sex, social needs and problems
2 E In further validation of the vpology, stepwise
discriminant analvses were performed (1) to clarify the
seraration of tyres, and (2) to indicate the relative power
2 the classificatory variables. The prediction of three
levils of Tunaway bchavior~—ne”er, one-time, and repeater--

15 »resented in a further section of the report. These an-
2’ ses showed that (1) the more delinquent a youth is, the"
more he/she tends to run away, (2) estrangement from the
wducatic~nal instituticns differentiates between runaways and

’ noern-runawavs, and (3) the parental rejection scale is the most
cowerful discriminater. ’Sec also 99)

ter, Dodie, Riencr, Joe, and Treanor, Bill. Runaway House:
t Yodih-vun Service Prcject (Prepared for, the Center
tor studies of Child and Famliv Mental Health Division
of 2cial Mental Health Programs, National Institute of
- i 1 N:altn). Washington, D.C.- U.S. Government .
ing Office,

1974. A : o .

his boo“let«déqcribcs SAJA, Special Approaches in Juvenile’

Assist:ucc, a countcr culture collective" 1ncorporated in
Hovember, 1969, in Washington, D. C., and its many established
projects —- Runaway House, group foster homes, a free job
finding co-op, summer employment_ program, for neighborhood youth,

and e free high school. Runaway House is a temporary shelter and
couﬂcnllnr program. for youth under 18 who have run from home,
efofa schocl, mental hospltals, and other places. The philo-
‘\\\\\\rﬁhv behind Runaway House is that youth can make their own de-
Cisdans about the futurz if they have a supportlve atmosphere
and aw;r opriate advice Since June of, 1968 when Runaway House
spened in the Dupont Clrc;e nelgthIhood of Washington, D. C.,
over 3000 runaways betweon ages 10 and 17 have stayed .there:
The'youtl have comc from every Social class, religion, and sec -
tion of the country. About 60% alone come from the Washington
metrenolitan area. In addition to a detailed description of
. how Runaway House began, how it evoived, and -how it operates
today, provisions for youth who stay at Punaway House and a ,
lcnotn” list of tips for 0pcrat¢nc a runaway houce are DlOVlded
(Sec also 31, 108)
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Golda,

on

D

in ; }
sccial & I TIros t
the Nat : Youth in 1972, <o
Univers chi nstitute for Sncil
this survev sampled l,qja vouths (aces 11
who were chossn &0 ranreseﬂt tne 48 conti
from May throuch Julv of 1972, Results of
personal interviews with each vouth reveal
the sampl 3d run away from home within g
period from ﬁa§‘1969-t0»3u1y 1972: Fased cn this samplo
percentage;, old & Reimer estimate that there were
1,475,000 to 2,369,000 runawayvs in the United Stataes dur-
ing the sgame three year period or about 500,200 to

o

~J
wn
O

,OOO_IUnawa;J each vear. Seventy percent of the run-
aways in the studv staved close to home at the home of z
relative or clese friend. The. study also describes the
runaways according to other variables, such as contact
with police on the run, involvement with other "delin-
quent” or socially ‘nmon-accepted hehawviors, sociocconomic:
backgrourd, age, 07acec_whore run to, and how loru cone
on run. The authors point out that official data onr 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 survoy, the pPropor-
tion of youths running away has remained the samc: the
absolute number was larger in ng\\éi?Cﬂ there was a

larger youth population then. i

107



the Center for
National In-

unf ctf the

“rarticular

Lnawavs and

: naway E {L. 1). Runaway

ol In Teoupont Circle arca of Washington, D. C. is
ISR T4 Ccommunits ] ! projects,

: sistance (SAJA).

P, 1072, finrdon helrs WYt a non- hlerarchia—

A sta t further
a support place
could learn
seminars evolved, “"coun-
children, had to come to

a, an intelligible event in
amily, not an objectified and
cime cor a catastrophe or an aberra-
4 familics seen bv the semihar dur-
four case studies. are presented to
& variety of th seminar' S, activi-
at "the more we get to know' ‘the
er 1t he

omes that the physical
v the outward and visible

=0

often on

J withdrawal that has long been
' also 31, 101) , _ \
10 . o
insritute for Scientific Analysis. The Sick, the Bad, :
and the Flu@: A _Review of the Runaway Literature. -
TFE?E?“prepared for the Social and Rehabilitative
L ooervice, Department of lHeadth, Fduc ation and wel- a

fare.t San Francisco: Scientific unaly51s Corpora-
tion, 1974.

Jih1s roview of the literature presents "a broader
unicrstanding of the youth runaway phenomenon by address-
1o the ‘CLd}]ldT\ of motives attributed to the act and

s
I
Nes
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| :
the social intervention strategies so derived" (i1 1)
for three perceptions of a runaway - sick, b~
The largest amount of literature on runawa
! the-runaway youth as "sick" and focuses up
tional and casual factors underlying the r
Research in this tategory is mostly psychiat~.ic ul
psychological and concentrates on motives aris‘ng out
sof irdividual pathology, family pathology, or both.

BRI

L  The second largést body of literature describes

the" runaway as "bad", criminally deviant, delinquent .

. Or sociopathic. Resezvrch within this delinquent or
sociopathic model is mostly done.by psychologists,
criminologists or sociologists on samples of incarce-
rated or 'adjudicated' delinquents. The medical model
~ of treatment or rehabilitation which views the individ-
ual as needing adjustment or resocialization is stress-~
ed’'in the literature which present$ runaways as "sick"
and/or "bad". From both perspectives, the treatment of
runaways recommended is usually individual, group or -
- family counseling. Finally, there is ‘little literature
- which -pérceives ruhaways as "free" youth who are moti-
“vated by socio-cultural forces to express their in-
" dependence and self-determination. Many of these youth

live independently of their parents und er newly assumed
~identities until they reach the age of majority. ‘

National Youth Alternatives Project. National Directory
' of Runaway Centers. .Washington: ~National Youth
- Alternatives Project, ,1974. : : '

This booklet prepared By the National Youth Alter-
natives Project gives an overview of all runaway cen-
ters in the United States at the date of publication.

| A-runaway.céenter is a place that accepts runaway youths

_on a voluntary self-referral 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
futures...The directory gives descriptions of 41 resi- .
dential and 18 non-residential counseling services in"
the United States. In an introductory overview section
various characteristics of the programs (jincluding hous-
ing, food, counseling, @ost—residential Coupseling,

o .' i . N
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d

post reg}dential counseling, out-of-home placements, .
non-residential counseling and services, medical 4

services and legal services), staffing and administra-

tion patterns, and funding issues relating to runaway
centers are presented. In addition, one section summa-
rizes characteristics of-runaways, their parents .uid

runaway center staff. The questionnaire used by the

survey is included at the ‘booklet's end. B

© “Reinholz, Mary.. = The throwaway children. Y8Uth Reporter,
| December, 1973+ . (Reprinted from the. New York Times
\Magazine). e , . —

"¢inholz describes the plight of Manhattan's Easp,xk
Village“'ragtag kids" who often call themselves "throw-

aways'-- "throwaways, disposable children tos<ed out
+ with the trash"{(p._ 7). Many of these children, who are .
' mostly -unskilled and semi-litérate, grew up in reforf —
“and mental.institutions or in families and foster . homes ' ¢~

~where they were beaten. and neglected. “The.author claims =~
that this type of‘‘runaway child began to dominate the
~ Streets of the East Village about the time that "flower
i power" faded and most middle-class runaway -youth left. ,
. The major problems faced by the females are rape.and .| .
TTHOUSingG,TWHile those of the males included beatings; ™.
run-ins with ripoff artists’, and homosexual assault. -

112 - : , - B S, ;

Saltonstall, Margaret B. PRunaways and Street Children ,

: in Massachusetts. Boston: Massachusetts Committee
on Children and Youth, 1973. N S '

_ This study by the Massachusetts Committee on‘Chil-
dren and Youth describes the runaway phencmenon in the
comnionwealth of Massachusetts during July, 1972. A
Tunaway is defined-as "a child urider eighteen years of
age who is absent from home for 24 hours or more without -
parental permissicn" (p. 4j. In. addition, runaways from
foster or group homes and other institutions are in- -
cluded in the report. Data collected from 117 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%)

RISTETR—




~the adult psychiatry branch of NIMH, thirty runaway

299

came from out51de'Wassachusetts, ‘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 v

© parent, afd 15% with neither natural parent.

A family‘argument<was the lar ‘55.6%)- precipi-

tating reason given for running v .1 percent _ ¢
were institutional runaways. Of - iaways gone |
for one month or more (40 females unu - males) 30.2%
needed ‘a foster home and 33.4%, individual or family
ICOUnsellng The Massachusetts resources available in

1973 to runaways ‘and. street people - hot lines, emergen-

cy shelter serv1ces,-serv1ce centers, and medical ser-

- vices - are briefly-described. 1In addition, three com-

munity models of services to runaway youth are describ-
ed: (1) urban model ~ Boston, (2) suburban model -
ArlYington;- and (3)' rural model - Martha's ‘Vineyard.
Recommendations for future acclons ‘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
. ~ Runaways. "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, lst session.
pp. 171-18i. Janvary 13-14, 1972.

' The aim of the study described in this article

"‘was to delineate a .clinical typology of runaways that

links individual characFerlsQ1cs to peer and family
relationships. 'The typology derived has four cate-
gories: uncontrollable "ne'er-do-wells", crisis run-
awdys, sweet "bad" 'girls, and lonely schizoid run-
aways. . The author, a PhD-MD in the family studies
section of the adult psychlatry ‘branch of-the National -
Institute- of Mental Health, defines a runaway as "an
adolescent who, before reachlng age' 17, has absented
hlmself from his parents' home without’ perm1551on for

" at least one full night"(p.172). From the "under-

achievers" study sample of 36 families (each with one ..
14- to le- year-old: "underachi°ve1") who over a five-
year period had participated in family therapy fhrough-

v

11
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children (21 index “underachievers" and nine siblings)
were identified. The twenty- one "underachievers" had
more symptomatology of a delinquent nature. (such as
truancy, assauvltive behavior, steallng,vand drug/alcohol
abuse) than’tne fifteen non-runaway--"unachiévers", while
the non~-runuways had more-: symptons of a- psychotlc or

neurotic nature (such as ‘depress€ion, withdrawal, hyper—

activity, thought disorder, neuroti- and psychosomatlc
symptons). . (See also 82, 114 1 -
114 ST : T C : o

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 Assoc1atlon, Detroit,
Michigan, May 6 - 1C, '1974.

: In this paper Stierlin; 'actllg chief of " thu Family
Studles Section, Adult Psychiatry Branch of the National
- Institute of Mental Health, cutlines therapy and treat-.
ment strategies for various types of runaway youth and

;_thelr parents. Three ‘types of family situations are

ypothe51zed (1) Families with predominantly binding
Torces have prevalllng cener1petal forces and tend to

produce "abortive and lonely =chizoid runawavs; (2)
Families with predomlnantl} ﬁxpellihg"fmrce have pre-.
*alling centrifugal forces. have neglectful and reject-
tul parents, and ‘tend to f :-er casual runaways;--~ (3)
Families with a blend of I -3ing and expelling factors

exhibit a mixture ol centr iugal and centripetal forces
and treat the adolescent as a delegate of the parents
which often results 1n crisis runaways.

Stler71n sugoesta which- -treatment strategies are
-best  for the various runawavs ahd their families. For
.example, in the case of a relegated runaway,_contror 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 charce; instead the creation of an
‘instant shelter that has tpportunities for the develop~
ment of cering, non-cxp it cive relatlonshlns is recom-
mended. Some general perspc tives necessary for  the
treatment of all runaways include the need for multl- o
,Ln rational fairness and nm“athy, and the 1mportance Q\

a "third party": medlator .See also 82, 113, 115)

Y
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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, Twar=
—————imgs:on Runawzy Youth before the Subcommittee to
Investigate Juvenile Delinquency of the Committee
on the Judiciary. 92nd Congress, 'lst Session.
"Pp. 193-210. January 13-14, 1972.

Based on their experiences in t! vapy with thirteen
- families seen at the Families Study section of the Adult
. Psychiatry Branch of the National Instltute of Mental g
.Health, the authors describe two extreme modes of adoles-

cent separation from the family of origin -- centrlpetal
‘and centrifugal. In adolescen—e "oedipal conflicts" are
reactivated and finally resol—ed. In centripetal: separa-

tion, there is a delayed separa ztion: mc the youth from the
family since the family and g :-ental "ies dcm:inate over ™
those of outsiders. In contr 3t in centrifugal separa-‘,
tion, the youth rushes to ser. -ion from ‘the family

'since his/her only sources of =«t.sfaction ccme from out-
side the uncohesive famfly. Tb@bgepvrifugal youths-ex~ J

hibit thrill or adventure - se« -_3g hchaviors, motoric
expansiveness, a capacity to re.sts easily to peers, and
an ability to find sex partners ~as‘'lv. Case studies of

“families showing ‘each configura-ior ~re given. Both.
extreme patterns of separatior rcan 2ad either to
schizophrenic or to sociopathi~ ° - lopments. (See also
82, 113, 114) '

v

116 :

United States Senate, United & ° Congrpss. Runaway
Youth. Hearings ‘before t:,.. 1bcomm1ttee to .uavesti-

®  gate Juvenile Delinguency the Committee on the
Judiciary. 92nd Congress I session. Legisla-
tive hearings on S. 2829. ' Runaway Youth Act."

January 13-14, 1972.

These Senate hearings on . 7. inaway Youth Act"
(S.2829) present a variety of —wiewpc ints towards runaways
. and what policies are appropriate r. zarding them. Among

-, those testifying were runaways the~ -lves,. dlrectors of
runaways faeilities_in several cit: : (Bridge in San
Diego, Huckleberry House.in San T ”‘EEBT‘EHH"KHﬁaWay***m——n—
House in Washington), court and ~ .ce representatives,
federal governmeni representativ- . ‘ror the Department

5
i
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of Health, Education and Welfare, and the executive -
director of Traveler's Aid 'Society.__Also included with
the testimony are -a repdYt on the Bridge, a home for
“Funaways in San Diego, and letters from parents of run-
aways. (The Appendix includes tae following articles:
30,-.76, 113, °115)~ - : ' SR

117 : ‘ . : .
United States Senate, United States Congress. The Run-
~ " away Youth Act Report (Accompanies §. .645):-Together
~With Additional Views. Report #93-191 .(Calender A
No. 181). 93rd Congress, lst Sessién. June 4, 1974.

_This report and additicnal viewZz discuss the "Run--
away. Youth Act”™ (S. 645) which was originally introduced
by ‘Senators Bayh and Cook in the previous cohgressional
session as S. 2829.° Runaways are defined_és "juveniles
who have left’' homes without the specific permiSsion of

» thelr parerntsior guardians." The purposes of the pro-
- posed runaway act are (1) to stréngthen interstate report-

" ing and Services to parents,. (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 delin-— -
~quency.  For these services, the bill authorizes appro= - ... -
+ -pPriateness. 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
.. a fifteen year old, white, middle class female. The
‘report includes summary of the legislative 'hearings in
January, 1972, about the” "Runaway Youth Act": The report
- concludes with Senator Hruska's remarks concerning his
opposition to the proposed act. Basically, he feels
~that there is no clearly-established need for the serv--
ices of the act and doubts the efifectiveness of runaway
shelters to deter juvenile delinquency. B
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Bartollas, Clémens L. Runaways at the Training Insti-
' tution, Central Ohio. (Doctoral Dissertation;
Ohio State University, 1973). Dissertatiqn Ab;tracts
) ‘International, 1973, 34, 2789A. /University Micro-
! films-No. 73-26,769) . '
/  "The purpose of this study was to examine the problem

of the runaway. student at the Training Institution, Central
; Ohio. Investigation of institutional records revealed 145.
S successful runaway events involving 125 different boys :in
/ the period January 1970 through Octooder .1972. In addition
to the successful escapes, there were 39 other students who
attempted to escape during the same period....In this
study, there were eleven variables which statistically ‘
_ different:iated runaways from non-runaways. Runaways 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, nad more inc:dents of homosexual
' kehavior ‘at TICO, had completed lesc yvears” in school at
‘TICQ, had poorer grades in school at TICO, ‘and had more
—ii*ff‘uﬁ%atisfactq?y*wcompletidnﬂofﬁparoi5*foiiowing*TICQT“*‘__“*f’

. R L

- The.Jesness Invéntory which-was used to differentiate
 personality’ differences between runzways 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 .is.faced
with an unmahageable problem which he feels is unshareable.
The inmterviews with 40. students, 20 runaways and 20 compari-
son boys, revealed that this thesis could be documented
with nearly every subject. In addition, the interviews
indicated that there were four types of runaways: white
students .who ran on impulse, black students who ran on-
impulse, white students. who planned their escape, and
black students who planned their escape...Another major
-firding was that neither personality nor institutional
variables alone werz as decisive .in-escapes as the inter-
action between them." ' : o v

’
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Bassis, Edward M. Characteristics of adolescent runaways
in a community residential treatment center.

- (Doctoral Dissertation, United States International
University, 1973). Dissertation Abstracts Inter-
national, 1973, 33, 5505-55068. . (University Micro-

" films No. 73~11,433)

"The nrablem ¢ ‘s study was to determine the
! cteristints Lf ade  scents who are runaways and to -
inv :stigate and describe these characteristics along
~dimensions such as age, sex, family makeup, drug use ,“
natterns, personality characteristics, social adjustment,”
r2rsonal adjustment, ~alues, and purpose in life." The
~“ata was .collectad from a drug use questionnaire and
four standardized instruments--Min-ssota Multiphasic
Perssnality Inventcry, California Test of Personality,
Allyort-Vernon-Lindzey Study of Values, and. Purpose in
Life Test. ,The samnle studied included 40 runawayz and
& matched control croup (n = 23) .wtx had never run away
from home. There was a significan- difference between
runaways. and controls on 20 out oF 26 scales of four :in-
truments, and betw2en runaway druz abusers and runaway
<3 users .on orn.y 5 -scales. From the results Bassis
oncluded that (1) runaways' personality and social
haracteristics =s a group Adiffered from  non-runaways,
2) runaways' test profiles were similar to those of .
uveniiewdéliDQUénﬁs,,(3)qrunawaYSAShowedwmprewdrug“use“””““
than non-runaways, and (4) counselinc that involves a
short tesm separaticn of youth from their family and
~includes the family in the counseling process can be
effective in helping runaways and their families with
"+ 'nroblems. ‘ :

Bever, Margaret. The psychosocial problems of radolescent
) runaways. (Doctoral Dissertation,-Yale_University,
1974). Dissertation Abstracts International, 1974,
35, 2420-2421B. (Uz=iversity Microfilms No. 74-25,
718). . ' R ' C '

In this study 32 adolescents, 14 males and 18 females
who ha . runaway from hom=, were compared to their. 18 male
-ancé 14 female non-runawa: natural siblings. ~The sample
was lcrated through polize missing person records in a
suburkzn town znd mental health outpatient records in a

larger metropol:tan area. Tn general, the runaways had

A
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not .prepared for running away.. The median number of
nights away from home was four; 41% of the youth =pent
all of their time away in the town wherr th ! d.
Measures administered to the adolcscent pair: 1 <he
Wi Pecl Depression Inventory, Coopersmith

L-est Lnventory, Life Events Scale, Jackson Im- .
pulsivity Scale, Matching Familiar Figures Test, Parent
“ehavior Inventory, Dot Completion, Duratic Inventory,
Time Estimz=ion and Production, Interview, cnd WISC
Informaticr Subtest. '

The & »>lescent runaways in the study were signifi-
cantly dif. rent than their siblings on a number of di-
mangions: ‘({a) the .runawa.s were more depress~d, hag

lower self- :steem (especia. ly on home and schocl dimen-
sions) and reported more life events, which had been
linked to = :ult depression and psychiatric hospitaliza=
tion; {b) wiile more impulsive on a self-report measure,
the runawe- 5 were as refliective as the1r .siblings on psy-
chomotor- t sks;-and-‘c) the runaways' - relationships with
both parents were more conflicted, and they felt more
rojecz ion and hostile control fLom parents——partlcularly
Luthers In.additicn, runaway youth tend to be scape-
cgvated, 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 interactizn and combination
of”interpertOﬁaiv‘fém*ly“aﬁd“ethdol ‘factors which preci- -~
pitate a youth's running away. from home. (See,a*so 88)

~——

12: o T -
English, Clifford J. On the streets: ™“A. part1c1pant
observational study of an adolescent subeulture
(Doctoraa Dissertation, University of MlchlganP\

1972). Dissertation Abstracts International, . - T
lj/3, 33, 5965A. (unlverslty MlCrOfllmS NG 73_

11,398)

"Ir. cerfaln qeographlcal areas, the numbers of
rinaways congre ating has reached such proportions
V& greg prop

that the- ccmprise what: the researcher has ‘termed 'an

adolescert street §ﬁchltUre This study ccncentrates
on ‘adole: zents between the ages "of 12 and 17 w=a Fave |
adopted =his partlcular llfe style : atai was collected

R
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primarily through participant obse: va .on, supplemented

with extengive interviews....Observations were carr-ed

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 partlrL}ant commonly held
ooa]s and attitudes toward the 'straight world It is
hynothesized that  their illegal status combined with

similar attitudes and values forms the basis of the sub-
culture....While the .primary purpose of the study is
ewploratorv, it also is an attempt to clarify the run-

away problem, particularly in terms of how: part1c1pants

define it. Thus, a classification system of runaways 1is

presented which domonstxatc; that _there are different o
tynes Of crUnaways. An analysis is presented of "an alter=- -
native:institution which attempted to cope with the problems
these adolescents encountered." ‘(See also 26)

122
Suddick, David E. ' Female juvenile runaways from home.
.o (Doctoral Dlssertatlon, Colorado State *College,
1969). Dissertation Abstracts International, 1970,
30, 4161 41 62A. (Unlvers’ty Mlcrofllms No. 70~7l70)

The nurpose of thlS study was to 1nvest1agte ‘the
characteristics of female juvenile runaways from cases
heard by the Juvenile Court of the City: and County of :
e Dtnver,AColcrado, in- l“bé 1967, and 1968.. The results of
- -erregression analyses” using five ba51c erlables——age, T
cultural group, school- work number of past referrals to
court, “and. famlly income-revealed that there were no
differences” ‘between runaways and non- runaways for any of
_the three years and. showed some dlfferences between the
runaways from year to 'year. The number of past referrals
differentiated between the 1966 and 1967 female runaways
and between the 1967 and 1968 5Emale runaways, while the
number of past referrals and.school-work Gifferentiated
“between the ¢966 and 1968 runaways. From “the_findincs

of this study, "it is recommended tha runcways\ﬁe con-
sidered from two viewpoints: :first, group hharacterlstags
and secondly, perceptions of runaways." (See also 83) T

<
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POPULAR MAGAZINES

123 . » L

Brooks, P. They c.n go home again. McCalls, January 1972,
p.57. ‘ '

124

Gentle Marcie: A shattering tale of a runaway to hippie-
land. Newsweek, October 30, 1967, p.88.

125 : : . S ' .
Larsen, R. -,Runawz’s, PTA Magazine, Novémber 1972, pp.26-

32. S ‘
126‘”¥ SR e R

Margetts, S.; & Feinburg, M. R. Why do executives’ v
,children‘run zway? 'Duns Review, January 1968, p.40.

o)

127 -, e e e
Peters, W.. Riddle of teenage runaways .Good Housekeeping,
June 1968, p. £8. ' :

Remsberg, C., & Rembberg}_ B. How teen runaways get help:
Huckleberry House San Francisco. Seventeen,

January 1972 pp.122-123.

129 : - :
Riley, D. Runaways and then there were thousands.
Washlngtonlan Magazine, November 1971, pp.l- 6.

130 . o S
-Runaway children ©ULS. News and world Report, April 24,
1972, 38 42, ~ , S
131 ) .
Runaway kid. Life, November 3, 1967, p.18..
132 .
‘Runaways.: A millicn bad trips. How youth agencies try
to help. Newsweek, October 26, 1970, pp.67-68.
133 | -
Runaways--a national proble=. 'Time, August 27, 1973, "

p-57.

34 : - N
&unaways: Rising U werry. U.S. News and World Report,
September 3, 1573, p.3-. : ‘ o

119 -
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135 , : . : .
Runaways--Teenagers who run away to the hippies.’ Time,
September 15, 1967, p.d46. :

136 :

Shayon, R. L. From a hippie's soul: WNEW's "A child
again" broadcast- Saturday Review, December 16,
1567, ».46. T T

137 . B .
surface, B. Case of the runaway teenager. Reader's
Digest, May'1979, pp-143-146. R
138 . T y . A
"Tunley, R..  If you're thinking of running away-"Seventeen,'¢~
February 1968, p.138. : . ‘

139 :
Whithead, J. Greenwich village case histories. k Look,
' July 25, 1967, p-26. e R

140 - | - : .
- Youcha, C. Running away, all the way home. Parents
Magazine, January 10, 1973,.pp.87-91.

¥

*This is not a cémpreh?nsiVe list but rather ga repreéentatiVe
" list of popular magazine articles Printed in the late 1960's
and early 1970's. ; : : ’ '
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NEWSPAPER ARTICLES

14] A
Bachrach, J. Runaway statistics.  Washington Post,
March 3, 1974, p.Hl.

142
Carlson, P. The changing problems of runaways.

Boston Phoenix, July 30, 1974, p.5. " \
143 |

 Claiborne, W.L. Hill panel hears runaways.
e Washlngton Post, ~January 14, 1972,ﬂprcg.

Tae . -
A commune- thrlves in Berlln New York Times,
December 26, 1972, P 38.

145 : , S

Et al. Runaways review. New York Times, July 18, .

: 1971, viI, p.10.: ; “ - -
.. 146 -

~Janson, D. Phlladelphla minister aids runaways
. New York Times, July 18,.1971 p 41

FENTREY

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,

149 : :
Metropolitan briefs: Police unit to seek runaways.-
‘ New York Times, ane‘2l 1972, p 47,

150 :
Phonge-a-Home program glves runaways a place to run to.
New York ‘Times, - November 25,. 1972, 'p. l8»p,

151 | - _ -
Richwine, D. S., & Haynes, W. Always the hope Mikes and
Lindas will come home Boston Globe, May 13,-1974}

L N 121

P33 | | - O
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152
Rogers,-J. G. Runaway kids: How one city handles the

~problem. Washington Post, Parade Magazine,
October.7, 1973, pp.9-11.

133 N
Shelters for runaways New York Times, January 27,
<1972, .18, ‘\
154

Smith, O. D. Runaways seek change. Kansas City Star,
May 30, 1974, p.d4w.

H l_)5 . . . .
- Students discuss runaway youthc New York Times, S PRI
May 28, 1972 p.39. - o . . i

156 ' _ S R ¢
Stumbo, B. The runaways. Parts'I - V. Los Angeles
" Times, 'September 16 - 20, 1973. :

*Thls is not a comprehensive list but rather a representatlve
list of newspaper.artlcles prlnted 51nce 1971,






