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HIGHLIGHTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Social, Personal and Community Experience Program (SPACE) is a 90-day

pfe—parole and intensive parole program for young men and women under the

jurisdiction of the California Youth Authority. Upon completion of the

pre-parole phase, wards continue to be supervised on parole by SPACE parole

agents. About one~third of the SPACE parolees are provided initial short-

term placement in the SPACE group homes. The program is located in Los

Angeles and became operational in October 1973.

The present research report is based on the first 12 months of the SPACE

program implementation and deals only with the 90-day pre-parole phase.

Five program goals are evaluated. The parele-  £f2llowup analysis will be

covered in a subsequent report,

Among the major findings revealed by the study are the following:
I. During the first year of operation, the program admitted 86 wards

from a total of 275 applicants. About 70 percent of the first

vear admissions successfully completed the community residential

phase and were paroled; about 30 percent failled to complete the

pre-parole phase and were returned to other Youth Authoritcy

institutions.

II. Of the first-year admissions, 91 percent were males and nine

percent females. The median age was Z20.6.

About 54 percent were
Black, 27 percent White, and 19 pércent of Mexican-American
descent. Approximately 46 percent of the wards were property

offenders, 45 percent persons offenders, six percent drug offenders,
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and the remainder other types of offenders. The majority

(54 percent) had histories of escapes or runaways.

Several background variables differentiated wards who success-
fully completed the 90-day residential phase from those who

failed to do so. The successes were more likely to be wards

who were Black, first admissions to the Youth Authority, wards

with a brief delinquent history, those who had no record of
escapes or runaways, or wards transferred from Ventura School,
Karl Holton School, Southern Reception Genter Clinic, and
forestry camps. Several background variables also differenti-
ated wards who escaped from the SPACE center from those who did
not. The escapees more often were White or Mexican—~American;
had a history of prior escapes or runaways; had instant offenses
not involving persons; or were juvenile court rather than

criminal court commitments.

SPACE parole administrators as compared to statewide regular
parole administrators spent more time on managerial functions
(44 percent vs. 31 percent, respectively) but considerably less
time on case management activities (27 percent vs. 43 percent).
SPACE parole agents with caseloadsyaé compared to thelr counter-
parts in regular parole units statewide spent almost twice as

much time on direct client services (58 percent vs. 32 percent).

Alternate statistical models were tested for predicting the
program performance of SPACE residents. These models included

the use of ward background variables; personality inventory

VI.

VII.

VIII.
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scores, and a combination of these two types of data. Based
on the latter model, success or failure in completing the pre-—
parole program could be predicted most accurately, namely, for 85

percent of the sample group of wards.

The use of three different treatment modaiities did not appear

to have a significant effect upon success or failure in complet-
ing the 90-day residential program. In conjunction with certain
ward background characteristics, however, treatment modality was
found to have a significant effect upon length of stay in the
program. - Thus, for wards with extensive prior delinquent records,
a multiple approach involving reality therapy, and individual or
group péychotherapy along with role training appeared to be the

most effective for‘maximizing length of stay.

Wards who successfully completed the SPACE pre-parole phase
revealed few significant attitudinal changes, as reflected on
scales of a personglity inventory (Personal Orientation Inventory).
However, they did tend to become more flexible in the application
of their values, and more capable of developing close relationships
with other people. On the other hand, the successes generally were

less accepting of the values of self-actualized pexrsons at the end

~of the pre-parole phase.

Based on a preliminary sample, the arrest records of the SPACE pre-
parole residents were compared with those of similar wards assigned
¥

to the regular parole program. About nine percent of the SPACE

residents as compared with 30 percent of the regular parolees had
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been arrestéd during the first three months in the community.
Moreover, only about one percént of’the SPACE wards had been
arrested and charged with a felony as compared to 19 percent of
the regular parolees who had been convicted of new felonles

which were reported during the first 90 days in the community.

IX. Approximately 98 percent of the wards who successfully completed
the 90-day resgidential program were employed and/or in school at
release to parole.

Recommendations

1. Wards with a history of prior escapes and/or runaways either
should be excluded from the SPACE program or regarded as
very high escape risks.

2. Wards with a lengthy delinquent history (10 or more prior
delinquent contacts) should be exposed to the multiple treat-
ment modality of reality therapy, individual or group
psychotherapy and role training.

3. A 15-month parole follow-up study, based on two years of

SPACE admissions and matching wards in regular parole, should
be completed to determine if the social benefits of increased
community protection and ward employment found during the
first year‘of the SPACE parole program continue:

a. With a larger sample of wards.
b. With a less intensive treatment program, that is,

specilal parole supervision in the community as
opposed to 24-hour-a-day residential supervision.

INTRODUCTION

This is the first research report on the Social, Personal and Community
Experience (SPACE) program, a California Youth Authority (CYA) demonstration
project financed entirely by state funds. The SPACE program is a coeduca~-
tional, community-based, 90-day residentlal pre-parole and intensive parole
program for young adult offenders who plan to reside in Los Anpeles County
upon release from a CYA institution. It is located in Hollywood in a lower
middle income neighborhood consisting primarily of multiple family dwellings

and small businesses. The project was implemented in October 1973.

The purpose of the research evaluation during the first year of the project

was to assess five of the program goals, which are as follows:

1. To provide a short-term, community-based residential treat-
ment program for selected older male and female wards, thus
offering a more realistic social environment than a geographi-
cally isolated; one-sex institution.

2, To provide temporary detention for 30 female wards per year
from Los Angeles County, thus reducing travel costs, loss of

agent time in transit, and length of stay in detention in
more costly CYA facilities.

3. To examine the use of three types of treatment modalities in
a model community project.

4., To insure community protection by a high degree of supervi-
sion in a semi-closed setting.

5. To assist wards in obtaining employment and/or training so
that at least 40 percent will be partially self-supporting
during SPACE residence, and all will be employed or in some
kind of subsidized academic or trade training program at
release to parole. ‘
The information about the program in the present report is based upon the

first 12 months of operation. The findings with regard to wards pertain

only to those in. the pre-parole or residential phase of the program. A |
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description of the parole phase of the project and an assessment of three
additional program goals will be the subject of a separate report to be

published in 1976.

EVALUATION METHOD

The first year evaluation is based on the collection and statistical analysis
of ward background and program performance data as related to ward selection

and outcome in the residential or pre-parole phase of the project.

Design and Data Collection

A description of the SPACE program was accomplished by site visits, inter-
views with wards and staff, and a parole agent time study. The latter was
done in March 1974 for the purpose of showing how parole agents function in

a community-based institutional program, snd how their functions differ from
parole staff in the regular CYA parole program. The results of these efforts,
along with assessment of the goal pertaining to use of the center for tem—

porary detention, are presented in the Program Description section of the

report.,

The evaluation of the other three program goals considered in this report

is presented under Findings. This section covers an analysis of ward
characteristics, program performance data and outcome data. Ward background
characteristics were examined in terms of personal, social, and delinquency
data which were obtained from clinical case summaries, administration of two

personality inventories, and records maintained as part of the SPACE program

evaluation.
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Program performance and outcome data relating to the 90-day residential
phase in SPACE included the following: Number of disciplinary actions
reported, number of arrests, employment status, days in the residential phase,

and success or fallure categorization within the resldential phase.

Additional program data were collected to ascertain treatment modalities used
and staff ratings of ward performarnce. The project social worker and other
SPACE staff were interviewed monthly to determine which of several treatment
modalities (i.e., reality therapy, role training, individual therapy with
socidl worker) were being used with each resident. At the conclusion of the
residential phase, parole agents were asked to rate the resident's overall

performance in the pre-parole phase on a 5-point scale. For residents who

~completed the residential phase and were paroled, agents were also asked to

provide data about the primary casework orientation at time of release to

parole.

Furthermore, the Personal Orientation Inventory (POL) by Everett L. Shostrom
was administered on a pre-~post basis with é sample. of wards who were exposed
to the 90-day pre-parole program.l Using the before and after measures on
the inventory, the aim was to determine if participation in the SPACE program
was assoclated with changes in self-actualizing attitudes. The POI measures
self~actualization on seven dimensions, as described in the Findings Sectiom.
This dnventory was administered by the writer and used primarily for the

evaluative aspects of SPACE.

1The same resldents were tested twice with a single form of the inventory.
In computing the mean square differences pre-~to-post on the inventory scales,
a correlation for same subjects and same test was taken into account.
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Finally, the FIRO-B inventory (Fundamental Interpersonal Relations Orienta-
tion-Behavior) by William Schutz was administéred to residents upon entry

into SPACE. This inventory contains three basic dimensions of social inter—
actions, as indicated in the text of this report. The project social worker
adminigtered the FIRO-B, which was used in treatment Planning as well as for

the SPACE research evaluation.

Arrangements have been made for a longFterm follow-up of parole performance
based on a matched pairs design which was initiated in January 1974,
Accordingly, SPACE wards who have completed the residential phase and have
been paroled are being matched on several demographic characteristics with
wards in the regular Youth Authority institutions—-parole program. Both
groups are then followed in the community for 15 months in order to evaluate

two program goals relating to recidivism. Preliminary findings emerging from

this study will be reported in 1976.

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

The SPACE center is the only California Youth Authority facility which
functions both as an institution and a parole program. It provides selected
wards an opportunity to shift’gradually over a 3-month period from the
highly structured environment and dependence fostered by a closed setting to

the freedom and independence of community living,

Program]Philosqphy

SPACE was established as a program model to demonstrate that gradual
relntegration of ex-offenders into the community is a viable concept, and

that 1t can best be accomplished if the facility is located in a metropolitan
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area with a wide variety of employment opportunities, adequate public trans-
portation, and access to human service agencies. Moreover, the close super-
vision provided by a community-based institution is seen as a way of increas-

ing protection to the community while the resident wards are re-entering

society,

Program Staffing

The SPACE residential center has a staff of 30.5 positions, as described
below. Since SPACE represents a unique model within the Youth Anthority,
it seems worthwhile to mention the major staff functions in relation to the

program's basic operation.

The project director, a Youth Authority Administrator I, 1s responsible
for program development and implementation, community and departmental
liaison, and coordination of supervisory staff. The assistant project
director, a Parole Agent (PA) III, supervises three PA IIs, is responsible
for budgeting, management and maintenance of the physical plant, and acts

for the project director in her absence.

Of the three PA IIs, two funrction as staff supervisors. One acts as
residential treatment supervisor for custody staff and coordinates the two
parole group homes operated by SPACE. The other serves as casework superviSor
to the center parole staff. The third PA II is a project specialist, who,
with the aide of a Correctional Program Assistént, seeks to obtain employ-
ment for and ﬁaintains a record of jobs found by residents during thelr pre-

parole period. The PA II specialist also serves as the project's training
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officer and coordinator of hearings for the Disciplinary Decision Making

System (DDMS)Z.

Each of the four PA Is in SPACE functions primarily on separate treatment
teams during the pre-~parole period of the program. A treatment team consists
of a PA I, a Youth Counselor, and a;Correctional Program Assistant. Assist-
ing these four teams are a soclal worker, a teacher, and the PA II employment
specialist, as well as consultants in reality therapy and role playing
fechniques. Case decisions are made jointly by the treatment team during the

pre-parole perlod. However, after the SPACE resident 1s paroled, the PA I

assumes full responsibility for the ward's case supervision.

The project socilal worker, assisted by two social work graduate students,
qoordinates the center treatment program. These staff members work closely
with each treatment team, conduct a casework assessment of each hew resideﬂt, 
and provide psychotherapy to those residents wﬁo wish to participate. The
social work staff also holds special counseling groups in family 1ifé educa-

tion, pre-marital counseling, drug and alcohol rehabilitation.

In assisting the treatment teams, the SPACE program teacher furniéhes
several essential services. These include assessing the academic needs of
new residents, determining their vocational interests and aptitudes, and
providing classroom guidance in remédial subjects and community -survival

'gkills. The latter involves such aspects as helping the residents obtaln a

2 . : ‘ ' '

This system contilsts of a formal procedure for the thorough investigation
~and falr disposition with respect to cases of ward misconduct or rule infrac-
tions in Youth Authority institutions, including the SPACE pre-parole program.
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valid driver's license, filling out employment applications, applying for

credit, opening a bank account, etc.

All préject stéff members have been trained by the consultants in reality
therapy3 and role training. Both of these treatment modalities are oriented
to behavior in the here and now, and are used in daily interactions with
residents, as well as in small and large group counseling. The role train-
ing consultant meets for four sessions with each new group of residents

and the treatment team. The reality therapy consultant works primarily with

project staff and the large counseling group.

Small groups are the vehiéle for exploring individual problems intensively.
Large groups serve as a means‘of opening up communications between all
resideats and the staff on duty, and are used to promote ward responsibility
for program planning and resolving difficulties that arise in daily living

at the center.

Service Time Distribution for Parole Agents

To shed light on the proportionate time generally spent by SPACE paroie agenté
for major service categories, they were included in a parole timé study that
was conducted by the Department in March 1974. The resulting data comparing
SPACE aﬁd stafewide time distributions among parole service categories‘are
detailed iﬁ Appendices A and B. Among the salient patterns emerging from

these data are the following.

3For a éomprehensive description of this technique, the reader is_rgferred
to Reality Therapy: A New Approach to Psychiatry, by William Glasser, M.D.
Harper and Row, Publishers, Inc., New York, N,Y., 1965,

r
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Yirng, from Appendiz & 4t appears that SPACE administfative staff as compared
2o statewide adminiasrators gpent more time (44 percent vs. 31 percent) on
managerial funciions (e.g., staff supervision, office/center responsibilities
and program development). On the other hand, SPACE administrators spent
conuiderably leos time than statewide parole administrators (27 percent vs,
43 pereent, reapectively) on case management activities (e.g., case review;

aod recording, parole violations, and other case-related activities),

fecond, thero waé relatively little overall difference between the afore-
mentioned two groups on administrative functions (departmental assignments,
profesoionnl development, public relations/resource development, and travel).
It 4u notable, bowever, that SPACE staff spent about twice as much4tihe on
profensional development as statewide parole administrators, which probably
reflects the conpiderable involvement of SPACE staff with the project treat-

went eonnultants,

Third, it {o elear that the gervice time distribution of SPACE Parole
Ageats I differs apprecilably from that of their dounterbarts in the regular
Youth Authordty parole program. The data in this regard are shown in
Appendix B,  SPACE PA Yg spent almost twice as much time on direct services
ag compared to agents statewvide. Moreover, SPACE agents devoted only about
one=fourth as much time to pavole violation‘inves:igations, and half as much

time to adminiscrative dutdes as gtatewide case-carrying agents.

The forsgoing differencos betwoeen SPAGE parole agents and their counter-
ZAPLE in regular parole programs can be largely explained on the basis that:
&) &?ﬁgﬁ agents genarally work on the ward 1iving unit at the residential

centey, wmaking thew more accessible to assist with case problems; and

ST
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b) SPACE agents have much smaller caseloads, which enables them to provide

more case services and requires less time for parole violation procedures;

c) SPACE custody staff assumes officer of the day functions, which relieves
SPACE case-carrying agents of a large proportion of time expended for

administrative duties.

Program Ervironment

The SPACE‘physical\plant congists of three buildings. The main bullding is

a 25-bed residential center with ward living quarters and parole agent offices
on one side and administrative offices and a classroom on the other. Both
wings of the main bullding are carpeted; and, bright contemporary colors have
been used to create a home-like atmosphere. TIn the center of the residential
facility is a modern kitchen and dining room, a conference rocom and a
resident day room equipped with a pool table, card tables and color TV. A
large arts and crafts room 1s located in the center's basement. Outside,

off the dayroom, is a large paved vatio for light exercise; and, part of
thevcenter parking lot is use& during the early evening hours and on weekends
for tennis or baskéﬁball practice. It should be mentioned that the center
recreation program also Includes supervised community outiﬁgs.to movies?

sports and entertainment events, beach énd camping trips.

Adjacent to .the residential center are two three-~bedroom houses which pfovide
separate living quarters for four male and four female wards who have been
released on parole. Although the two group homés are intended primarily for
former SPACE reéidents, they oécasionally accommodate: parolees ffokaos
Angeles regular parole units on a temporary basis. The women's group home

is operated by a voung married couple. A single male college student manages
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the men’s group home, The SPACE group home managers live in the homes and

are winimally involved in the center residential program.

Sereening nnd Selection of Wards

The project in desdigned for the more emotionally mature young adult offender
who can eope with some stress, who 1is motivated to accept responsibility for
Wirmelf aoelully and financially, and who has no more than three months of

an ioptitutionsl time to gerve. Several steps are involved in the selection

of residents for the project.

First, o ward must apply for the program by completing an application form
deaigned by SPACE seaff. (See Appendix C.) Then, a counselor on the living
unit at the inotltution reviews the application and makes an independent
svaluation of the ward on a standard form provided by the project. (See
Appendix D.)  Bach month the institution notifies SPACE of the number of

applicants, and personal interviews with SPACE staff are scheduled.

The thivd step is a pre~soreening by SPACE gtaff members. Team staff visits
the ward at the institution to review his or her application and determine
1f be or she mectr the praject eligibility criteria, which are as follows:
1+ Ward must be between 18 and 25 years of age§
2. Ward may be male or female;

4, Ward must plon to reside in Log Angeles County after being paroled
from tho pro-parole program; and, ' '

G, Hard way come frmm'any Youth Authority inmstitution, camp or
reception center,

CWards who do oot meet the age or residence requirement are advised of their
fnelipdbility durdng the dnterview and ave encdufﬁged to re—épply when they

veach 18 or fsel they will be sble to meet the vesidence requirementQ
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The fourth step in the screening process is the selection of candidates by
the SPACE classification committee, which consists of the project director,
the assistant project director, the casework supervisor, the socilal worker,
the teacher and the treatment team responsible for screening applicants at

Y.A. institutions during the current month.

Although not stated explicity, certain additional criteria appear to be

important factors in selecting applicants. For example, wards with histories
of extensive drug involvement or several escapes from correctional facilities
generally are not accepted for the SPACE program. Ideally, seven candidates

per month are accepted for the pre-parole program, with reports of acceptance

~gent: to the various institutions for presentation to the Youth Authority

Board.

Final screening for the SPACE program is done by the Youth Authority Board.

Sometimes wards accepted by SPACE staff are declared ineligible for the
program by the Board; however, wards may re-apply for the program and be

accepted by the Board at a later date.

Program Phases

Each month a new group of residents enters the SPACE center. The SPACE pre-
parole program entails three distinct phases. During the first or orienta—
tion phase; the resident's voéational and personal needs are assessed, and the
ward is éssigned a éeﬁtet job. Wards are paild $1.65 per hour for work per-
formed on their center-jdbs. Each resident must pay the center $2.00 per

day rent from the date of arrival. Initilally, rent is paid from center job

earnings and later from the resident's outside employment.
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‘Typically, Phage I lasts two weeks during which time the resident is not
siipgible for panses or furloughs. However, he can leave the center to look
for a job nr to participate In @ group outding if accompanied by a staff
wmember, AL the conclusion of Phase I, the resident participates in a case
ptaffing with the treotment team, ot which time goals for the next phase are

3245 I

During Fhaé& IT of the pre-parole program, the resident becomes involved

in a work, and/or scheel or training program outside the center. The

yepident {n permitted to bave work and free—time passes but must arrange in
sdvance with the treatment team for passes. The duration of Phase II varies
from two to olght weeks, depending upon the individual's ability to find a job
or become enrolled {n a school or training program, use of work and free time
papoes, and general behavior dn the program. At the end of Phase II, the
vepddent apgain participates in a case staffing with the treatment team to

veview his progresa and goals,

In Phase Y7, the last phase of the pre-parole program, the resident is
#ligible for weskend furloughs, A furlough is limited in duration, must
have a purposy and be approved by the project director or assistant project
divector. This finn) phase of che pre-parole program has a minimum duration
#f two weoks and ds focused on the resident's placement plans when he is

paroled.

- Purdng his lest wesk in raaidance;ﬁthe resident is involved in a transition
eune vonfarenee with the parole agemt; at which time the Conditions of Parole

#rs ddacuaned and his plans and goals maaifie&, if necessary. Prior to
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being paroled from SPACE, he is required to appear before the Youth Authority

Board and discuss his progress and plans.

Utilization of Parole Group Homes

During the first year of the SPACE program, approximately 37 percent (22) of
the 60 SPACE residents who successfully completed the residential program
and were paroled, returned to the community via the SPACE group homes.
Twen;y of the former SPACE residents occupying the parole group homes during
the first 12 months of operation were males and two were females. . The male
group home was occupled primarily by former SPACE residents. The mean stay
of males In the parole group home was about one month and ranged erm three
to five weeks. By contrast, the mean stay for female wards in their group
home was 2% months but ranged from one day to seven months. Since only two
females from the SPACE residential program were paroled during the year to
the SPACE group home, it was necessary to accept 16 female parolees from
regular parole units in the Los Angeles area in order to make maximum use

of the women's group home.

Use of Center for Temporary Detention and Pre-Release

After being paroled, SPACE wards may be returned to the center for temporary
detention if the need arises. During the first year, only two former SPACE

residents were placed in custody at the center. There was a total of

.27 temporary detention admissions including 19 males and eight females during

the first 12 months. The temporary detention admissions spent a total of

285 ward~days in custody at the center. -

One of the SPACE program goals was that the center would accept 30 female

wards per year from Los Angeles County parole units for temporary detenﬁidﬁi
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The px@grﬁm,fali congiderably short of dts goal in this respect, as only seven

frmnles wore among the 25 regular parole wards detained at the center during
the firet year. However, 16 young women from Los Angeles County regular
parols units were placed 4dn the project group home. Some of these young
women would have been detained in the center pending suitable placement plans

had beds not been available in the group home.

The steady decline 4n female commitments to the Youth Authority makes it
highly uniikely that the program will be able to attain its goal with respect

to female temporary detenfion admissions.

Due to o shortage of beds at the Southern Reception Center-Clinic, a 30-day
pre~releane program for wards from southern institutions was Implemented at
the SPACE centoer fn January 1975, Wards placed in the center in the pre-

relonae program are aspigned to a Correctional Program Asgistant who orients
the ward to the center and serves as center liaison with the parole unit to

witdeh tha wyard 4u to be relessed.

Harde placed in the center on tempoxary detention or in the pre-release
program have the game status as residents in Phase I of the SPACE residential
program; chat ds, they are restricted to the center and cannot leave unless

accompanied by a staflf member,
FINDINGS

The findings voported herein are based ou the first year admissions to the
vasldantial program. 'Two general aveas of information are presented. The
fivut ﬁéﬁﬁtihﬁ@lwﬂxﬁ~mQVQmﬁnﬁ in and out of the program, characteristies of

&%@ﬁﬁ‘&ﬁﬁiasiaﬁéimaﬁﬁ progran performance of SPACE successes and failures.
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Successes are defined as residents who completed the 90-day program and were
paroled; failures are those who were removed from the program for disciplinary

reasons and returned to other institutions.

The second general area pertains to the results of statistical analyses which
identify ward background variables that differentiate successes and fallures

and are predictive of outcome in the residential phase of the SPACE program.

Movements Statistics

Table 1A indicates that over a l2-month period a total of 275 applicants
were evaluated for the program. SPACE screening resulted in rejection of

170 or 62 percent of the applicants. The Youth Authority Board rejected an
additional 19 applicants or 7 percent of the original SPACE applicants.. Only

86 or 31 percent of the applicants were admitted to the program.

TABLE 1A

DISPOSITION OF APPLICATIONS FOR ADMISSION TO SPACE PROGRAM
OCTOBER 1, 1973 TO SEPTEMBER 30, 1974

Disposition Number Percent

Total Applications to SPACEY | 275 100.0
Total Rejected 189 68.7

By SPACE (170) (61.8)

By Board (19) (6.9)

Net Admitted to SPACE 86 31.3

lFifteen wards applied twice making a total of 260
individual wards who applied for SPACE during the
pericd. Of the 1F applying twice, elight were rejected
both times; and, seven were rejected once, then later
admitted to SPACE. ‘
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TABLE 1B reason for program fallure, involving about 20 percent of the total admis-
REASONS FOR REJECTTON OF APPLICATIONS BY SPACE PROGRAM siors.
OCTOBER 1, 1973 TO SEPTEMBER 30, 1974
TABLE 2
Reasong Por Rejection |  Number Percent
- , PRE—PAROLE OUTCOME OF SPACE ADMISSIONS
) v ¢ _ NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974
Iotal Space Staff Rejectdions 170 100.0
Extensive drug/alcohol abuse 42 24.7
Immsture, irresponsible 24 14.1 ' Admissions
Aspaults/hostile to authoxity 22 12.9 Pre~Parole Program COutcome Number | Percent
Eriar escape hilatory 18 10.6 |
Hot motivated/indefinite plans 13 7.6 k
Referred to parole/camp : 12 7.1 Total Admissions to SPACE 86 100.0
Long Continuance/early , |
. expiration date 11 6.5 Completed Program, Paroled 60 69.8
imotional inst :
thgri nstabilicy 2{ 12:2 Failed Program, Removed 25 29.1
1. e l ' Escapedl 9 an (19.8)
” Includes 8 wards who rejected the program, 5 who didn't Failed for other reasons (8) (9.3)
meat the age and/or residence requirements, 4 whom SPACE
felt 1t could not help, and 4 who were rejected by SPACE, Still in Program Awaiting Court
but the reason was unknown. Action on 3-31-75 1 1.1
1
e - ; , L o 0f the 17 who escaped, six were undergoing DDMS action
For the 170 applicants rejected by SPACE, Table 1B shows that the four major for other rule infractio;s at the time they left the

ressons which accounted for almost two-thirds of the rejections were: extensive program.

2Five residents were removed for possession of contra-
band, two failed because of Board declsion, and one was
removed after he committed a new offense.

history of drug or aleohol abuse (42 or about 25 percent); being too immature
or drresponsible for the program (24 or about 14 percent); having a history of

- ¥econt asmaults or being extremely hogtile to authority (22 or about 13 percent); Characteristi £ SPACE Admissdi
racterligstics o migssions

and having an extensive prior esca ~ o ,
: R a pe histoxry (18 or about 11 .
' " Rasuent) Table 3 describes wards selected for the program in terms of personal, social,

Table 2 reveals that almost 70 percent of the wards who were admitted to SPACE and delinquency‘chazacterietics. A number of features are worth noting in the

the fixst year had successfully completed the residential pProgram by March 31, o table.
1975 and had been paroled. Abou o e | ,
;1. and had been paroled. About 29 percent of those admitted had been returned , Almost 91 percent of the total admissions to SPACE were males. Fifty-three

o regular institutions because of program failure; Escaye was the major BT percent of the first year admissions to SPACE were 21 years or older, and the
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100.0
22.3
32.
44,
45.
54.

85
28
38
38
45

Numberj Percent
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Characteristics
Total
Narcotic & Drug Cffenses
Other
Institution
Ventura School- (Females)
Ventura School (Males)

VRCC (Females)
Camps

Against Persons
Against Property
DeWitt Nelson
Karl Holton

SRCC (Males)

0-5
6-10
11-18
None
Some
YTS
Preston
El Paso

Prior Delinquent Contacts

Insfant Offense Category
Prior Escapes/Runaways

TABLE 3
Prior Y.A.

100.0
54.1
27.0
18.9
75.3
24.7
47.
53.
63.
36.

NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974
20.6

85
23
16
64
21
40
45
54
31

46

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF SPACE PROGRAM ADMISSIONS
Kumber | Percent

"

Total
Based on total of 83 wards for whom information on escapes or runaways was availlable.

HMexican-American
First Admission

Readmission

Criminal

?emalé
Black
White
Juvenile
18-20
21-24

Male

Median age

1

Court of Commitment

Y.A. Admission Status

Characteristics
Age at Admission

Etbnic‘Group

Sex
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median age was 20.6 years. About 54 percent were Black, 27 percent White,

and almost 19 percent Mexlcan-American.

About three-fourths of the total admissions to SPACE were committed to Y.A.
by criminal courts. Some 63 percent of the total SPACE residents were
first admissions to Y.A., while 37 percent had been paroled one or more
times, violated parole and been returned or recommitted by the courts to

Y.A.

As noted in Table 3, about 44 percent of the total SPACE admigsions were
involved in instant offenses against persons. (Although not shown in Table 3,
about 22 percent were reported for robbery, some eight percent had been
incarcerated for murder or manslaughter, and 14 percent for other persons

offenses.)

Property offenses were the instant offense of nearly 46 percent of the total
SPACE admissions, with burglary being the last offense of about one-fifth of

the residents, according to data not presented in the text.

About six percent of the total admissions had drug-involved offenses; and,
some three percent of the residents had other types of instant offenses, such

as drunk and disorderly and weapons violatiom.

According to Table 3, about one~third of the SPACE residents were admitted
from Youth Training School. Some 17 percent were recelved, respectively, from
forestry camps, Ventura School, and the combined institutions of DeWitt
Nelson/Karl Holton. Only about three percent of the first year admissions
were transferred to SPACE from reception center-clinics in-lieu-of other

institutions.
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TABLE 4
Seen further in Table 3 are the proportions of wards admitted to SPACE

BACKGROUND VARIABLES RELATED TO SUCCESS/FAILURE
according to number of Prior Delinquent Contacts, l.e., reported contacts IN SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM

‘ ‘ FOR ADMISSTONS FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTORBER 31, 1974
with law enforcement agercies for delinquent acts prior to Youth Authority .

commitment and during parolé for the readmissions wards. About three-fourths
‘ ] . ‘ Tot;al Success Failure
of the wards had six or more prior delinquent contacts. Background Variables l
Number | Percent | Number| Percent | Number | Percent
Totall 85 - 60 - 25 -
It should also be noted that slightly over half of the wards admitted to
: 2
, Ethnic Groip
SPACE had histories of runaways and/or escapes from incarceration. Ramifica- .
. ' Black 46 100.0 37 80.4 9 19.6
tiong of this finding will be discussed in the next section. _ White 23 100.0 16 69.6 7 30.4
Mexican-American 16 100.0 7 43.7 9 56.3
Background Variables in Relation to Program Outcome Y.A. Admission'Status3
The nine background variables shown in Table 3. were further analyzed with First Admission 54 100.0 43 79.6 11 | 20.4
‘ . : Readmission 31 100.0 17 54.8 14 45.2
regpect to success or failure in the pre~parole program. The resulting data 4
‘ Prior Delinquent Contacts
reveal statistically significant relationships--greater than ordinarily v :
' ) 0-5 _ S 19 100.0 18 94.7 1. 5.3.
would be expected on a chance basis--for five of the nine variables. The - " 6-10 28 | 100.0 18 64.3 10 35,7
11-18 38 100.0 24 63.2 14 36.8
corresponding findings are presented in Table 4. s
Prior Escapes
Categorized by ethnic group, the success vate was highest for Black SPACE None 38 - 100.0 33 86.8 5 13.2
Some 45 100.0 27 60.0 18 40.0
residents (80.4 percent), followed by White residents (69.6 percent), and 6
‘ : ; . ’ Prior Y.A. Facilities
lowest for Mexican—American residents (43.7 percent). As mentioned above, - :
| ’ ' Camps/SRCC/Holtoxn/
the proportionate differences between successes and failures among the : Ventura School 35 100.0 30 85.7 5 14.3
| . . YIS 28 100.0 20 71.4 8 28.6
three groups are statistically significant. VRCC/EL Paso/Preston/
« ’ DeWitt ~ 22 100.0 10 45.5 12 54.5
It is also apparent from Table 4 that successful completion of the resi- 1 E ( 1
‘ ' 2'I'ot:al excludes one ward awaiting court actioy
dential program is. inversely related to: a) number of delinquent contacts jChi-square = 7.71, df=2, p<.02. v
‘ 4Chi—square = 4,70, df=1, p<.03.
with law enforcement agencies prior to SPACE admission, and b) number of prior | sChi-square = 6.88, df=2, p<.03. : :
: ) ' v ( “Includes own home and foster home runaway; probation camp, juvenile hall
escapes at time of admission to SPACE. In other words, wards with few or no ‘ and CYA institution escape; parole and pilitary AWOL. Escape history was
; ' ‘ ; . not available for two SPACE failures. Chi-square was 6.13, significant
prior delinquent contacts and wards with no prior»escapes/runawaysfweré ' at .0l level with 1 df. '

“Chi-square = 10.56, df=2, p<.0l.
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aignificantly more 1ikely to complete the pre-parole program.

¥inaily, Toble 4 displaye success rates for the pre-parole program according
to the prior YA facility from whnich wards were transferred, The table is
1imiced to those characteristics for which the proportion of successes and

- fallure were found to be Bignificantly»different.’ Because of small sizes,
thres catepories of prior YA facilitles were developed based on the magni-
tuden of success rates, The first category--camps, Southern Reception Center
Clinie, Holton School, and Ventura School-~had a success rate of 86 percent;
the second category, conaisting éf YTS, had 71 percent; and the third--made
up of Ventura Reception Cénter Clinde, El Paso de Robles School, Preston
fiehool of Toduatry and DeWitt Nelson School had the lowest success‘rate,

&% pereent.

Bagkpround Variobles and SPACE Escape Status

Gince eseaps from the SPACE program accounted for about two-thirds of the
pres~parols f&iluﬁaa (17 of the 25 failures were for escape), escape status
of the firat y@ﬁr rasidents also was examined in relation to ward background
variablen. (Non-escapes included the pre-parole successes plus those who
'f@iiéd fﬁr'xﬁaaans other than escaps.) The resulting data appear in

Table 5.

Your backgrouid variables were found to significantly differentiate escapes
from non-eacapen. They were: number of prior escapes, offense category,
athode group, and court of commitment., As noted in the previous section,

- of these variables, i.e., prior escapes and athnia groups also signifi-

ﬁhmtk? ﬁ;ffar&nniﬁn@d batween program successes and failures(
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TABLE 5

BACKGROUND VARIABLES RELATED TO ESCAPE STATUS IN SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM
FOR ADMISSIONS FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Background Variables Total Escape : Non-Escape
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
1
Total 84 - 17 - 67 -
Prior Escapes[Runaways2
Some 44 100.0 15 34.1 28 65.9
None 38 100.0 1 2.6 37 97.4
Offense Category3
Not Against Persons 46 100.0 14 30.4 . 32 69.6
Against Persons 38 100.0 3 7.9 35 92,1
Ethnic Group4
White/Mexican—American 38 100.0 12 31.6 26 68.4
Black 46 100.0 5 10.9 41 89.1
Court of Commitment5
Juvenile 21 100.0 8 38.1 13 61.9
Criminal 63 100.0 9 14.3 54 85.7

1

“Total excludes two residents who were awaiting court action on 1-31-75.
Excludes twe additional wards for whom prior escapes was unknown.

3Chi—square~1o‘92 df=1, p<.001.
4Chi square=5.23, df=1, p<.02.

Includes 22 White and 16 Mexican-~American wards.

5

Chi-square=4.32, df=1, p<.05.
Chi-square=4.16, df=1, p<.04.
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Ag aeen in Table 5, about 34 percent of those with a history of prior
#neapes algo secaped from the SPACE program; by contrast, only about three
percent of thooe vith no prior escapes escaped from SPACE. More than 30
pureent of those vhose offensce were not against persons escaped from the
Progra, ﬁut only about eight percent of the persons offenders escaped.
Almout 31 perceat of the gon~Black (White and Mexican-American) residents
sacaped eompared with a rate of about 1L percent for Black wards. Some

M poreent of the juvenile court but only about 14 percent of the criminal

vourt cosmitments became SPACE ascapees,

In wussiary, the flrosc year findings percaining to ward background
characteristien dn relation to program success/failure and escape status
feply that certain categories of wards were better risks than others for

the SPACE pre-parole program. That is, Black wards, first admissions,

wards wich 0«3 prior delinquent contacts, those with no prior escapes/
Yunawayn, and wards admitted from camps, SRCC, Karl Holton and Ventura
Sehooln had ﬁignifiﬁﬂntxy higher 6ucc§sa rates than others in the SPACE
resddential progran. Ihéaﬁ with aignificantly‘higher escape rates were
warda who had a hiastory of prior sscopes/runavays, those whose offenses were

not ﬁgﬁinﬁﬁ paxsong, White or Mexican wards and juvenile court commitments.

Background Vardables and Length of Stay

Length ﬁf(QZQy in the 90-day px&~g§rala'9rﬁgram is another outcome measure

uhvich van sxomined In vélation to ward characteristics. The length of stay

Tor vards who wars falluraa, {.e., ware transferred out of the pre-parole
prograk, vanged frow one to ?? days, with a wmedian of 38.5 days. For wards

sl Mere gueessses, or pavoled from the program, the length of gtay rangea
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from 84 to 99 days, as a result of minor wvariations in YA Board schedules

for hearing these cases. The median stay for successes was 90 days.

Only one combination of background variables was found to have a significant
effect upon length of stay, namely, Y.A. admission status and offense
category. Considering the two variables separately, filrst admission wards
tended to remain longer in the program than readmission wards; moreover,
wards with offenses against persons generally remained longer than those
whose offenses were not against personé. However, readmissions who were also
persons offenders were found to remaln in the program almost as long as filrst
admissions. These relationships, though, were only moderately significant

and the assoclations were not strong (see Appendix E).

Program Performance Ratings

As mentioned earlier, overall ratings of program performance were provided by
parole agents at the time a ward was paroled or removed from the pre-parole
program. The ratings ranged on a 5-point scale from "poor" to "excellent'.
The staff ratingsvtook into account several factors: Employment and/or
school enrollment, use of work and free time passes or furloughs, number and
levels of disciplinary actions, behavioral adjustment in the center, and
achievement of goals established with the treatment team. Presented in
Table 6 is the overall distribution of ratings and a breakdown for successes

and failures in the pre-parole program.

It is apparent that almost two thirdy of the wards were seen as performing
"fair" to "poor'", and about one third "gatisfactory". Since these ratings

probably were influenced by the agent's knowledge of a ward's success/ .



- 26 -
TABLE b

STAFY BATINGS OF PROGRAM PERPORMANCE RELATED TO
BUCCPEE/PATLURE TN SPACE PRE~PAROLE PROGRAM
- FOR ADMISSIONS FROM
HOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

| ’Tb;al ‘Successl v Failure1
Geaf{ Rating Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Total Ratings 85 100.0 60 100.0 25 100.0
.gglr V 35 41.2 27 45.0 8 32.0
%&ciaf&cc&ry 29 34.1 25 41.6 4 16.0
fiood 1 1.2 1 1.7 - -
Excellent 1 1.2 1 1.7 - -

N ﬁhiﬂsquﬁram18f7, dfw2, p+= .01, based on categories of Poor, Fair,
gaclefsetory/above

fallure atatus, the comparative ratings for successes and fallures are
wnrth conafdering, Aa might be expected, the success cases received
gignificantly better vatioge than the failures; thus, 45 percent of the
#icoeares as compared to 16 peveent of the fatlures were rated as satis-
faetory or batter. In light of the significant relationship between
suceoss/fatlure and program pexformance ratings, the association between
background variables and performance ravings are not examined separately in
thia repore, ) |

Pradiceton of FProgram Performance

Basnd on the availsbla backpround characteristics and perannalicy test
data Included An the project, several alternate statistical models were
teated to datersing the @xtﬁnﬁ}ﬁn:which program performance or outcome could
ba predictad.  The performanec eviteria dncluded those refe®red to above--

sucesas/fallure, lenpeh of atay fn the pre~parcle program, and agent rating

o ST TR IR
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of the resident's performance at time of parole ox removal f£rom the program.
The statistical models employed involved regression analysis in which several

varlables are correlated and an equation is developed to predict performance.

The first regression model tested was based on the six scales of the
FIRO-B inventorya. In a separate analysis not reported herein, it was
found that the set of inventory scales were not significant predictors of
program performance, i.e., guccess/failure, length of,stay, or performance
ratings. It is worth noting; however, that one of the six FIRO-B scales,
jabeled "Wanted Control" significantly differentilated successes from

failures in the pre-parole program (see Appendix F).

The second regression model tested consisted of background variables only.

~ They were: age, number of prior escapes, number of prior persons offenses,

number of prior delinquent contacts and months incarcerated prior to admission
to SPACE. It also was found that the set of background variables as such

were not significant predictors of outcome or performance (success/failure,
length of stay, and performance ratings) for the pre~parolé program.6 As

seen in Table 7, the background variables used predicted succeas/failure

accurately for only some 60 percent of the SPACE first year admlsslons,

4The FIRO-B covers three interpersonal dimensilons, i.e., Inclusion, Control -

and Affection, which are dichotomized into "erpressed" and 'wanted' be-
havior. The inventory scales with score ranges of 0~9 are as follows:
Expressed Inclusion, Wanted Trclusion; Expressed Control, Wanted Control; and
Expressed Affection and Wanted Affection, (See Appendix F), '

ST'ne multiple‘correiations asquared (RZ) in the regregsions were: 06 for
‘success/failure, .04 for days in the pre-parole program, and .02 for
performance rating.

6The multiple correlation squared (Rz) ir the regressions snalyges were:
.12 for successg/failure, .12 for days in pre-parole program, and 13 for

performance rating.
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Thus, the boackground regression model was more predictive of failures (74 per-—

econt predicted aceurately) than of successes (55 percent predicted accurately).

TABLE 7

PREDICTING PRE~PARDLE OUTCOME FROM
BACKGROURD VARIABLES ONLY FOR SPACE ADMISSIONS
ROVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Actual & Predicted | Actual & Predicted
L Yoral | Same _ Different
Pro-Paroic ) - | Percent Percent
o Buteone No. | Percent | Humber | Predictive | Number | Error
Tota1 83| 100.0 | 50 60.2 33 | 9.8
Guccusn 60 100.0 33 55.0 27 45.0
Faflure 23] 100.0 17 74.0 6 26.0
1

Bxeluden one ward for whom outcome was unknown on 3-31-75, and
two other wards for whom background information was missing.

Tha third regression model tested tmproved the prediction of outcome measures
{aucceny/{ailure, longth of stay, and performance ratings) considerably for
thoae residentn for whom data were available {see Appendix G, Tables G-1 to
=33, The predictors used were n combination of background characteristics
and peraonalicy variables from the FIRO~B and the POI7. As shown in

Table B, these variables predicted success/failure aceurately for 85 percent

of the 68 veafdants for vhom the requisite data were available®, However,

3%&@ Poraonal Orlentation Inventory (POX) consiste of 150 items which make
up 1% aeales thut aesess goven dimensions of emotionally healthy personality
functioning, Twelve of the scsles were used in the analysis. The two indepen-
dent sesies, consfating of mutually exclusive items, were; Time Competent and
Ianer Diveected. Sub-scales, comprised of items from the two independent
#ealed, worer Self-Actualizing Value; Existentiality; Feeling Reactivity;
Spontaneity; Self-Regavdy Self~Acceprance; Nature of Man, Constructive;
Synergy; Aeceptance of Aggremsion, and Capacity for Intimate Contact.

Brtie combination of variables used for the success/failure prediction were:
Age and Yoh. sdmiasion status, FIRG-B wanted Contrul and Expressed Inclusion
seoped; and TOI Toner Directed, Time Competent, and Feeling Reactivity scores.
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TABLE 8

PREDICTING PRE-PAROLE OUTCOME FROM BACKGROUND
AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES FOR SPACE ADMISSIONS
NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Actual & Predicted | Actual & Predicted
Total Same ~ Different
Pre-Parole Percent Percent
Outcome No. | Percent Number | Predictive | Number Error
Total™ 68 | 100.0 58 85.3 10 14,7
Success 54 100.0 52 96.3 2 3.7
Failure 14 100.0 6 42.8 8 57.2

lPersonality variables missing for 17 residents who completed program
(11 failures and 6 successes). Since the regressions for the sample of
"total" residents, based on both background and personality variables,
included only 14 of 25 SPACE failures, there is reason to believe that
the above data reflect a bias for successes. That is, nearly half of
the failures either were removed from the program before the POI and
FIRO-B were administered, or their tests were invalid so that data for
them were missing, and they were excluded from the regression analysis.

the prediction was about twice as accurate for successes (96 percent) as for

failures (43 percent).

Because FIRO-B and POI data were missing for a number of first-year residents,
particularly the failures who weie removed from the program before testing
could be done, this regression model 1s of limited value. However, it does
demonstrate that certain combinations of ward background and personality |
variables appear to bé gignificant predictors of success or fallure in SPACE,
and that this kind of regressioh model is of potential value to staff in the

selection of wards for the program.

It should be added that the POl testing was discontinued after the first year

of the SPACE pre-parole program. This action was taken both because many



wirds had difficulty understanding some of the POI items and because a high
positive correlstion was found between scores on six of the scales and
raading achievement test scores. On the other hand, the FIRO-B scale scores
were not corvelated with reading achievement, and most wards appeared to have

Iittle or no difficulty comprehending the items of the inventory,

Treatment Modalities aud Backpround Characteristics

with regard to the third program gonl, the evaluation examined the relative
imﬁg¢: of the three treatment modalities — reality therapy only; reality
thﬁfapy and individual or group therapy by a social worker; and a multiple
ﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁﬁh Involving realivy cherepy, fndividual or group psychotherapy and role
training (nee Appendix H). The results of this analysis showed first that
thers was o significent difference among the three modalities with respect

ko the outcome measure of length of atay dn the pre-parole program, Wards
expuged to reality therapy only remained, on the average, for the shortest
period (meon = 56.6 daya); those given reality therapy and individual or group
poychotherapy atayed longer (mean = 78.7 days); and those exposed to the

tmltiple treatment resided the longest (mean = 82.3 days).

The analyais alac Indicated o significant difference in length of stay

based on the extent of delinquent contacts with law enforcement agencies
privr to BVACE adeissdon. That da, wards with Q-9 prior delinquent contacts
ramadnsd in the center program significantly longer (mean = 82,9 days)

Fhan wareda wich 10 or move such prior contacts (mean = 62.1 davs),

In sxamining the wove complex intercelationship of treatment modality and
prior delinguent contacts in terms of length of stay, a different kind of

pattarn smergad.  Even though those wards with extensive (10 or more) priot
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delinquent contacts could be expected to survive for a relatively short
period (62.1 days), they tended to remain considerably longer if ;hey
received .either individual or ‘group psychotherapy along with reality therapy
(76.7 days) or the multiple treatment (78.7 days). Their length of stay,
however, was significantly shorter (mean = 31.0 days) 1f they were exposed
onily to reality therapy. Thus, for wards with extensive prior delinquent
histories, the combined approach of reality therapy and individual group
psychotherapy or the multiple approach appear to be most effective. No
significant differences in the relative effectiveness of the three treatment
modalities were obtained with respect to the other two outcome measures of

success/failure and program performance ratings.

Attitudinal Changes Among Pre-Parole Residents

To assess the relationship between exposure to the pre-parole program and
attitudinal changes relevant to the treatment goals, the Personal Orientation
Inventory (POI) was administered on a test-retest basisg. The initial test
was given during the orientation phase and was readministered during the
resident's last month at the center. The analysis reported below was

limited to SPACE successes mainly because these wards had the longest period
of pre-parole program exposure (mean = 70.7 days) between tests., Tor the

retest, a randomly selected sample -involving 50 percent of the successes

9The Personal Orientation Inventory (POL) i1s a measure of self-actualization.
This concept as set forth by Maslow (1954, 1962) depicts an individual who uses
his time well and makes the most of his capabilities. 1In terms of these
criteria, the young adult offender generally is a "non-self~actualized"
individual. Since the treatment modalities used in the SPACE program are aimed
at developing social and personal skills which will enable offendexs to function
better in society, a method of measuring pre-to-post-treatment functioning was
needed. The POI was chosen because conceptually self-actualization appeared to
be relevant te the therapeutic goals and because the inventory measures a
"here-and-now" attitudinal and behavioral orientation, which is basic to two of
the treatment approaches used in SPACE, i.e., reality therapy and role training.
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wag fdentified. Although not detalled herein, the sample was found to be
roapregontative of the total SPACE successes with respect to the POI scale

georen on the Indtedlal test.

Ax previously stated, the POL was used to explore attitude changes in the
area of self-asctualization, 28 meagured by 12 gcales in the inventory. An
of fort wan made, firpst, to determine the extent to which the warde who were
pre«porole program successes were gelf-actualized prior to treatment. For
this purpone, an analysis wag done using pre-~test raw score means which were
converted to T scores nand compared to the range of values descriptive of
aalfwaetunlixation;o. Although not reported below, the sample of success cases
phowed gol{~actualization in terms of the norms on only two of the 12 POI

aenlen, namely, Feeling Reactivity and Self-Regard,

After approximataly 24 months in the pre~parole program, the residents still
appeared to be relatively welf-actualized on only two scales, but there was a
ahift to g different scale, That 1is, they were no longer self-actualized on
Fooling Reactivity (suggesting they had become less sensitive to thelr own
needa and fa&lingﬁ); inatead; they had become self-actualized on the Capacity
for Intimate Contact scale, although the differences pre-to-post were not
wlpgnifleant, An mcnhiﬁnad, the center successes continued to be self-

actualized on the Self-Regard scale.

Examination of tbmfdata;in.Appenﬁix I dndicates that substantial gains toward

aelf«actyulization were shown by the success cases on two scales -

" Rdiva Manusl, Personsl Orientation Inventory, An Inventory for the Measure-
gent of Self-Actualization, Shostrom, Zverett L., Educational and Industrial
Testing Sarvics, San Diego, California.
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Existentiality (flexibility in application of values), and Capacity for
Intimate Contact (ability to develop close relationships with other people).
A non-significant but slightly positive movement also was shown on Nature of
Man, Constructive (seeing man as basically good rather than evil). On the
other nine POI scales the sample of treated residents appeared to become
generally less gelf-actualized. The differences were non-significant, with
the exception of one scale--Self-Actualizing Value. This difference suggests
that wards became less accepting of values held by self-actualizing people
following exposure to the center program. Generally, they were not orilented

to the "here and now" as indicated by the Time Competent scale.

The implicétions of these fi;éings are that residents who succeeded in the
SPACE pre-parole program remained essentially non-self-actualized. After
exposure to treatment, they genierally became less sensitive to their own
feelings and needs, and less accepting of certain self-actualizing values;
on the other hand, they tended to become more flexible in the application of

values and more capable of developing close relationships with other people.

Community Arrests During the Residential Phase

Police arrests of wards during the pre-parole program were used to evaluate
the fourth goal of the SPACE program, i.e., Yto insure community protection

by a high degree of supervision in a gemi-closed setting."

Table 9 demonstrates that during’the first year of the program almost

91 percent of the total SPACE admissions had no’arrests by community law
enforcement agencies for new offenses committed while they were in residence
at the center. Only eight (about nine percent) of the 86 admissions had

one police arrest in the community. None had more than one arrest.
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Two of the eight wards arrested spent a few days in jail for traffic warrants
and then returned to the ceﬁter. Two others who were arrested made restitu-
tion and completed the pre-parole program. Three of those arrested were on
escape status from SPACE; after being apprehended on Youth Authority

warrants, they were removed from SPACE and placed in other Y.A. institutions.
Only one of the eight wards arrested was held for trial on a new felony charge.

It should be noted that the arrest rate for failures was about proportionately

three times greater than for pre—parole successes.

Among a high risk population (ex-offenders, ages 18-24) from metropolitan
lower income areas one might expect more than one young adult in 86 to be

arrested and tried on a felony cﬁarge as was reported within the first

90 days of return to the community.

This expectation was supported upon examination of the arrest records of a
sample of 52 wards in the regular Youth Authority parole program, who were
similar to the SPACE admissions in terms of sex, age, ethnic group, offense

category, geographical area and date of return to the community.,

From data not reported herein, the arrest rate of the regular parole wards
during the first three months was about 30 percent, which was more than three
times that 6f the SPACE admissions. Moreover, some 19 percent of the wards
in the regular program were tried and convicted of a new felony committed
during the first 90 days in the community. By contrast, about one percent

of the SPACE admissions were held for trial on a new felony charge.

Thus, these preliminary findings suggest that during the initial reintegration

perdiod a closely supervised residential pre-parole program affords significantly

greater protection to the community than the traditional Youth Authority

parole program.
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TABLE 9

POLICE ARRESTS AND DISPOSITIOWS BY SUCCESS/FAILURE STATUS
IN SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM FOR ADMISSIONS
FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Total
Admissions Success Failure
Police Arrests
And Dispositions Number.| Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Total 84 100.0 60 100.0 25 100.0
No Arrests 78 90.6 57 94.9 21 84.0
One Arrest 8 9.4 3 5.1 4 16.0
Jail Time (2) (2.3) b (1L.7) (1%) (4.0)
Restitution (L 1.2 o)) .7 - -
Time & Restitution @8] (1.2) (1) a.7) - -
Program Removal 3) (3.5) - - (3) (12.0)
Jailed, Awaiting
Trial (1%%) (1.2) - - - -

*One war& was arrested on a traffic charge, jailed and then released.
He was subsequently removed from the SPACE program on the basis of a
disciplinary action for an unrelated incident which occurred in the center.

**Ward had been arrested and was awéiting trial on a felony charge as of
3-31-75; hence, his success/failure status was unknown.

Disciplinary Actions for Center Rule Infractions

Also examined in conjunction with police arrests and disposiitions were

diwviplinary actions (DDMS) that occurred for infractibns of center rules.

A description of rule infractions by DDMS level and accompanying disposi-.

tion alternatives is given in Appendix J.

Table 10 demonstrates that 14 percent of the total admissions to SPACE

were not involved in any kind of disciplinary action during their stay in

the residential program. ‘Another 23 percent were reported for only mincr



TABLE 10

DYSCIPLIRARY (GIMS) ACTIONS BY SUCCESS/FATILURE STATUS IN SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM
FOR ADMISSIONS FROM HOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

WAL N e R MR L E IR G A, % 2 <ERRNE

Total

' dmisnio S Failure
BOMS Aetions | Mmissions |  Success = |
Humber (Percent | Number |{Percent| Number| Percent

Total 86 100.0 60 | 100.0 25 100.0

Bo BOMS Actions 12 14.0 12 20.1 - -
une/More Actions’ 74§ 86.0 | 48 | 79.9 | 25 | 100.0

Level 1 only | c:zo; ?38 ggg gigzg - -

weveln 7 oand 1, (10 11. ‘ 6.1 - -
x;i%g Ea 2::??1 ’ (15%) | (17.4) (2) | (3.3 (12) | (48.0)
tevels 1, 3 (16 | (16.3) (6) | €10.0) (8) | (32.0)
levels 1, 2, 35 2 and 3 (15) | €17.5)] (10) | (16.6) (5) | (20.0)

Henn NHusber of DOMS

Avtiong 2,5 I 2.2 3.1
Hean Dave to Flrat DDME 27.1 28.5 21.1

} tevel § serions are the leant serious, and Level 3 the most serious. For a
detailed deoseription of DOMS Infractions and disposition alternatives for the
LPACE program, see Appendix J.

* Joral dncludes one additional ward arrested and awalting trial on a felony
charge {a Lovel 3 offense); his progrum outcome status was unknown on March
11, 1974,
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rule infractions, such as being untidy or late for a work assignment, which

were handled as DDMS Level 1 behavior reports.

The most serious rule infractions, such as escape, use of alcoholic
beverages or commission of a felony, are Level 3 incidents. Some of these
Level 3 infractions are Board reportable and result in program failure.

Others may result in loss of privileges with the resident éventuall§

succeeding in the program.

As seen in Table 10, nearly one third of those who succeeded in the program
incurred the most serious (Level 3) disciplinary actions. As would be
expected according to SPACE pre-parole procedures, all of the program

11
failures were reported for such disciplinary actions

.

SPACE failures averaged about one more DDMS action per ward (3.1) than
SPACE successes (2.2 actions per ward). . Moreover, disciplinary actions
occurred earlier for SPACE failures (mean = 21.1 days) than for program

successes (mean = 28.5 days to the first DDMS),

Community Employment of SPACE Residents

The last goal of the SPACE program covered in this report pertains to

gainful employment in the community.

Table 11 demonstrates that about 83 percent of the total admissions and
almost 92 percent of those who completed the pre-parole‘program successfully

had obtained gainful employment in the community during the 90-day residential

]JIt might be asked why the successes with the serious disciplinary actions
were not removed from the program. The reason for this was that these actions
represented Iinfractions of program rules rather than illegal acts,
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TABLE 11

EHPLOKERT BY SUCCESS/YAILURE STATUS OF ADMISSIONS TO SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM

FROM HOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Tbt&l’
Admisgions Suceess Failure

Type of Employment Numbefaﬁrercent Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Torarl 86 | 100.0 | 60 | 100.0 | 25 | 100.0
Hot Faployed 15 17.4 5 8.4 10 40.0
Puployed 71 82.6 | 55 91.6 | 15 60.0

Hanufacturiog - (21) (24.5) | (17) {28.3) (3) (12.0) "

Skilled Trades (20) (23.3) | (6) (26.7) (4) (16.0)

Janitorinl (13) (15.1) (9) (15.0) (%) (16.0)

Food forvies (7) (8.1) () (8.3) (2) (8.0)

Other” (10) (11.6) (8) (13.3) (2) (8.0)

%Ingiﬂdﬁﬁ four residents attending school full-time who, though not employed

i the comwunivy, worked part time at the center, The four students
succennfolly completed the program, Total also includes one additional ward,
employed In waufacturing, who was awalting court action and for whom outcome
ntatus was unkoown on Maxeh 31, 1975,

grﬁﬁiudéﬁ pales, nursing, office work, stable hand and basketball coach.

Ong of the three employed In sales andnone of the three office workers failed,

The two employed in nursing as well as the coach and stable hand successfully
completed the propram and were paroled.
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program and were employed at the time they completed it. Only 60 percent of
the failures were employed at the time they were removed from the program;
but, about half of these fallures occurred before residents were eligible

to seek outside employment. (Generally, failures did not remain in the
program as long as successes; hence, failures had less opportunity to

become employed than successes.)

e

Nearly half of the total admissions were employed 1n manufacturing and
skilled trades, areas in which the proportions succeeding in the program
were considerably higher than those falling it. Only minor differences
appeared between the successes and failures for the other areas of employment

shown in Table 11.

From these findings it appears that the program goal of having "at least
40 percent partially self-supporting during SPACE residence and all employed
or in an academic or trade training program at release to parole'" (the

successes) essentlially was achleved with the first year admissions to SPACE.
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CONCLUSTONS

Samed on the fiadings obtsined 4in the present study, a number of tentative
generalizations can be made with regard to the operational feasibility and

¢ffieney of the SPACE pre~parole program.

Pirst, rhe selection procedure for screening SPACE applicants appears to be
roasonably effective, since over two thirds of the admissions successfully

completed the residential phase of the program. It should be noted, how-

e SRS AR R

eyer, that the propram fallures were largely attributable to escapes.
This suggests that wore dnformation is needed concerning factors underlying
SPACE eacapos with a view toward developing strategies to minimize escape

ALtempe.

feeond, & fairly accursate statistical prediction can be made on the basis
of ward background charncteristics and peérsonality dnventory scores as to

the probability of sucecessful pre-parole program completion.

Third, a multiple troatment approsch involving reality therapy and inddi-
widusl oy group paychotherapy along with role training appears to be most
wifective ;n tarms of length of stay in the pre-parocle program.

Realivy thérﬁpy by itself seemps to be effective with wards having relatively ’
fow prior contacts with 1aw enforcement agencles but ineffective with those

having extensive prior contacts.

Yourth, thars is lizrle evidence that wards exposed to the residential program
fﬁﬂﬁﬁfgﬁ'ﬁaj@ﬁ attitudinal changes in the arvea of self-actualization. Further,

ey appreciable ehanges are apporent in residents' “here-and-now' attitudinal

e ke tmeees! |
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and behavioral orientations, aspects basic to two of the treatment approaches

used in SPACE, i.e., reality therapy and role training.

Fifth, the high degree of supervisiqn‘within the semi-closed setting of SPACE
seems to provide adequate community protection, as reflected by the relatively
Jow incidence of arrests for SPACE residents. Whether the low SPACE arrest
fafe continues during the intensive parole phase will be evaluated in a

subsequent research report.

8ixth, exposure of wards to the pre-parole program is associated with rela-

tively high rates of employment, particularly among those who successfully

complete the program.

Seventh, partial use of the SPACE center for the temporary detention of wards
on parole is feasible, even though this has included few SPACE parolees. One
of the SPACE program goals in this respect could not be met, namely, that of

accepting for temporary detention 30 female wards per year from Los Angeles

‘County parole units. It has been possible, however, to utilize the SPACE

center to a limited extent for a 30-day pre-release program for wards from

southern California Youth Authority institutions.
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APPENDIX A APPENDIX B
COMPARISON OF PUNCTIONS OF SPACE . COMPARISON OF FUNCTIONS OF SPACE
AND STATEWIDE ADMINISTRATIVE PAROLE AGENTS-

AND STATEWIDE CASE~CARRYING PAROLE AGENTS

MABCH 1974 TIME STUDY MARCH 1974 TIME STUDY

SPACE

Statewide SPACE Statewide
Activity Hours Petcent’ Hours | Percent ‘ Activity Hours |Percent Hours | Percent
Aearage Hours Worked Weekly 41,51 100.0 42.5 100.0 Average Hours Worked Weekly 45.0 | 100.0 43.3] 100.0
Gape Manapement (A1.1) (26.9) | (18.1)| (42.6) Direct Services (26.1)| (58.0) (13.6)] (31.6)
gﬁﬁﬁ Rﬁviﬁg fnd Recording 1.7 4.1 5.8 13.7 Cageload Supervision 14.0 30.9 10.5 24.4
DOMS Hearings , 2.5 8.6 - - Centei Duties 8.8 19.5 - -
Goleetion of Wards 2,9 7.0 - - Other .2 .5 3.1 7.2
Dirget Hervices to Wards ‘ 2.0 4.7 3.8 8.9
Hanaperial (18.4Y (44.1) | (13.1) (30.9) Parole .3 o7 9.0 20.7
" : ; v . Center Residents (DDMS) 1.9 4.1 - -
Seaff Supervision 7.5 18.0 3.5 8.2
Office/Center Responaibilicies 7.3 17.5 6.2 14.7 Other Case Related Services (9.7)] (21.6) (7.4) (17.1)
Program Development 3.6 8.6 3.4 8.0
o , , , ‘ Case Review and Recording 3.9 8.7 3.3 7.6
Adwindstyative (12.0] (29.0) | (11.3)| (26.5) Collaterals 3.4 7.6 2.5 5.8
. ‘ : Resource Development 2.4 5.3 1.6 3.7
Beparimental Assighments 1.7 4,1 2.1 4,9
Profeaslonal Development 6.4] 15.4 2.9 6.8 Administrative (7.0)| (15.6) (13.3) (30.6)
Public Relations/Resource
~ Bevelopsent 1.0 2.5 2.4 5.6 Office Duties - - 5.9 13.5
Travel 2.9 7.0 3.9 | 9.2 Professional Development 3.0 6.7 2.2 5.1
T Travel 4.0 8.9 5.2 12.0
i

Pertadns to PA T1Ys and adninistrative PA IXs.

lAgent offices are located on the living unit, which means that wards have

. direct access to agents at all times when they are in the center; and, agents

frequently cover the Youth Counselor deak as part of their center duties.

2Includes Initial Home Visits, Placements, Special Investigations and

Institutional Liaison.
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APPERDIX C

AVPLICATION

AGE: DATE:

Laut Hadildence Hefore Institution: __
Deafred Parole Placement:

Rivehdatas

“Number of Children:

Ginglax

Vineeied:

RO SIS TR R T

Separated; Divorced:

Vhat typs of training or oschooling bhave you had?

What would you like to secomplish for yourself on parole?

Kealining you are s#till {n custody, how can the three-month community program help

¥ou e do thin?

$4ve exsmples of how you have acted responsibly in the institution and in the

yuosundty:

Wby should you be sslected for this program?

Wit fe 1ite like for you in the Yourh Authovity?.

AT 30

p—— o

Social
Personal
And
Community
Experience

To:
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APPENDIX D

INSTITUTION PAROLE AGENT'S EVALUATION

PROGRAM

From:

Institution:

County/Court:

Commitment Qffense:

INTAKE CRITERIA:

1. Wards
2. Wards
3. Wards
4, Wards
EVALUATIONS:
Realistic

Date:

Name:

Y.A s

Exp. Date:
Full Board:

must be between 18 and 25 years of age.

must plan to be released to Los Angeles County.
may come from any Youth Authority institutilon or reception center.

must be amenable to the program.

nature of ward's application:

Spec. Serv.

How has ward shown he can handle the freedoms and limitations of the S.P.A.C.E.

Program?

Your evaluations and impressions:

If you feel a ward is qualified for and would benefit from this Program, but
he has problems filling out his application, please give him the necessary

agsigtance.
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APPENDIX B

TABLE E-1

ARALYG1G OF VARTANCE RESULTS: MEAN DAYS IN SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM
_ BY Y.A. ADMISSION STATUS AND OFFENSE CATEGORYL
FOR ADHMISSTIONS NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Against | Not Against| Unweighted
Yeho Bdminnion Gtatup . ‘ Persons Persons Row Means
Pixot Y.A. Admisgions | Mean Days 80.0 80.6 80.3
N : (30) (24)
Readmisolonn Heon Days 79.9 57.2 68.5
1 (13) (18)
[ vt - DR pats & TR, e oot e
Unwedghted Column Grand
Heansg : 80.0 68.9 74.4 Mean

O TR ——"

1Hﬁﬂﬁigh¥éﬁ ro¥ and column means, as well as the grand mean, are simple means
of the cell means vegordless of the number of cases in the cells,
Athough the unweighted means method provides approximate significance tests, it
preserves independence of main and interaction effects. (See Data-Text Primer,
Armour, David J. and Coueh, Arthur S., Free Press, New York, N.Y., 1972,
Pepre 112«119.)

TABLE E-2

ANALYSIS DF VARTANCE RESULTS: SUMMARY FOR Y.A. ADMISSION STATUS
ARD OFFENSE CATEGORY ON DAYS IN SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM
FOR ADMISSIONS NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

" Mean | “7 | '$1gni£iéaneé Percent of Total
Sourcs of Vaviation | Square | DF P-Test | Level Sum of Squares
Y+A Mlmlsaton Statue | 2669.72 | 1 4.32 04 4.6
Type Offenne 2360.721 1 3.82 .06 4.1
Sratus by Offenue 2834,921 1 4,26 .04 4.6
Hithin Coll 617.82 | 81 - ~ 86,7
Total 687,011 84 - - I 100.0

¥
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APPENDIX G

TABLE G~1

REGRESSION RESULTS FOR BACKGROUND AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES AS
PREDICTORS OF SUCCESS/FAILURE IN SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM
FOR ADMISSIONS NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Std. Error

of t~test | Signif.| Percent

Variables Coefficient | Coefficient | DF = 60 Level Variance
o = 68)%

-Y.A. Admission Status 0.25 0.10 2,53 .01 7.4
FIRO-B Cw Score 0.06 0.03 2.15 04 5.3
POL I Score 0.02 0.01 2.15 04 5.3
Age :t Admission ~0.07 0.04 -2.03 .05 4.8
FIRO~-B TIe Score 0.04 0.02 1.51 14 2.6
POI Tc Score -0.02 0.02 -1.48 14 2.5
POI .r Score ~0.02 0.03 -0.84 .40 1.0

Fc = 7.69, 7 and 60 df, p< .02,

Fc = F-test when shrinkage formula

2
(Rc) is used, with N = .number of cases in sample, and m number of variables

in regression.

Using:

Fc = Ri + (m-1)

23
(l—RC +

(N - m)

Regression Constant = 1,24, Multiple Correlation Squared (Ri) = ,48

Using: Ri = \*J

1
Personality varilables missin

1- 1) v - 1)

(N - m)

3-31-75 (11 failures and 6 successes),

g for 17 SPACE admissions who had left program by
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APPENDYX G (CONT'D)

TABLE G-2

REGRESSION RESULTS FOR BACKGROUND AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES AS
PREDICTORS OF DAYS IN SPACE PRE~-PAROLE PROGRAM
FOR ADMISSIONS NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

1.45

5td. Error
of t-test | Signif. | Percent
Variables Coefficient | Coefficient | DF = 60| Level | Variance
o = 68)L

Y.A. Admission Status ~12.97 4.70 ~2.76 .01 9.1
POI Tc Score 1.64 0.75 2.20 .03 5.8
FIRO-B Ie Score -1.29 1.18 -1.09 .28 1.4
Sex -8.22 7.64 -1.08 .29 1.4
FIRO-B Cw Score -2.19 1.46 -1.50 .14 2.7
POI I Score ~0.66 0.44 -1.49 14 2.7

. POI Fr Score 1.38 . 1.05 .30 1.2__

Regression Constant = 122.43

Multiple Correlation Squared (Rg) = .44

@

F = 5.73, 7 and
c

TABLE G-3

60 df, p < .02

REGRESSION RESULTS FOR BACKGROUND AND PERSONALITY VARTIABLES AS
PREDICTORS OF PERFORMANCE RATING FOR SPACE PRE-~PAROLE PROGRAM
FOR ADMISSIONS NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

Std. Error ,

of t—-test | Signif. Percent

Variables Coefficient | Coufficient | DF = 60 ] Level | Varilance
o = 68)L
Prior Deling. Contacts -0.04 0.02 ~2.34 .02 6.3
Sex : 0.87 0.31 2,81 .01 9.1
Prior Escapes -0.13 0.06 -2,22 .03 5.7
FIRO-B Ie Score -0.08 0.05 -1.65 .10 - 3.2
POI I Score -0.02 0.01 ~1.60 12 3.0
Type Offense 0.25 G.19 1.34 .19 2.1
POI Tc Score , 0.03 0.03 0.87 .39 1.0
Regression Constant = 3.04 F = 7.67, 7 and 60 df, p < .02
c

Multiple Correlation Squared (Ri) = 48

1Personality variables missing for 17 SPACE admissions who had left the
program by 3-31-75 (11 failures and 6 successes).
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TABLE H~1

HEAN DAYS IM SPACE PRE-PAROLE PROGRAM

BY TREATHMENT MODALITY AND PRIOK DELINQUENT CONTACTS
POR ADMIGSYONS HOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

P G Dt e L s S 2

Frior Lelinguent
Cotitacty

Reality and
Individual/

Group Paycho4Group Psycho-

Reality and
Individual/

SRR L e T

=t Prior Cantacts

R

=10 Prior Contacts )

- Golusn Heans

Reality | theraspy therapy and Unwelghted
Therapy Role Training] Row Means
| Henn Days BZ2.5 80.7 85.9 82.9
H (8) (23) (10) -
Hean Davs 31.0 76.7 78.7 62.1
N (8) (25) (11) -
Pnwedghted , Grand
; 56.6 78.7 82.3 72.5 Mean

TABLE H-2

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE RESULTS: SUMMARY FOR TREATMENT
HODALTTY AND PRIOR DE! INQUENT CONTACTS ON DAYS

IN SPACE PRI ~PAROLE PROGRAM

FOR ADMTSSIONS NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

fourew of Varfation

R R R

Prior Delinquent Contacts
- Tesatwent Hodalicy
Prlove by Hodaligy

Withdn Csl)
Totul

Pttt skt s b srr g

¥ . M&én 'Significaﬁca Farcent of Total
Square | ¥ P-Test Level Sum of Squares
mah1e | 1] 14,83 .001 11.6
620,46 7 21 B.B3 001 13.9
- 399346 a7 7.98 +001 12.5
500,47 9} - - 62.0
780,40 | rA] - - 100.0
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APPENDIX I

POI PRE AND POSTTEST SCORE MEANS FOR SAMPLE OF
SPACE PRE~PAROLE PROGRAM SUCCESSES
ADMITTED NOVEMBER 1, 1973 TO OCTOBER 31, 1974

(N = 32)
Mean
Pre-Test Pogt~Test Dif-
POI Scale Mean Mean ference
Time Competent 15.0 14.7 -0.3
Inner Directed 79.3 78.1 -1.2
Stif-Actualizing Value 18.9 17.6 -1, 3%k%
Existentiality 18.0 19.2 1. 2%%
Feeling Reactivity 15.4 14.4 ~1.0
Spontaneity 11.3 11.2 -0.1
Self-Regard 12.9 12.2 -0.7
Self-Acceptance 14,7 14.3 =0.4
Nature of Man,

Constructive 10.1 10.2 0.1
Synergy 5.4 5.1 ~0.3
Acceptance of Aggression 15.3 14,9 -0.4
Capacity for Intimate

Contact 17.8 18.8 1.0%
*

t= 1.75, p< .09, df = 31, based on two-tailed matched t-test

Kk
t =1.98, p< .06, df = 31, based on two-tailed matched t-test.
*hk
.t =-2,98, p< ,01, df = 31, based on two~tailed matched t—-test.
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104
GYPENNES AND DISPOSITION KLTERNATIVES
: - affenng £ rarnatives shows what disposi- .

thie iteripp of offenses and disposition alternatd v dd

igiﬁk £ah h; sntrdneed undey DDHES at the S.P.ACLE. Center for various

Lobawiars.

Atpeept dng tn copedt any af these of fenses, niding another person to commit

e

any wt these offanses, oand making plone to commit any 0§ th;ie offenses
shall be considered the oame oo comnitting the offense dtsell.

JEVEL ¥ OPREHAE

i.

Ay

t} &

1

¥.

i fenpen veguiring report Lo, or action by, Youth Authority Board:

Felonlivg.

Batrery on ntaff or wards. (Ratvery s “any unlawful beating or
by wrongful physienl viei&ﬂve“ﬂt constraint inflicted on a
human being without his consent.)

Facapen amd attespted eocoptt,

Uae, possenslon, oY attempting to bring nareotics, &anggrozsrdzzgs
e othey nbisulants or deprengants into the §.P.A.C.E. Cente
fra prounds. This includes aleoholie beverages.

‘ ; apexual acts. (These : xual act pro=
Hompaexual or heterssexual acte, (Thesw arc any Sexund e a
g%iét%ﬁ by Title IX of the Californin ?enal Codak(inc;uding sgdomy, -
wpal vopulation, unlaviul intercourse, efc., Or any gexual intercour
gsreurring on 5.P.A.0.B. Center grounds or proparty.)

Prssssaion or atcespting to bring weapons {nto the S$.P.A.C.E. Center
oy its grounds.

wolvesant {n a congplracy to ¢ t a erime or incite a riot,
favelvesant In & conspiracy to commlt & crime or ARG | _
{@ﬁ%&%ifﬁ?? in defined ap Ya covbination or @ gnnfaﬁgracy bgtv;e:
&QQ or wore persons formed for the purposs af“aammix:ing, by their
fotur of force, some unlaviul or erininal act.’)

asy invelvesent in an eavape plot.

- e b eemned o - {rine with others to resist the
vopaging 16, influsneing othees, or conapiring with others to
ggfggxﬁgy %g.ﬁiaff or vause an Incident not invelving vielence.

101
11.

12.

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

18'

19.
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Assault on staff or wards. (Assault is "an unlawful attempt, coupled

with a present ability, to commit a violent injury on the person of
another.')

Returning to the S.P.A.C.E. Center from any pass or furlough two hours
or more late. '

Willful failure to abide by the limits and or intent of any pass or
furloug

h.
B
Willful violation of a Youth Authority Board order.

A bench warrant or arrest arising from a traffic violation occurring
while in the S.P.A.C.E. Program.

Theft of State or private property.
Damaging or destroying State or personal property.

Fire setting.

Possession or bringing into the S.P.A.C.E. Center or its grounds any
explosive or ammunition.

Self-mutilation.

Indecent exposure.

Verbdl threats to do bodily harm to anyone.
Physical fighting.

Lying as a witness in a DDMS hearing.

Lying about a staff member with intent to do harm in a grievance
procedure.

Serious program failure involving consistent failure to meet or attempt
to meet the major realistic documented program goal(s) and/or individual
program objective(s) at the discretion of the resident's Treatment Team.

LEVEL 3 DISPOSITION ALTERNATIVES:

l.

2.

3.

‘Remove from the S.P.A.C.E. Program, with or without recommendation of

additional time in another Youth Authority institution.

Full restriction to S.P.A.C.E. Center grounds during free time for a
maximum of four weeks. '

Any equal or lesser disciplinary action (including Level 2 and Level 1)
which will achieve the desired change in behavior.
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‘%n

fsturning re the §5.P,A.C.E, Center from eny pass or furlough more than
thirey winutan but less than two houra late.

Fatlure to obey ntaff's instructions.

Traffic ¢itotlone while 4n the §.P,A.C.E. Program, at the discretion of
the resident's Treatment Tean.

Being two wesks or pore behind dn reom and board payments.
Posnpsplon of contraband exeept for items covered by Level 3,
Riguse of wedlentions, including refusal to take medication,

Condurt which disrvupta or interferes with the gecurity of, or the orderly
sunting of the B.P.A.CUE, Center.

Faluely aveusing o ward or astaflf member of misconduct.
Lamndng propercy or anything of value for profit or increased return.

Hwaiating ataff in the performance of thelr dutles, includiny searches of
any kind,

taebling,
“Prosouriog'y demanding complinnce by intimidation,
Hivoy law violations, misdemeanors,

Haderate program fallure conslsting of failure to meet the moderate
pealintic docusented program goals and/or indfvidual program objective,

LPVEL & BYSPOSTTION AVTERNATIVES:

Any eng or ressonable combinatrion of:

i.

Lown of privilege of pospesaion of an automobile or motorcycle for a
wagizun of tvo weeks.

Legn of free-tise pass privileges for a maximum of two passes.
tems of furlough privileges for 4 maximum of two furloughs.

Full reatviesion te 5.0.A.C.E, Ceoter grounds during free time for a
saxime of tyuo weeks,

"Tins Berved” at a elosed dvatdtution prior to D.D.M.S. hearing.
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6. Special counseling program (must be cutlined in detail, including
follow-up).

7. Research project relating to behavior, for a maximum of 8 hours of work.

8. Creative project for 8.P.A.C.E. for a maximum of 10 hours of work.

9. Volunteer work for the community for a maximum of 8 hours of work.

10. Loss of S.P.A.C.E. pay phone privilege for a maximum of two weeks.

11. For being late on a pass or furlough, a deduction not to exceed five
minutes for each minute late may be made from next pass(es) or furlough.
Total deduction for Level 2 not to exceed 10 hours.

12. Any equal or lesser (dncluding Level 1) disciplinary action which will

achieve the desired change in behavior.

LEVEL 1 OFFENSES:

1. Pretending to be sick or Injured to avold work or involvement in progran.
2. TFailure to follow safety or sanitation rules.

3. Verbal abuse directed toward staff or wards.

4. Unexcused absence or tardiness from an assignment.

5. Using abusive or obscene language.

6. Being unsanitary or untidy; failing to keep one's person and quarters in
accordance with standards.

7. Manipulation of staff or residents.
8. Lying.

9, Returning to the S.P.A.C.E. Center from any pass or furlough thirty or
less minutes late. ‘

10. Any minor infraction of S.P.A.C.E. Center rules not covered by Level 3,
Level 2 or above. ' :

LEVEL 1 DISPOSITION ALTERNATIVES:
Any one or reasonable combination of:
1. Extra duties without pay to a maximum of five hours.

2. Loss of one evening program (early room time) beginning no earlier than
6:00 p.m. and to be used within one week of completion of DDMS process.
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Ioaw of fres time off-groundg privileges with or without staff for no
move than tvo duys, not to restrict wveekend or holiday passes or furloughs
shich sre othervige eprned,

fose of 87402, pay phone privileges for a maximum of 2 days.

Basgy o behavior not to exceed 500 words.

Toas of unt of the pool tadble for o maximum of one week.



SR






