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some critical issues for
professionals and society

By F. Ivan Nye, Boys Town Center for the Study of Youth Development \
. A
’
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The dramatic revelation that some threc- quqrtcrs of a million ado-
Jlescents ‘leave home cach year without pqrental permission, coupled with
the fact that some of them are urdered,, become prostitutes, or become
drug addicets, has caught the attentionof Amcricans as hast few other
happenings in this century. Yét most lay pcoi)lc';lnd many profcssionals o
know little more about runaways than what they have rmd in the Sun-

day supplements. .

Actually, there have been many studics of runaways by the profession-
als who serve them and by behavioral science rescarchers. What can
youth- of family-oricnted professionals learn from this massive runaway
phenomenon? Docs it reveal basic malfunctioning in'the American fam-
ily? Has the fit_between the needs of youth and the ‘progmms of schools
become so poor that youth aré primarily running from schools? What
arc ‘the policy qucstlons runaways posc for professionals and soc1cty>

This report draws data and concepts from the professional llt,cmturc
"on runaways (now over 150 publicatians) to address these and related
questions—questions which professionals and policy makers must face
- if the basic needs of youth, familics, and souct) arc to be adequatcly met
in the coming dcmdcs T




Fig. 1—Percentage of runaways byé"sex. Data from

Opinion Research Corporation, 19\7 .
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Flg 2—DPercentage of runaways by age. Data from ’

Opmlon Research Corporation, 1976.
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AN OVERVIEW
oOF =
RUNAWAYS

' Some Characteristics .of Runaways .

Recent research has developed a definition of

runaways as youth aged 10-17 who were absent .

from home at least overnight without parental

penmlsswn Using this definitiopn, the National
Statistical Survey of Runaways (Opinion Research
Corporation, 1976), after corrections for under-
reporting, estimated that 733,000 youth ran away
in 1975. They note thac if shorter runs of two
hours or thore are mcluded the figure approxi-
. mates one million—a flgure which appears fre-

quenfty in the ptess.

Runaways are almost equally divided between

- males(53-per cent)-and-females (47 percent).”

The largest proportion are 16 years of age (31
per cent). Twenty-five per cent are 15, 24 per

cent are 17,9 per cent are 14, 6 per cent are 13,

3 per cent are 12, 2 per cent are 11, and 0.2
per cent are 10. Somie confusion has arisen con-
.cerning the sex and age of runaways because of
reports from. runaway shelters. The runaways com-
ing to government-supported shelters average

. younger—the largest humber are'15.rather than

16 and are composed more largely of females
(57 per cent females and 43 per cent males).
With respectito these latter figures -t should be
remembered that only a small propozriqpv of run-

+ aways, about 5 per cent, use the shelters (Na-

.

~

‘tional Youth Work Alliance, 1979).

Runaways are mote likely to come from low-

“income families (the rate is about 40 per cent

~ higher). However, the lowest rate of runnifg
away comes not from the highest income families,

but from thoge in the very middle of the income,
distribution. There is a sizable class difference in
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arepeater running. Only 5 per cent of middle class
runaways were repeaters compared to 30 per ceqt
of lower class runaways (Brennan, et al,, 19787

- The lowesy, rate for runaways occurs in four-

person Households: only 1.9 per cent of these’

households experienced a runaway in 1975, com-
a ‘pared to the average of 3 per cent in all house-
holds with youth 10-17. ‘In most instances these
* would be two-parent, two-child households. House-
holds with twd people, ordinarily one parent and
one child, have a ‘much higher runaway rate—
5.1 per_cent. The highest rate of running away
tchurs in households of eight or more persons;
» 7.1 per cent of such households had a runaway
child in 1975. The rate for these households is
nearly four times the rate found in the four-per-
son households. Probably size alone does not
account for all of these differences, since a dis-
proportionate number of low-income families are
found in.single-parent and very large families.
Racial. differences in runnmg away are slxght
The white rate is 2.9 per cent; black, 3.2 per cent;
Hispanic, 4.6 per’ cent. The higher rate for His-
panics may reflect, in part, a cultural différence
in vﬂ?xh children are relatively free to leave their

own household to live for a while thh a rela-

tive White colla}; and blue collar familiés have
identical runaway rates. Central cities and towns
kiave higher rates than suburbs and rural aréas.
However, the differences ate not very great. city,
3.4 per .cent; suburbs, 2.8 per cent; small towné,
~ 3.4 per cent; rural, 2.4 per cent (Opinion Rx%
search Corporation, 1976),
These data are for those who ran during 1975
‘Cumiilative data show that 8.4 per cent of famxhes
1n the Nancvnal Survey had at some time in th(.

-

pastBased on this datf, it is estimated rhat about
one child in eight will run away sometime before
his or her eighteenth birthday.

7

Characteristics of ‘the Run

’

-~

Most runaways do not run far or stay long.
Twenty per cent traveled less than a mile, 52 per
cent Jess than 10 miles."Only 18 per cent traveled
farther than 50 miles. Forty per cent ran only one
day and 60 per cent were back by the third day.

Seventy. per cent had retutned within a week and .

84 per cent were back within a month. Nine per
cent were gone oné to six months and 5 per cent
had not returned at the time the National Survey

" 'was taken. = -~

Alchough these researchers defided a runaway
as any child under 18 who is gone overnight
without parental permission, not all parents de-

. fine tﬁe behavior in those terms. In 47 per cent
" of the cases, the parent did not consider the event

s running away. They explamed that they knew
where the youths had gore and expecred them to
feturn, In less than a third of the, cases did they
report the event to police. Apparéltly parents re-

.

serve the term runaway for youths who plan to -

~ Teave home permanently Likewise, many youths

* who are goné ovetnight without parental permis-

sion have no intention of staying away indefinitely
and do not consider themselves to be runaways
(Opinion Research Corporation, 1976)

LY
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"’f‘ypes of Runaways - -

Brennan, Huizinga, and Elliott (197é) from_ -
their extensive research describe two general

classes and seven specific types of runaways.

Class 1. This entxre class is defined ‘as ﬁét :

highly delinquent and, in general, not alienated
from family and’school. They are not pushed out,
re]ected or abused. Therefore, more positive mo-
tivatidns may be inferred, mth attractions élse-
whete having more e\phnatgry power for this
than other groups of runaways. In Type 1, "young,
temporary escapists,” tight controls are maintaingd
by parents accompanied by physical and other
' types of punishment. Family life is not especially

attractive, but these young=adolescents have not

rejected parengs. Parents display indications of
powerlessness and societal estrangement. Sixty per

cent of the runaways are boys. Type 2, “middle .

class loners,” are older on-the average (just over
16 years). They are not alienated from parents.
They have high self-esteem and do well in school.
However, typically they have'few friends. Tyi)e
3, “unrestrained, peer-orxented runaways,” also av-
erage ‘just over 16 years of age. They are inde-
pendent and largely detached from parents. Famxly
nurturance is low and freedom high, They hfve
high interaction with a few fnendg -They are nat
hxghly delinquent. However, they dislike school
and have no educational gspirations. Their lack
" of 'ties o family and, school provide few bonds

to hold them. Their dislike of schopl seems-to be

their primaryinegative reason for runfing. They

run repeatedl}} usually with one or more friends.
Class I (three fypes) composed 45 per cent of the
runaway sample

N~

i

Class 11. This entire class is «characterized as
“delinquent, alienated runaways.” There is high
conflxcr. with’ parents, rejecting and rejected par-
ents, high commitment to delinquent peers, per-
*sonal” delinquent conduct, school problems and
alfenation from school, and low self-estcem. This
class includes four typcs which vary by age and”
sociAl class Type 4, “rejected and constrained
runaways,” is composed mainly of )ounger youths
from Tow-income and low-education families (av- !
erage age 14.1). They are rejected and reject their

) parents, are trighly involved with delmqucnt peers, -

and. exhibit much personal, delmqucnt behavior. *
Patents attempt high levels of control and pun-
ish frequently. Although dhese. ybuth aspire to
educational success, they rank low in achievement.
The group indudes many repeater runaways. Most

parents respond by trying to locate tunaways and -’

return them home. ‘

“Rebellious, constrained middle class drop-
outs,’ ype 5, resemble Type 4, except that they
are older (average 15.2 years), mostly female, ex-
hibit ottright rebellian, and are| predominantly
from middle class families. This group rejects
school as well as parents and reports a variety of

arentgl re ecuon abuse, and favoritism to sib- - .
]

litigs. They have high commitment to delinquent
peers” Almost all pla their runaway episode. |

Type' 6, “homeless, rejected, . unrestrained *
youth,” also exhibit alienation rom parents and
school and high commitment to delmquent peets.
These are older (average 15.6-years); 62 per cent
boys and largcly middle_class. Pafents are not i
overprotective. /These y()uth'ha.vc relatively high
educational and occupauonal aspirations but dre
uninvolved edum,nonally and have mo plans for.

-—

T
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Jinvoliement. Most did nut plan a runaway epi-
sodc and many were not sute they were ruging
dway. Parents- infrequently notified police. The
picture is of little parertal commitment or control
and litle commiment of the youth t anything
(.xccpt a few delinquent driends.
'Ty pe- 7., pushouts, iOCI}U) rqccted VOuth

composed pnmmly of boys in lower- 5 ass famxhes

,Vcr) high levels of rejection are Lh&ﬁd(((’l‘lstk of

<

both parents toward youth and youth toward par-
ents. Youth reject schivol and lnv almost &cased
to participate. The only stron% ties are tu peers,
-who are involved in' continuing delinquent be-
havior and who frequently -exert pressurd to par-
nupate in deviant behavior. Most planped their
runaway cpisode am; run repeatédly. Few parents
report cpisodes to police or try w have the youth
rcturn Some can b¢ truly characterized as “push-
outs,” others have 'little if an)th‘xng tv prevent
them from* running.

Overall, the two genemd classes are quite dif-
ferent. Class I differs little from non-runaways in

, relationship to parents and schuol and in achieve-
“ment in school. This implies positive goals and

.interests as reasans for running away. Class II s

charactetized by high . very high alienation from
parents and school and by high identification with
delinquent peers and by perspnal delinquent be-
hayior. These, youth exhibit_personal feelings of
powerlessn(.ss alienation, and low . self-esteenr.
Both classes are divided into subtypes .by differ-

ent pgrental behaviors based on age and sex »f

the youth and the social class of parents.
In" general, it appears, that youths who run
are motivated by three groups of reasons. =~ .
1. Posmve reasons—a desire to explox“e, to

-

meet new people, and tofhave new experiences.
It appears that abodt 20 ppr cent of runaways are
of this type (thtenberng%G Walker, 1975;
Brennan et al 1978 Libertoff 1980)

and in the commt}mty Yputh may dxshke school

ne is composed of first-
impulsively after a dis-
:cause they anticipate being -

into, two, subgroups:
time rufiners, who ru
pute with parents or’b

and mast do not exhipit other serious deviant be-

haviors such as deli quency, truanCy, and drug

abuse. The second sybgroup has chronic conflict
with parents and uspially exhibits_continuing de-
viant behaviors. Marly are repeat runaways.

3. PusHouts.”
lmw or ab’lndorf by parents or severcly and
r(.peatcdly beaten.{ They feel they have no al-

_ ternative but to Ifave. There are. no exact esti-

mates of the sizefof this greup, but it may be
about 5 per cent df the total (Butler, 1974). The
Opinion Research Corporation (1976) in their
national survey found that 3111 but 5 per cent of
rinaways had returned home.

\/I'lny runav 'ay' who cannot or do not want

]

punished. Most of thgse do not run away again, .

hese youth have been told io *
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Experiences on the Road

One of several motives for running dway is
to have a good time—to not have to,go to school,
to be free to do as one pleases, see new places,
meet new people, and have new’ experiences.

About one-fourch of runaways feport that they,

in fact, did have a good time (Brennan et al.,

* 1978). Muchof this was moge freedom and new .-

. experiences, but it also mclugled a feeling of

»

" growth, of thmkrng.r.hrOugh one’$ 11pere5ts, goals,

Xnd Rlz{'ng . ¢

O In corrtraSt aBOug\Le in five reporr‘ed n:
happy, experiences—ljunger, cold, fear, boredom,
and a lack of any positive experiences. That leaves'
over half who reported neither. When one re-

.calls that over half were gone less than three .

'days and_that most traveled léss than 10 umiles

and stayed with a relative or friend, it is under- |

standable that their experience mrght lack drama
——erther posmve or negaul'e :

A very small propornon, perhaps 3 per cent,

reported traumanc ‘experiences—being Beaten, -
robbed, raped, or jailed with undesrrablq adulrs
(Brennan, et al,; 1978). < $ -
Another, less dramatic side of running away,
however, may have serious consequences; if youth
[are gone-for an .extended period, they exhaust
" whatever money they may have. Most are not'pre-
pared to obtain and hold a job to support them-

selves, Thus, many of those who sty away for | «

" . months become involved-in delinquent; béhavior.

'\ into buildings, one in five had sold marijuana,

Brennaa, et al., ¢1978) found thar one-thr;d en-

.+gaged in petty theft, one in six had stolen large ‘

sums o{yaluable property, one in ten had broken

v

< and _one lfr ten had sold hard' drugs whxle on the ’
ruf. Some became involved in prostitution (Bai-
zerman, “Thompson, and Stafford-White, 1979;
Bracey, 1979). Of course, some youths were jn-
"volved in delinquent behavior before they ran
away, but. running away both provrdes more -0p-
portunity and a greater need for money.

.
’

Parents’ Responses to'Run,ning Away

. Many parents (47 per cent) did not consider
that thé child h4d tun away, evep ~though “the
youth was gone overnight without permission.
Thirty per cent
" was and expect
day’ Others guessed the youth was at a friend’s or
relatrve s home. About one in four drd nothmg but.

, wait. ) .
Of those who took action, the most c\Iled

talked with other people, including teachers or
social workers. Three out of eight youths returned-
by themselves, Parents located 22 per cent; police,
18 per cent; and friends and jrelatives; 14 per
» cent. Runiway shelters returnetl 1 per cent and
socxal agencres, 2. per cent. ‘ ‘

- ’

hought they knew where the child.
him or her tp be back the 'next

the  police (31 per _cent). One in four called’
frlends one in six called relatives and one in four:




ISSUES
FOR = -
SOCIETY

Relationships with Parents

Four of the seven runaway l‘ypeﬁ ide txfxed by
Brennan,” et al. (1978) reject their patents and
- - parents reject them. A fifch type are view&d nega-
.« tively by parents, although youth have not\reject-
ed the parents. Thus, a poor to outright hostile
relationship between youth, and parents is char-

. aceristic of perhaps two-thirds of runaways.
. Olson, Leibow, Mannino, and Shore (1980)
- report that some parent-child conflicts which be-
come overt in adolescence start in the infant years
of the runawayy Runaways were more likely to
exhibit troubl&ome, unresponsive, and antisocial
behavior accompanied’ by parental ¥rritation, pun-
~ishment, and"favoritism tOward morey attractive
. siblings of the runaway. This-suggests tHat parents
need education which dlerts them to correct éarly

also need to guard against chronic favoritism and
mofe severe punishment of some children than
others. In more general terms, it means that par-

1 be\effecnvely\ socialized. %

Cari behavioral scientists and professionals
v&;ho work with youth provide guiditlg principles
which would be helpful to parents? Current edu-
cational and counselmg strategies seem to flow
mamly from a humanistic o behaviorist viewpoint
and often seem to contradict each other. How-
.ever, Greenspan (1980) has shown that the pre-
scriptionsoffered to parents are, if not identical,
-at_least compatible. If Greenspai’s synthesis is
correct then the issue is how these helpful con-
cepts and propositions may be made available

. to parents—peeferably before children reach ado-

Q lescence, ' .

-

behavior that is lazy, negative, or antisocial; they

. ents need help in understandmg how childgen can 7

Another issue ifvolves support for parents °

frolm the community. Parents now receive less
support from kin than formerly, 'since they fre-
quently live it a distance from relatives. The

1 is perhaps as critical as supportive of par-
ents. The decriminalization of runaway behavior
and other rebellious behavior largely removes the
support for parents traditionally supplied by law
enforcement agencies. Physical punishment by
parents may now be defined as abuse and could
become grounds for removing the child from the
home. Thus, it appears that there is less and less
support for parental authority and,.actually, that
schools and social agencies are increasingly chal-
lenging this authority, Is this one reason many

_parents give up on controlling or even influenc-

ing youths’ behavior?

Parents need o find ways to help children
achieve success by legmmate means. These are
discussed rin” another bulletin (Nye, 1980).

.
. ®
.

Igsues for Schools E .
i

Five of the seven Tl?naway types defined by
Brennan, et al, (1978) did poorly. in school.
While- some retained high aspirations, their
achievement or commitment to study was not
consistent with high aspirations. Most runaways
do poorly, dislike_school, and become heavily in-
volved in truancy. >

Rejection of school and cxeensive truancy

seem to be mainly chglrgc:enstxc of middle ado- «

lescence—as is runaway behavior and a variety of-
deviant behaviors. Do we retain all youth too long
as full-time students (or, at least, attempt to re-

-~
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. at abour.age 14

tain them)? Would better r?sults be obmincd if

~ three major : alterhatives were of
fered: (1) College prepagatory avork, leading
eventually into white collar occupations; (2)
vocational training arid, ap_prentxcc work, aiméd at
early entry into skilled blue collar .occupations;
and (3) xmmedxate pflrt-tyme entry into paid em-
ployment. (i in the fast food industry and othez busi-
nesses requiring httle advyanced tmmmw) Yauth

in the third-alternative frould be’ eaceuzagedxw

vocational courses. “Of tourse, the,choxce should
be made by the youth frather than for the youth
and should be reversnlzlie at any time a youth ‘de-
cides another alternative is preferable. All of the
communist countries ltilize this® thnrd alternative
of parttime youth efnployment and their exper-
iences in_working dnd living with youth have
been mrmore succéssful than our own.

Besides the issue of a variety of alternanves.
in the educatidnal system, size itself should be
considered an tissue. The runaway literature pro-
vides much evidence of the difficulty youth have
in finding a placé in our mamimoth high schools.
Only a small percentage can excel scholastically;
likewise there is a limit on the number who can
play on athletic teams, be school officer¥, editors,
and the like. Jn small high schools there is a
place for almost every student who is willing to

continue part-time eithe #n college prepamtory or

- make an effort in scholarship or a sthool activity.

Shouldn’t youth have at least an alternative of

‘attending small junior and-senior high schools—

perhaps of 50 to 100 enrollment? Small schools
would alsp provide more opportumtxes for youth
to know all the other students and to become

better acquainted with teachers and administratoss.

. . W Tn Ty e e
I - JUCNAEE VPR

The Delinquent Peer Group

- Many swdies of rupaways comment on the

influence of a delinquent peer "group- (Walker,
1975). Such a group is especially characteristic

of repeater runaiways. These youth are’hlso likely

to be involved in drug and alcohdl .abuse and
school truangy (Edelbrock, 1980), The delinquent
peer group supplies models for runaways,’ ¢gm-
panions for the rumaway episode, information

for running away. It apbears that, jn the late

" 1970's and 1980’ at least, a delinquent Qljdc::l

ture exists in and -eut of.schodl among mi

- adolescents, This culture is composed of anti-par-

ent, anti-school, anti*pplice, and perhaps anti-work
beliefs and .values. It includes information and
strategies to circumvent the authority and control

of parents, sghools, and la¥ enforcement agencies

and 1Ilegltxmnte strategies for megting adolescent
needs and goals. It provides,a set of alternatives'to
conventional behaviors. :

“The délinquent peer group appears to be
quite mﬂuentxal inr encouraging deviant behavior,
including runmng away. In, general, its effects
are detrimental for ' society, for parents, and, in
long-term perspective, for adolescents.>How can
this contra-culture be dismantled and this influ-
ence toward antisocial behavior be reduced? This
is not the-same question®as how to eliminate de-
viant behavior] although to break up the culture
and disband the peer groups would surely help
to reduce it.

s - e

* One sttategy, "of.course, is w render legitimate
alternatives more attractxve and“to 'devise wiys to
increase the attrav.uveness .md mpetenee uf ado
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lescents so they .dre more agcepted by ‘non-delin- cility on penalty of contempt of court if he or she
quent peers. Another is © develop more imtér- | leaves. The.degality of this action is being tested *
esting reéreation and better social relationships - in the courts. » . . "1
- within thé family, so that youth are less dependent ‘ ) . -
on peers. But beyond these, could society ,achieve Alternative Living Arrangements - . oL
results by a mose vngorous amcL on the delin. ’ - | . .
quent subeulrurc and orgamzed defmqucnt ]ust as over two million husbands and wives
LA IS
groups? For sume fimé, there has beensa tendency | each“year find they cannot contintie to live to-
to view the criminal as the vitcim and society as gether, tens of thousands of adolescents and par- -
. - culpric® (97 sapport  ents decide that itvis best that they cease to live _
delinquent groups and th&dquuem culture by together, If families are sufficiently affluent ado-
offcring legmmnzmon’ . ’ lescents may be placed in deluxe boarding schools. N
. . —_— Some Jive with grandparents, uncles, aunts, and
s . . .
. Pecriminalization ' other relatives. Other adolescents run away, find-* e
. ' : , ! . . .. .
A ‘ . ing independent living or a group care facility; -
ca - . . . - - - 4
g L - & ; A »
Decriminalization of running away and of some are in prisons and reformatories; some are * e
“incorrigible”, behavior might appear to not be~ . in foster care. Some of these alternatives are
-

an issue in the 1980's, since the matter séems to
have been decided in favor of decriminaljzagon.

“However, the transfer of hundreds of status of-

E

1
I

RIC - .+ .

fenders in cach state from the crimigal justice sys-
tem to sucial welfare depa;tmcnts poses new ques-
txons For eumple are sufficient funds also trans-
fefred to service these tunaways? Dues deernnm-
alization- leavc some youth without necded serv-
ices?

. Since the runawa.y, per sé, is no ].onger an of-
fender, how can the youth be dcmmed if he e

sh seems in need of services (for cxample has

4 drug problem, is a truant, or is persistently de-
linquent)? Twu patterns are emerging and’ doubt
less there are others. One involves reclassification,
€8, if he or she is a chronic delinquent, then the
runaway will be classified as a delinquent. An-
other pattern is for a judge gq issue an order re-
quiring the youth to remain i a treatment fa-
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. vided for homeless, alienated youth?
, should be legally emanc ipated ©o try'to funcuon'

-

»

chogsen by adolescents, some by parents; sull others
are prescnbed by. the.courts. '
Americart society must face the issues faised:
How many youth shall be given care away from
their families; “how shall those decisions be
reached, what living argangements shall be pro-
ow marly

as adults?” . g [ . :

> Obviously it is expensive. One boarding school
advertises' 50 staff to care for 80 youth. This
would include tetchers and perhaps guards as well
as caregnvers In addition, lxxmg away from Aome
requires additional housing,' utilities, meal preps
aration, clothing ‘care, shoppmg, counseling, and
other activities which families usually proyide. On
the positive side, it provides a “safety valve” for
parents and youths who are alienated and for those
who engage in physxcal conflnct
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o gcial Résearch -

" As America Etiters the 1980s it has a large
p0ptilatlon of. youth thh ma}Ot, chronio unmet
needs. Brennan, .et al (1978) find that about

DA half of the runaway population is involved in
w o delinguent behavio; on a continuing basis. About
C the same proportion has negative, -conflictual re-
crow Jationships with parents, dislikes school, and is

_ failing to. achieve in school er is involved in
.1 truancy. Edelbrock (198Q) has shown that thesc
youth are also likely to be involved in drug and

report powerlessness and nogmJlessness. ¢
5 The question for researchers and theoreticians
—— o ® isT What maladaptive behaviors-on die part of
: " parents_and ‘children ' underlie this complex of
% deviant behaviors and personal and sécial ‘path-
s + ology? "One tan hardly think of a more challeng-

« * * ing set of issues for researqhers, or for educators
and éractitioners‘ who counsel with parents.
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Social Résponsibility . . °

. Whe 1970's brought more and more autonomy

".to children and youth, Both scholarly and popu-
. lar hterature teok the position that eagh individual
should determirie his-or her own goals (Hartis,
1973; Ringet, 1973). Schools at’all,levels have

been influenced thard more and more aﬁtonomyf

for children. The samé messages have been com-
municated to patents and other .adults as well.

. : I'am not*convinced thas society or its individ-
. uals can funcnon effectxvely ‘with this amount of
,responstbtltty tra.nsferred to each individual (Nye,

1978). But; if Americarf society #s to provide the

alcohol abuse, to have poor self- concepts, and to

- autofiomy of the 1970’s, and even increase it in
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“the 1980’s as seems likely, we must socialize

childeen to be concerned with the needs, rights
and \velfare of other children, of patents, and the
public in general A great deal of the literature,
tramx))g, and teaching of the 1970’ has focused
on the needs and rights of one’s self—how to
advance and achieve one’s own goal—and ~ery
little oh how to understand, be concerned with,
and protect the“rights of others, individually and

"collectively. If we do not address these tasks ef-

fectively, American society seems in danger of
becoming a social jungle. - ’
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.Expanding Opportunity for Youth

'Legislatic;n and governmental- policies have
frequently ignored the needs of youth. Over-

, protective legislation has unduly restricted their

right to obtain employment, as has a fiscal policy
which “fought” inflation by creating millions of
unemployed workers. Under these circumstances
it has been aifficult for youth t6 meet their needs

 legitimately through working for the thmgs they

want. Youth need policies which give top priority
to creating full employment and to low interest
rates which probide better opportunities for them

_to_purchase homes and to develop. businesses of °

their own. .If we hope that youth' will do better

" and fare better, the needs of adoleScents must be-,

come " the first; rather than the last,, cqncern of
American socxety L .
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SOME QUESTIONS .
ABOUT RUNAWAYS

¢ 1

-

Can profe351onals 1dent1fy early parent-chlld relatlonshlps which, in ado-

lescence lead to runnlng away ,

. Do we retain some youth t00 long in compulsory school programs?

‘Are some schools too large ’for many youth to find a place where they can*
achieve recognltlon?

//\X/ oulld some youth benefit from part-time employment as early as age 15?

~ Can the dellnquent subculture be broken up or rendered less 1nflunt1al as’
" aforcein adolescent behavior?

s

A

v+ Dogs decriminalization of runnmg away del'lVC professmnals of authon-
ty they need to serve multi-problem runaway youth?

A}
L4

Should more empha51s be placed on teaching social respon51blllty to youth
and less on how youth can attain their individual desires? v
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