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JUVENILE JUSTICE: PINS and Status Offenders

Item

‘1 Bonee, Js Lay TIIL. SRy S
; Runaway Children, in Connectlcut Bar Journal, December 1974.; .
vol. 48, 360 =89, o L S

'ON;ORDERV‘i7": S

2 California., Board of Correctlonse :
California Correct10na1 Svstem Studv.
Force. -

 Vol. I - 1ol p,
Vol, II - 134 p,

';‘Secramento, 1970; f;~1 ’ ; ; 4 SR
364 6309794 -qc153 | 75-383
Among the nUMerous . recommendatlons is the removal of denendent
children and 'pre- dellnquents" from the supervs31on of pro-* S
batlon departments. g : ‘

Correctional Admlnlstratlon The Management of Instltutlons, Pro-' '

batlon, and Parole. Englewood Cllffs, No J., Prentlce Hall, 1975.

364, 6~ G674 *75_6666
Although prlmarlly on operation . and management, 1nc1udes a com~,¥\onef
parison of the system for Juvenllas VS, that for adults. ST

4‘ Connor, Rlchard J. ~ . - * ‘ o L eI
: . Constitutional Law--Mlnor s nght to Refuse Court ordered Abortlon,ﬁ".f,'
in Suffolk University Law_Reylew, Summer, 1973. -vol, 7, 1157 73 :

o
&5

~LAwfe,fﬂ7‘,>
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‘ In re. Smlth, 16 Md, App. 209, 295A 2d, 238 11972). Parents N
.~ petitioned- Juvenlle court to order their daughter to have-an =
 ‘gbortion when the child refused. The Court found the daughter =~ .
- to be a CHINS, placed her in her parents' custody, and ordered
- her to obey her parents' wishes, -The part of the dec131on on-
'»"the abortlon was reversed on appeal.' -

5 The Counc1l of State Governments, States' Cr1m1na1 Justlce Informatlon :V
" .and Assistance Project, ' '

3_ Status Offenders. A Uorklng Deflnltlon, Lex1ngton, Kyo, 1975‘ 30 pﬁ‘

P e  LEGIS REF

Focus is on the potential impact of the Juvenlle Justice and De-
 linquency Prevention Act of 1974 on state juvenile courts. "The
~act requires that within two years after approval of the jus-
. co tificdtion plan, juveniles who have committed offensges which
. would not be criminal if committed by an adult, may not be .
B : placed in detentlon or correctlonal facilitiess «

S

6 Darllng, ‘Stanton G., II.
- " Youthful Offenders and Neglected Chlldren Under the D C Crlme Act,

in American University Law Rev1ew, December 1970 March 1971, vol 20,
-373-431, T

=, LAW..

Sy Thorough explanatlon of provisions as they apply to dellnquents,v
~ ' CHINS, and neglected children. The act contains provisions for -
e'the trial of 16- and 17-year olds in adult court, if the commlt T
major felonies, or if they have been previously adjudged de-
linquent, - Spe01£1c rules are set for the detention of chlldren,
‘;‘1nclud1ng length df stay, type of ia0111ty, and commlngllng.

>7 Dllemma of the "Unlquelyﬁ Juvenlle Offendel, o s L
B i, 1n Wllllam and Mary Law ReV1eW, Wlnter 19/2 vol, 14, 3865408;

LAW
s ?§' iln - lr”:fi vConcerns evolution of, and const1tut10na1 1ssues surroundlng,'
g /J{f";f'f'f" : Juvenlle statutes covering status offenses, Due process;
%;/ S L void-for-vagueness, self-incrimination, and the right of
R

b i erosg examlnatlon are among the areas discussed. Concludes '
o that the permanent solution should be the establlshment of
: ‘;)non Jud1c1al systems of rehabllltatlon.
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s AT O 8 | Goddard, Malcolm.:5f  ~& ST e S P .
' - Statement to the New York State Assembly Jud1c1arv Comm1ttee [on PINS],‘ :
- March 28 1974 Albany, 1974, CpoR Ty ‘ T g

g e R

ON ORDER

9 Grygler, Tadeusz. i k IR * 'u'l
‘ Institutions for Chmldren "Bayond Control" Ott&wa, U, of‘Ottawa,
Centre of Crlmlnology, 1974. o ' e

‘ 10 Haller, A11ce Mnlmed. o : ‘ ' o ‘ '
b S - “California Runaways, in Hastlngs Law Journal February 1975.’ vol 26?
; : 1o13-57. C S, e s

43 SN

a0

N e
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Juven11e court Jurlsdlctlon,over runaways stems from the state
”vcorrlglblllty statute, (Cal, Welfare and Instltutlons Code ,-{* -
\ o 8625fF) . 'Evaluates. the current: handlmng of Tunaways, from po-
® . ' , lice encounters to community treatment, Analyzes such- 1ssues
: ‘ 'Aas vagueness, the right to tredtment, and the right to the a
 least restrictive alternative, Also discusses the probable 1m-1"
" pact of the Juvenile Just1ce and Delinquency Preventlon Act of

1974 on. Callfornla ptograms and 1eg1s1at10n. L R

Ve

11 Institute for Public. Pollcy Alternatlves. T B e

5 Summary of Statutes Governing Voluntary Child Care Agenc1es in New York e
. State, by Aileén Leventon and Beth D, Russell. -Stonybrook, N. Y.,;Qlfr_ Sl
. State University of New- York, 1975, 65*5 g

o LEGIS REF :

-~ Covers the sectlons of the State Const1tut1on and State laws ‘;
 pertaining to the care of children, Provides definitions, afg“'
t'summary of court cases, and the varlety of legal dispositions

for destltute, abandoned ,: abused, neglected -PINS, and del1nquent
’chlldren.‘ Gives a thorough deﬂcrlpt;on of regulat1ons and re--'
Spon51b111t1es of voluntary agenc1es. : : S

PR

| ’.12_' The Instltute of Judlcial Admlnistratlon.a,a i i e
‘ 7 The Elle:yfc ‘Decision: A Case Study'of Jud1c1al Regulation of Ju-P
- venlle Status Offenders. New York, 1975. 101 p.,_ i :

LEGIS.REF
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e e 'Descrmbes, evaluates, and prOJects the effects of thls case ,
e " e [82°N,Y.2d 588, 300 N.E, 2d 424, 3ﬁ7 N Y.S. 2d 51 (1973)] in.

T LR . which the ‘confinement of a PINS in a state tralnlng school was.

S w0 ‘successfully ‘appealed. The decision Was that persons so con-
R : ' fined are contaminated by the presence of juvenile dellnquents

~ in need of incarceration. The Institute concludes that although
there is now provision of different facilities for EI ‘and’ Ju—“
;fvenlle dellnquents, there is still ne mean1ngful dlf-_lence in®
‘the services, supervision, 'or treatment provided, ‘*ESpouses to-“
tally”dlfferentlated treatment between Juvenlle dellnquents and
YPINS (See Items 8, 24) , L R

‘1§»q Instltute of Jud1c1al Admlnistratlong IR e e
... PINS: The Juvenlle Status Offenders. Cambridge; Mass., Ballinger,
1974.‘-- s R o :

ON. ORDER
hzTemporarily out of ‘print.

o . L . o

., 14 Juvenile Status Offehder: Neither Fish nor Fowl, by Jack Horn, in
s "rBsychology Today, August 1975° vol. 9, 31-2, (in the "Newsline"
7‘_Column) RN ; e

GEN REF

T s ‘ " Estlmates that "of the 100 000 chlldren who are placed in correc-,
TR : tlonal instltutlons in 1975, 23% of the males and 70% of the fe-

males are status offenders. . Comments on detentlon and Jail
_abuses. Also discusses the pecullar 51tuat10n 4in which some

; youths flnd themselves ‘when they cross state llnes from states in
which they are con31dered adults into: states in whlch they cone un-
-der: the Juvenlle code,” Includes address of sources for 1nfor-'
mation on. each of these aspects. ‘ v

+

f»~ lﬁ- Klaber, Jane K S : ' B '
-7 Person in Need of Superv131on. Is. there a Constltutlonal nght to.
Treatment”, 1n Brooklyn Law Rev:ew, Wlnter, 1973, vol 39, 624 57. ,

[

) LAW
‘a:Desplte the fact that the Juvenlle Jjustice system was designedi' ‘
to help children ‘in trouble, the: treatment 1mp11ed has been S
‘denied; children are merely warehoused. Dlscusses related '

;g;“'* e s ,»k fgal and ‘constitutional 1ssues,i Concludes that 1t 1s the d
T e T T of the court to 1ntervene in such cases.

g
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16 Kravitz, Max. - S
e Due Process in Ohio for the Delinquent and Unrulv Chlld, in: Capital R
Unlversity Law Review, No. l, 1973 vol. 2, 53-85,

R

._5Descr1bes the dlfferent1at10n>between the delanuent and the  M1'fe?7‘f
‘unruly child, and the due process: requ1rements of the Ohio T e
juvenile code for both, [Ch. 21 Ohio Rev. Code Ann.‘(Page Rk
Supp. 19700} - - e
ST _ EE
17 Martln, Lawrence H. and Phyllls R; Snyder. _ f =
Juvenile Court Jurisdiction over Status Offenses: Jurisdictlon Over
Status Offenses Should Not Be Removed from Juvenlle ‘Court, in -
‘Crime and Dellnquency, January 1976 vol 22, 44 7.,

8364 6 Nlll

Argues that a change in Jurlsdlctlon over status offenses Would .
result in a lessening of services to families: in crisis 31tua~
tions, and that subsequently, the children of these famllles ‘; L
would have deeper and more severe: problems. Also see the fol- =
lowing: article, "How to Retain Jurlsdlctlon 0ve* Status OffenseS‘
Change Without Reform in Florlda“ . B :

18 McConnell, MaX1ne T. : : u ’ - AT
' Delinquent Children and Chlldren In Need of Supgrv1s10n Under the‘ﬁ';; o
Texas. Fam1ly Code, in: Famlly‘Law Quarterly, Summer 1974 frvol, By o

. An ana1y31s of Tltle 3 of ‘the Texas Famlly Code (Vernon 8§ e
“ Texas Civil Statutes’ §51ffoa 1974)3 leads to the COTIC].U.S'.'LOII
- that the child's constltutlonal rlghts heve been satlsfled byVVf*ﬁJgi
‘ethe new requlrements. , L T

19 - McNulty, Jill Ke o R SR e
. ‘The Right to be Left Alone, 1n Amermcan Crlmlnal Law ReV1ew, Fa117~
1972 ; vol. 11 141 64 - , G LEE e

: AConcerns the overreach of the ]uvenlle court system into deal
- ing with children: engaged in unde31rab1e, ‘but ‘non= crlmlnal be-
, hav1or. Clalms guch’ Juvenlles are” helped ‘the least:and abused

- the most by ‘the .system, Espouses ‘removal of all MINS (PINS)‘-‘
cases from juvenile court jurlsdlction, and thn establ'shmen
of leoal representatmonufor the Chlld B 3[l e
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| Juvenile Justice: PINSe., . 6 X

[1he M;d ~Bronx Nelghborhood Youth Dlver51on Pro1ect] * New York City‘v

1973 10 p.
oN ORDER

“,;Program descrlptlon hlghllghts three ma jor features- the' Advo-
cate (p&raprofes31onals who ¢&ounsel children and parents to
advise them of their yights and of the services available),

~ the Forum (mediation and conciliation hearings conducted by

' trained community members); and the Agsessment (data collection

to analyze youth problems in terms of social’ pa*terns). (see o
Item 27) :

Mueller, Gerhard O W, ~ :
- Legal Norms of Dellnquencv. A Comparative Study. South Hackensack,

‘No Josy Criminal Law and Education Lenter, New York Unlversity Schoolr

of ‘Law and Fred B, Rothman, 1969° 76 p.

Comparison of the juvenile delinquency laws of Colorado,

- (representing the U.S.), Poland, Yugoslavia, Israel; and
Puerto Rico. 1in def1n1ng ]uvenule dellnquency, only Col-
orado included offenses which are not- punlshable if commltted

by an adult, . Covers entlre juvenlle Justlce system, from
def1n1t10ns through dlsp031t10n.

Natlonal Counc11 on Crlme and Dellnquency.

Jurlsdlctlon over Status Offenses Should be Removed from the Juvenlle""

Court' A Pollcy Statement. Hackensack, N. J., 1974 8 po.

ON ORDER ‘

New York (State). D1v131on of Probat1on. o ,
Schenectadv Countv Famlly Court Probation Demonstratlon Prore@t. Gen-
o eral Descrlptlon. Albany, 1972 , 1345 '

(Memoranda No. 1 # #)
‘ Yy
MMSMF“‘r“g S

Descrlbes an 1ntensive probatlon pro;ect for Juvenlle delln-*’
quents and PINS cases, a ]Olnt Federal, State and local effort

New York (State) D1v1s1on for Youth

l Responses to. Questlons,from the Governor's Offlce Regardlng the
“Division for Youth's Proposal for Separatlng Juvenlle Dellnquents

= and PINS Albany, 1973,

e ‘~{f»af, . ON ORDER SR
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25 - New York (State) Jud1c1a1 Confeﬂénce. Office of Chlldren's Serv1ces.-k~.: ‘ 3fH~f;
The PINS Child: A Plethora of Problems. New York, 1973, 82 p. = . . .
+ appendlces. : : o FRRTE AR St SO N SR

o

 LEGIS REF’ s TRTe i

‘A survey of 316 case historles of PINS cases Wab made to de~f~v~< e
termine common characterlstics. from background similarities, = =
through types of serv1ces required, to kinds of residential . =
facilities which might be needed., Among the recommendations  ~ = .~
are the retention of PINS cases under juvenile court juris- ., .
v dlctlon, the deve10pment of broader treatment resources, and e
closer 1nvest1gation and monitorlng of voluntary agencmesgv “

S e

26  New York (State) Temporary State Comiigsion on Chzld Welfareqltlvge“* g
The Children of the State, A Time for Change in Ch11d Care. The Pre-':i‘{‘
liminary Report. New York, 1975.; 108 Pe o S

2 'U'io ’, Ve

N

g b h - &
Descriptlon and evaluatlon qf PINS laws in New York State. L
Points out that chlldren .passing through ‘the. Juvenlle\Justlce T

systems in the PTNS category spend, on the average, more t;mep:" C o
in Division for Youth facilities; than do juvenile delinguents, .

. Reports that a great deal of the frustration with, and Crltl- S
c1sm of, .the system is- traceable to thls 31tuation.iv S

27  Non-delinduent Children in New York: The Need fer‘Alterﬁatlvee‘temIﬁFffi, L
stitutional Treatment, in Columbia Journal QF Law and Soc1a1 Problems,i,:.;fﬂ”“
: Sprlng, 1972 ~vol, 8, 251- 84. : s : : S

A study of the. 1nst1tut10nal treatment of PINS chlldren in -

‘New York State, with suggestions for alternatives. Describes

“‘the Mid-Bronx Neighborhood Youth Diversion Program, among =

- others. " Strongly advocates delnstltutlonalizatlon of PINS ; Q;;
cases. (See Item 20)‘ : T

28 Novak, Raymond A . ‘ V ‘ R iy Lo
. The Incorrtgﬁble Child Under the New Eennsylvanla Juvenlle Actﬂ An
Unsound, Unsupportable, and Unfortunate Policy Choice, in Unmver»“
31ty of.Plttsburgh Law Review, Fall 1973, vol. 35, 73 92

- Dlsputes the dec151on of the Penasylvania leglslature\to class 2
ify the 1ncerr1g1b1e child “dellnquent“ under the Peﬁneylvania
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" Juvenile Act (11 Pa.S. § 50-101 et seq.).

" natives, provides descriptive cases,

Rose, Robert G,

Deséribeskalter—

Juvenile Stdtute and Noncrlmlnal Delinquents Applying the Void-for-

, Vagueness Doétrine, in Seton Hall Law Review, Fall Winter 1972,
s vol 4, 184 209, , ,

‘Analyzes the PINS, CHINS, 1ncorr1g1b111ty, and stubborn Chlld
laws. of a number of states to determine constitutionality of
such statutes.
~due to vagueness and that they require leglslatlve rev131on.

LAW,

Concludes that most of the statiites are void

Apr11 1974,

Cm

Ty
(.

Issue missing,

Sidman, Lawrence R,

The Massachusetts Stubborn Chlld Law. Law and Order in the Home,

Runawavs. A Non—Jud1c1a1 Approach, in New York Unmver51ty Law ReV1ew,
vol,- 49, 110 30., ’

ON ORDER

‘Replacement- on order.

in Family Law Quarterly, Spring 1972,

: Re Commonwealth v. Brasher [1971 Mass. Adv. sh., 907, 270 N.E,

‘2d, 389],

mit to a physical examination, and was taken to court under

‘A suit to test the law's constitu-
The author examines the constitu-

,tional issues 1nvolved due process, vagueness, and equal pro-

the "Stubborn)Chlld Lay',
 tionality. was unsuccessful,

Ttectlon.k

Steinberg, Davmd M : ‘
~"The Child Welfare Act,\Part II Chlldren in Need of Protect10n"*

oA

vol, 65 33-58,

A,mlnor in'a foster care Instltution refused to sub-

~in Family Law in the Courts, H, T. G, Andrews, ed, Toronto;
Carswell, 1973. o

pp. 71 99.‘,j~

S g
AN
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»Juvenile,Juséice; PINS ' K B 9:

Synops1s of the 1aw plus a 1ist1ng of pertinent cases. The 12Wf1 F
Ldn Canada covers chzldren associat1ng Wlth unf1t or improPer SR

habltual truants.

33 Stiller, Stuart and Carol Elderg

view, Summer 1974 vol 12, 33- 60. ;nuﬁ Hv_wﬂuéy T » |

s

P Emphaslzes pos31b1e const1tut10nal defects in PINS laws, es-‘”w :
- pecially on the grounds of vagueness and overbroad appllcation./,
Discusses the importance of procedural safeguards in PINS Ppro-.
ceedings, Advocates removing PINS cases from JuVenlle court 3ur~
1sd1ct10n as a better solutlon, P : , ERER

. T A

34 Treatment for Misbehav1ng Minors,'ln Catholic Lawyer, Sprlng 1974
vol. 20, 106 29. : :

ON: ORDER L

Issue missing, Replacement on order.

35, Ungovernabmlltv. The Un1ust1fiab1e Jurisdlctlon, in’ Yale Law Jou al,
June 1974 vol 83, 1383- 1409. ) , T

Corcerns Jurlsdlctlon over non- cr1m1na1 Juvenlle behaV1or.;*Con-

tends that 257 of all juvenile ¢ourt: ‘proceedings and 40507 of -«
all 1ncarceratlons are for status offenges, Supports abolltlon f:-f

e of court jurlsdlction over: such offenses.‘f1 o

w

Complled through ST s b T

i February 1976 “}' snp e g
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