
We are in the midst of the greatest civics lesson 
in State government.  It just doesnôt seem that 
great up close.  Of the last two statewide 
elected officials to speak at an IPCSA confer-
ence, the news about them is today considera-
bly different.  We can only wish them well in 
their next endeavors.  
 
Four years ago, U.S. Senator -Elect Obama 
called probation officers the backbone of the 
criminal justice system, after he had crafted a bi -
partisan effort to increase our funding.  Six years ago, 
Gubernatorial Candidate Blagojevich said we deserved a 
raise.  His next four budgets cut the probation salary 
reimbursement to counties by more than $20 million.  
 
I know everyone outside of Cook County will want to 
hear about Senate Bill 488.  All of the municipal em-
ployer groups had made a very strong case to the Gen-
eral Assembly leadership about holding the line on pen-
sion increases.  The only pension bills to pass this year 
were primarily technical in nature.  The Executive Board 
and the Legislative Committee are committed to pursu-

ing the SLEP legislation next year.  We will re - introduce 
the bill in 2009 and a new IPCSA Task Force will be 
formed with District 2 Representative Tom Gregory as 
Chairman.  
 
The next greatest issue facing IPCSA was the continuing 
effort to raise the age of juveniles to include 17 year 
olds.  Pushed by the Juvenile Justice Institute and sup-
ported heavily by the Juvenile Law Committee of the 
Illinois State Bar Association, their new tactic this year 
was to include only misdemeanor offenses and require a 
study commission to pave the way for 17 year old of-
fenders facing felony charges to move to Juvenile Court.  
Senate Bill 2275 has passed the General Assembly and is 
awaiting action by the Governor.  If you havenôt written 
yet, now is the time.  

The budget situation is still very much in flux.  The Gen-
eral Assembly estimates that the current State Fiscal 
Year 2009 budget is at least 2.0 to $3.0 billion in the 
red.  The Supreme Court introduced a budget requesting 
an eight percent increase to the probation reimburse-
ment line items, four percent for annual growth and four 
percent for recapturing past reductions for the past two 
years.  We are very appreciative of the members of the 
Supreme Court trying to make up for past cuts to our 
reimbursement line item.  This year, we will be lucky to 
get a no -growth budget request.   
 
The other area in which IPCSA spent a considerable ef-

fort this year was again on Title IV -E.  We introduced 
legislation to make juvenile orders Title IV -E compliant 
and legislation to increase the number of counties in the 
program.  Neither bill passed, but DCFS now wants to 
expand the number of counties.    The good news is 
there is progress with Cook, Peoria, and Winnebago in 
making claims and that DCFS wants to expand beyond 
four counties.  That process is still very slow.   
 
A potential big problem for probation is contained in 
what is being called the Cindy Bischof Bill, Senate Bill 
2719.  Taking effect January 1, 2009, this bill requires 
that violators of orders of protection will require fairly 
expensive monitoring equipment.  The legislation states 
that the GPS equipment should  include warning notifica-
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PRESIDENTõS MESSAGE 

On December 1, 2008 I began my tenure as President of the Association.  As I sit here preparing for my duties, my 
mind is drawn to the many great people that I have met and had the opportunity to work with in my 18 years as a member 
of IPCSA.  There are far too many to name (I will save that for my last Presidentôs message in 2010); I have learned some-
thing from each of them and am grateful for their dedication to IPCSA, to court services and detention in Illinois.  I would 
be remiss to not mention two former Presidents of the Association who as of December 1 st  will be leaving the Executive 
Board.  Both Mike Torchia and Sid DeLair have filled many roles as they served this Association selflessly for many years. 
Their experience and guidance on the Executive Board will be greatly missed.  On a personal note, I consider both of these 
men as friends and mentors and would like to acknowledge my sincere appreciation to them.  

 
As I look to our future as an Association, I understand that we, like our great country, have many challenges that we 

must deal with in the immediate future.  State budget issues and the implementation of the Cindy Bishof Law (Senate Bill 
2719) to name a few.  As we face these and new challenges, I have a great deal of confidence that my colleagues on the 
Executive Board will represent you well.  We as a Board realize that each of you have a great deal of experience and knowl-
edge in the profession and look to you for your input and feedback on many of these issues.  

 
I can tell you that the passing of SLEP legislation will continue to be a top priority for the Executive Board in 2009.  

Currently and through the CMO committee, we are forming an IPCSA Task Force on SLEP to develop new strategies so we 
can get your input as members of this Association on how we can get this needed legislation passed.  Please contact the 
CMO committee for information on the Task Force.  

 
Mike Hancox and his staff in Adams County are very excited to host the IPCSA spring conference April 22 -24, 2009.  

The Adams County Host Committee, along with the Program Committee, has already begun to plan a great conference and 
activities for all.  As this will be my first conference as President, I hope many of you can attend.  

 
Finally, I wanted to introduce a tag line and image that the American Probation and Parole Association (APPA) has 

adopted to help identify our profession to the community.  The APPA link listed below will direct you to a brand marketing 
kit designed to help your department communicate our new tag line, ñA Force for Positive Changeò, to the public. 

 
http://www.appa -net.org/eweb/docs/APPA/PPCC_Branding_082108.pdf   
 
See you all in Adams County,  
 
Frank Morelli  
President - IPCSA  

tion for the victim and two -way contact between the violator 
and the monitor.  While this equipment advisory in the stat-
ute is not completely mandatory, there are sufficient prob-
lems that we are still trying to reduce its impact for greater 
study.  There has been considerable discussion about its im-
plementation but no discussion about making funds available 
to do so.  
 
With the help of Senator Kwame Raoul and House Majority 
Leader Barbara Flynn Currie, we were finally able to pass the 
Interstate Compact for Juveniles.  The Governor has signed 
the bill and it is now Public Act 95 -937.   It took effect in Au-
gust.   
 
Also of interest to IPCSA members were cuts by the Governor 
to funding for drug and alcohol rehabilitation, and for local 

TASC services.  Those cuts have been restored by the Gen-
eral Assembly and approved by the Governor.  
 
Any IPCSA Committee that would like to pursue legislation 
that would help improve the probation system, please get 
your ideas on paper and get them to Legislative Chairman 
Michael Shaughnessy.  
 
As always, legislation can be tracked quite easily at the Illi-
nois General Assembly website, www.ilga.gov  .   

(Continued from page 1) 
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Itôs Monday, November 24, 2008 and I am sitting on a 
plane bound for Las Vegas.  Rather than sleep any longer, I 
thought I would multi -task and tackle my last Presidentôs mes-
sage.   I canôt help but wonder where have the last two years 
gone?  It seems like only yesterday that I was composing my 
first Presidentôs message and worrying about the future of the 
Association.  It has gone by so fast that I must have been hav-
ing fun.  I have learned a lot about the Association and a lot 
about myself as well.   It has been a rewarding experience, 
albeit at times a tad overwhelming.   

There are many people that I must thank for their undying 
loyalty to the Association and their hard work and dedication.  I 
must start with thanking the Executive Board.  Each of the 
members of the Board brings a spirit of cooperation and work 
ethic in doing their individual tasks.  First of all, I would like to 
publicly thank Frank Morelli for his support, counsel and his 
ñcan doò spirit of cooperation.  I know that the Association will 
be in good hands under his capable leadership.  Please give him 
your support just as you did me.  David Beery, who is your 
President -Elect, has a very good work ethic and devotion to the 
important issues that are facing probation managers today.  
Both Dave and Frank will provide solid leadership for the Asso-
ciation.  They both also represent the next generation of lead-
ers in our probation field.  

Ken Burn, your Region 2 Representative, is a tireless 
worker.  He has stepped up to the plate repeatedly dealing with 
a variety of issues from committee leadership to sweatshirt 
design and sales.  There is nothing that he wonôt do for the 
Association and he always completes his task efficiently, seam-
lessly and on - time.  Next, I would like to thank Mary Nadolny 
for her support of the Association that is manifested in so many 
ways.  Mary is your Region 1 Representative and is involved in 
so many areas of the Association.  However, I think her ñtrue 
colorsò come out every year at the Awardôs Banquet where she 
administers over the awards and always makes sure that every 
detail is covered.  Kim Becker is your Secretary and she is re-
sponsible for one of those thankless jobs that are so vital for 
the smooth operation of an Association.  She is responsible for 

keeping track of the minutes of all of the Executive Boardôs 
meetings.   She does so with skill and accuracy always knowing 
what to record (and what not to).  

Nicole Tennison is your able Treasurer.  She has been very 
involved in changing our checking account and making sure 
that every cent of ñyourò money is carefully dispensed.  Tod 
Dillard is the Region 3 Representative and is very involved in 
maintaining the good standing of the Association.  It has been 
fun to watch Todôs steady growth in his knowledge of the Asso-
ciation and the profession as a whole.  He might be the next 
leader for the Association; just a thought for you to ponder Tod.  

There are two new Executive Board members who will 
bring much to the table.  First there is Tom Gregory, who is the 
new Statewide Representative replacing David Beery.  Tom has 
shown in his tenure as CMO Committee Chair that he is super 

dependable, organized and in - tune with the issues facing pro-
bation.  Tracy Burke -Carriere is the new Representative Chair 
and she brings with her enthusiasm and a proven track record 
as Co -Chairperson of the Substance Abuse Committee, one of 
the most successful committees in our Association.  

Then there is Mike Torchia, who has recently resigned his 
job as Committee Chair Representative.  Mike handled the job 
with a dedication and attention to detail that you donôt see of-
ten in volunteer positions.  I wish nothing but good things to 
Mike in his future.  As I said at the Fall Conference in DuPage 

County, he has served in about every capacity of the Board for 
the last eight years and his guiding spirit will be missed on the 
Board.  

Finally, there are two individuals that make the Association 
run on a daily basis.  One is Carol Gierut, who works behind the 
scenes making sure that everything works well at the confer-
ences.  She does all the work on the printed material, keeps the 
Associationôs office running and is always there for ñyou,ò the 

Association member.  I would be remiss if I donôt dwell on this 
last person that I am going to mention as an ex -officio member 
of your Executive Board and that is John McCabe, your legisla-
tive liaison.  He knows our business well and always ready to 
defend our needs and interests in the legislature.  It is a thank-
less job that he does with energy and panache.    

There are a couple of things that I would like to request 
that you do at your next opportunity,  First, go up to these peo-
ple and thank them for making ñyourò Association work on a 
daily basis.  Two, find out what they do and ask them how can 
you help?  Let them know that you are willing to get involved 
and get your hands a little dirty.   ñYourò Association is as 
strong as its constituent parts and that means ñyouò must be 
involved.  

I would be remiss if I did not thank all the committee 

chairs that work hard to make sure the Association is run well.  
They are the true backbone of the Association and people like 
Tracy Burke -Carriere, Jody Blair, Sarah Spang, Corinne Strem-
ming, all of whom give an amazing amount of time to the Asso-
ciation.   In addition, there are people at the Administrative 
Office that have loaned the time and talent to the Association.  
I would like to thank Melanie Hile for her tireless work on the 
ñLeadershipò project and Cheryl Barrett for her support and 
passion about our profession.  Thanks Cheryl for all your listen-
ing and advice over the past two years.  

In closing I would like you to think about practicing the 
ñGolden Ruleò; start with ñyourò co-workers and colleagues.  
Practice saying something nice, you never know the impact that 
it will have on someone else.   If you have any doubt about the 
impact I can personally tell you that someoneôs kind comments 
to me (you know who you are) at the last conference in front of 
my wife made a world of difference in my life.  I will never for-
get that moment and will treasure it as one of the greatest ex-
periences of my presidency.  

Finally, I have some advice to all of you.  Play often and 
laugh at yourself.  Go ahead and have some fun.  Read 20 min-
utes every day on something new.  Be a life - long learner (oh -
boy the Grand Canyon is visible out my window right now ï 
what a sight).   Set some goals and write them down and read 
them twice every day.  They will start to become real with this 
simple exercise.  Most of all, love those that are close to you.  
Give many hugs to your significant others and tell them how 
important they are to you.  Give your kids your undying sup-
port, but make them accountable.  We need to lead the way in 
raising responsible children because we see what happens when 
this isnôt done with kids. 

Thanks for letting me be a part of ñyourò Association, your 
life, and your profession.  It has truly been an honor and privi-
lege working with each and every one of you.   Please write me 
an e mail every once in a while, my e mail address is sdelair-
law@wowway.com . 

 

Sid DeLair  

PAST PRESIDENT 

mailto:sdelairlaw@wowway.com
mailto:sdelairlaw@wowway.com
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J uvenile delinquency can become a 
pathway to adult offending. Delin-

quency experts search for ways to counter 
delinquency before it starts, providing 
intervention for juveniles in high - risk 
situations ðsuch as those with severe eco-
nomic disadvantages or living in high -
crime neighborhoods.  
 
However, the majority of juveniles ar-
rested are male, which means that a good 
deal of research on juvenile delinquents 
has been performed on a mostly male 
population that does not account for girlsô 
and boysô differences. Despite much re-
search on the causes of boysô delin-
quency, few studies have examined which 
girls become delinquent or why. Addition-
ally, intervention and treatment programs 
have been traditionally designed with boys 
in mind, and little is known about how 
well girls respond to these interventions.  
 

In the 1990s, a surge of girlsô arrests 
brought female juvenile crimes to the 
countryôs attention. Girlsô rates of arrest 
for some crimes increased faster than 
boysô rates of arrest. By 2004, girls ac-
counted for 30 percent of all juvenile ar-
rests, but delinquency experts did not 
know whether these trends reflected 
changes in girlsô behavior or changes in 
arrest patterns. The juvenile justice field 
was struggling to understand how best to 
respond to the needs of the girls entering 
the system.  
 
To determine the reason behind these 
increasing arrest rates, the Office of Juve-
nile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 
(OJJDP) convened the Girls Study Group 
(see ñAbout the Girls Study Groupò). The 
group sponsored a series of studies to 

gain a better understanding of girlsô in-
volvement in delinquency and guide the 
development, testing, and dissemination 
of strategies that would reduce incidents 
of delinquency and violence among girls.  
 
The Girls Study Group (GSG) wanted to 
know ð 
 
Ç Which girls become delinquent?  

 
Ç What factors protect girls from delin-

quency?  
 
Ç What factors put girls at risk for de-

linquency?  
 
Ç What pathways lead to girlsô delin-

quency?  
 
Ç What programs are most effective in 

preventing girlsô delinquency? 
 
Ç How should the criminal justice sys-

tem respond to girlsô delinquency? 
 

The series of studies outlined in this Bulle-
tin describe the ways in which the group 
worked to understand and respond to 
girlsô delinquency. Using a combination of 
literature reviews, dataset analysis, and 
program and instrument reviews, they 
conducted a series of studies (each out-
lined in detail in forthcoming OJJDP Bulle-
tins). These studies should shed light on 
why girls become delinquent, and provide 
a research foundation for the juvenile 
justice community to consider what treat-
ment and intervention programs are most 
effective for girls. These studies include:  
 

(Continued on page 5) 

Girls  

   Study Group  
Understanding and Responding to Girlsô Delinquency 

 

The Girls Study Group ðCharting the Way 
to Delinquency Prevention for Girls  
 
By Margaret A. Zahn, Stephanie R. Hawkins, Janet Chiancone, and Ariel Whitworth  

J. Robert Flores, Administrator  

Source of this article:  
 

U.S. Department of Justice  
Office of Justice Programs  

Office of Juvenile Justice and  
Delinquency Prevention  
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1.  Violence by Teenage Girls: Trends 
and Context.  This Bulletin describes 
recent trends in girlsô offending and 
examines the settings in which girls 
commit crimes.  

2.  Causes and Correlates of Girlsô 
Delinquency. This Bulletin examines 
the personal, family, peer, school, and 
community factors that can lead to 
delinquency.  

3.  Resilient Girls ðFactors that Pro-
tect Against Delinquency.  This 
Bulletin examines whether four fac-
tors ða caring adult, school connect-
edness, school success, and religios-
ity ðcan protect girls from delin-
quency.  

4.  Suitability of Assessment Instru-
ments for Delinquent Girls.  This 
Bulletin determines whether current 
risk -assessment and treatment -
focused instruments are appropriate 
for use with girls. It also provides 

guidance to practitioners on how to 
select instruments for use.  

5.  Girlsô Delinquency Programsð An 
Evidence - Based Review.  This Bul-
letin reviews girlsô delinquency pro-
grams and determines whether they 
effectively intervene in delinquency 
trajectories.  

6.  Developmental Sequences of 
Girlsô Delinquent Behavior.  This 
Bulletin investigates the different pat-
terns of delinquent behaviors that 
girls become involved in, and provides 
insight into the life pathways that lead 
to girlsô delinquent behavior. 

 
This document will provide highlights of 
the findings that are outlined in detail in 
the Bulletins described above. Most are 
forthcoming and will be available through 
the Juvenile Justice Clearinghouse (http://
www. fsu.edu/~crimdo/jjclearinghouse/ 
jjclearinghouse.html) and published on the 
OJJDP (http://ojjdp.ncjrs. org) and Girls 
Study Group (http:// girlsstudy-
group.rti.org) Web sites.  
 

Violence by Teenage Girls: 

Trends and Context  
The upswing in girlsô violence in the late 
20th century had many people in the juve-
nile justice community concerned. They 
wanted to know what factors influenced 
girlsô offending, and what kinds of pro-
grams and policies could reduce girlsô vio-
lence.  
 
To answer these questions, OJJDP con-
vened the Girls Study Group. The Groupôs 
initial research project examined rates of 
girlsô arrests, delinquency, and victimiza-

tion. Researchers examined arrest data 
from the FBIôs Uniform Crime Reports, 
delinquency surveys from the Monitoring 
the Future study, and victimization sur-
veys from the Bureau of Justice Statisticsô 
National Crime Victimization Survey.  
 
This research resulted in the Trends and 
Context Bulletin, which provides answers 
to a number of questions:  
 
How have girlsô and boysô arrest rates 
increased in the past decade?  
 
Ç Girls account for a smaller proportion 

of overall juvenile arrests than boys, 
but arrest patterns for both groups 
have diverged over the past decade. 
Between 1996 and 2005, overall ar-
rests decreased for both groups. How-
ever, this decrease was greater for 
boys than girls.  

 
Ç Notably, between 1996 and 2005, 

girlsô arrests for simple assault in-
creased 24 percent.  

 
Are girls actually committing more 
crimes?  
 
Ç Despite increasing arrest rates in the 

past decade, self - report data suggest 
that girlsô behavior has not changed. 
In fact, self -report data suggest girlsô 
and boysô assault rates have dropped 
in recent years.  

 
What would explain the increasing 
arrest rates for girls?  
 
Arrest laws and changes in law enforce-
ment policy appear to have had more of 
an impact on arrest rates than changes in 
girlsô behavior. Possible explanations for 
this include:  
 
Ç Changes in local law enforcement 

policies that lowered the threshold for 
reporting assaults or classifying as-
saults as aggravated.  

 
Ç Some status offenses involving a do-

mestic dispute between a girl and her 
parent or sibling could now be classi-
fied as simple assault and could result 
in arrest. This sort of arrest is an un-
intended consequence of ñmandatory 
arrestò laws in cases of domestic vio-
lence.  

 
Ç Schoolsô zero-tolerance policies to-

ward youth violence may have in-
creased police referral for fights in-
volving girls.  

 
 (Continued on page 6) 

 

Dr. Margaret A. Zahn , Principal Investigator, 

Girls Study Group (2004 ïMarch 2008) Senior 

Research Scientist, RTI International; Profes-

sor, North Carolina State University  

 

Dr. Stephanie R. Hawkins , Principal Investi-
gator, Girls Study Group (April 2008 ïPresent) 

Research Clinical Psychologist, RTI Interna-

tional  

 

Dr. Robert Agnew , Professor, Department of 

Sociology, Emory University  

 

Dr. Elizabeth Cauffman , Assistant Professor, 

Department of Psychology and Social Behav-
ior, University of California ïIrvine  

 

Dr. Meda Chesney - Lind , Professor, Womenôs 

Studies Program, University of Hawaii ïManoa  

 

Dr. Gayle Dakof , Associate Research Profes-

sor, Department of Epidemiology and Public 

Health, University of Miami  

 

Dr. Del Elliott , Director, Center for the Study 
and Prevention of Violence, University of Colo-

rado  

 

Dr. Barry Feld , Professor, School of Law, 

University of Minnesota  

 

Dr. Diana Fishbein , Director, Transdiscipli-

nary Behavioral Science Program, RTI Interna-

tional  
 

Dr. Peggy Giordano , Professor of Sociology, 

Center for Family and Demographic Research, 

Bowling Green State University  

 

Dr. Candace Kruttschnitt , Professor, Depart-

ment of Sociology, University of Minnesota  

 

Dr. Jody Miller , Associate Professor, Depart-

ment of Criminology and Criminal Justice, 
University of Missouri ïSt. Louis  

 

Dr. Merry Morash , Professor, School of 

Criminal Justice, Michigan State University  

 

Dr. Darrell Steffensmeier , Professor, De-

partment of Sociology, Pennsylvania State 

University  

 
Ms. Giovanna Taormina , Executive Director, 

Girls Circle Association  

 

Dr. Donna - Marie Winn , Senior Research 

Scientist, Center for Child and Family Policy, 

Duke University  

 Girls  

    Study Group  

                 Members  
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To test some of the possible explanations 
outlined above, the Girls Study Group 
conducted a special analysis that looked 
at local mandatory and pro -arrest policies 
to determine if there were indications 
that these had an impact on the increas-
ing number of girlsô arrests. Their find-
ings indicate that mandatory and pro -
arrest policies increased the likelihood of 
arrest for both girls and boys, but the 
effects appear stronger for girls. This 
may be explained by the fact that family 
conflict accounts for a larger proportion 
of girlsô offending than of boysô offend-
ing. 1 
 

Causes and Correlates of 

Girlsô Delinquency 
Girlsô delinquency has become an in-
creasing dilemma in recent years, in part 
because of higher arrest rates, and in 
part because little research to date has 
focused on female juvenile delinquents. 
By 2004, females made up 25 percent of 
all juvenile arrests for aggravated as-
sault, and 33 percent of juvenile arrests 
for other assaults. So why do some girls 
become delinquent? A great deal of re-
search has examined the factors involved 
in male delinquency, but the factors in-
volved in female delinquency remained 
largely unknown.  
 
To understand the causes of female de-
linquency, the Girls Study Group re-
viewed more than 2,300 social science 
articles and book chapters that examine 
factors involved in delinquent behavior 
for girls ages 11 to 18. They also exam-
ined factors that protect girls from be-
coming delinquent. They found that while 
certain factors predict or prevent delin-
quency in both sexes, a number of fac-
tors influence girlsô behavior more 
strongly than boysô behavior. 

 
The factors that equally increase the risk 
of delinquency for both sexes include ð 
 
Ç The familyôs dynamics (i.e., how 

parents supervise and monitor a 
child, family history of criminal be-
havior, child maltreatment).  

 
Ç A childôs involvement in school. 

 
Ç The neighborhood a child lives in 

(e.g., poverty level, crime rate, em-
ployment rate).  

 
Ç The level of availability of community

-based programs.  
 
Some factors increase or decrease a girlôs 
risk of delinquency more than a boyôs, 
including ð 

 
Ç Early puberty. Early puberty in-

creases girlsô risk for delinquency, 
particularly if they come from disad-
vantaged neighborhoods and have 
dysfunctional families. This disparity 

between biological and social matur-
ity can lead to increased conflict with 
parents or negative associations with 
older boys or men.  

 
Ç Sexual abuse or maltreatment. 

Compared to boys, girls experience 
more sexual victimization overall, 

including sexual assaults, rapes, and 
sexual harassment. However, all 
types of maltreatment (sexual, 
physical, and neglect) can increase 
the risk of delinquency for both 
sexes.  

 
Ç Depression and anxiety. Depres-

sion and anxiety disorders have been 
associated with delinquency. Girls 
receive these diagnoses more fre-
quently than boys.  

 
Ç Romantic partners. When a 

youthôs boyfriend or girlfriend com-
mits a crime, he or she may also 

engage in delinquent behavior. For 
less serious crimes, girls are influ-
enced more by their boyfriends than 
boys by their girlfriends. For serious 
crimes, they are equally affected.  

 
 
 
 
 
 

Resilient Girls ðFactors That 

Protect Against Delinquency  
Some children manage to achieve suc-
cess despite the difficulties they encoun-
ter in life. This ability to positively adapt 
to negative situations is called resilience. 
Positive experiences in life can 
strengthen a childôs ability to become 
resilient to the difficult situations ðabuse, 
neglect, poverty, witnessing violence ð
that can lead to delinquency.  
 
An investigation by the Girls Study Group 
examined whether experiencing protec-
tive factors during adolescence could 
keep girls from offending. These protec-
tive factors included ð 
 
Ç Support from a caring adult.  

 
Ç Success in school ðas measured by 

grade point average.  
 
Ç School connectedness ða positive 

perception of the school environment 
and positive interactions with people 
at school.  

 
Ç Religiosity ðhow important religion 

was to the girl.  
 
The researchers analyzed self - report sur-
veys from the National Longitudinal 
Study of Adolescent Health. They found:  
 
Ç Caring adult . Girls who had a caring 

adult in their lives during adoles-
cence were less likely to commit 
status or property offenses, sell 

(Continued on page 7) 

In 2004, OJJDP convened the Girls Study Group, an interdisciplinary group of schol-
ars and practitioners who would work together to develop a comprehensive research 
foundation for understanding and responding to girlsô involvement in delinquency.  
 
Through a competitive process, RTI International was selected to lead the Girls Study 
Group Project.  
 
The group includes experts from the fields of sociology, psychology, criminology, and 
gender studies, as well as legal practitioners and girlsô program development coordi-
nators.  
 
The Girls Study Group research consists of ð 
 
Ç Reviewing literature on girlsô delinquency. 

Ç Analyzing secondary datasets.  

Ç Assessing programs that target female delinquents.  

Ç Reviewing risk assessment and treatment - focused instruments for delinquent 

girls.  

 
For more information about the Girls Study Group, see http://girlsstudygroup.rti.org.  

   About the Girls Study Group  
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drugs, join gangs, or commit simple 
or aggravated assault during adoles-
cence. They also were less likely to 
commit simple assault as young 
adults.  

 
Ç School connectedness. Girls who 

experienced school connectedness 
were not protected or at increased 
risk for delinquency during adoles-
cence and young adulthood, with 
one exception ðgirls who experi-
enced school connectedness during 
adolescence were more likely to be-
come involved in aggravated assault 
in young adulthood.  

 
Ç School success. Girls who experi-

enced success in school during ado-
lescence committed fewer status and 
property offenses and were less 
likely to join gangs in adolescence. 
School success helped protect them 
from involvement in simple and ag-
gravated assault in adolescence and 
young adulthood. However, these 
girls were more likely to commit 
property offenses in young adult-
hood.  

 
Ç Religiosity. 2 Girls who placed a 

high importance on religion during 
adolescence were less likely to sell 
drugs in early adolescence.  

 
Researchers additionally examined the 
interaction between childhood risk factors 
and protective factors on a childôs pro-
pensity toward delinquent behavior. Al-
though some of the protective factors 
helped girls not to engage in delinquent 
behavior, others could not mitigate the 
influence of risk factors that girls had 
endured since childhood. Their findings 
highlight the importance of considering 
girlsô life histories when developing inter-
ventions for girls at high risk for delin-

quency.  
 

Suitability of Assessment  

Instruments for Delinquent 

Girls  
When girls are arrested, referred to court 
for delinquent behavior, held in a secure 
facility, or released from confinement, 
juvenile justice practitioners need a way 
to examine the risks that these girls pose 
to those around them and the community 

at large. They also must determine how 
to identify the girlsô treatment needs and 
make appropriate processing decisions 
(e.g., adjudication, detention).  
 
Practitioners in the juvenile justice sys-
tem typically use standardized instru-

ments to make such decisions. These 
instruments help to systematize decisio-
making criteria across the juvenile justice 
system and make the decision process 
more consistent and objective. A number 
of instruments have been developed for 
screening and assessing at - risk and jus-
tice - involved youth, but many have not 
taken gender into consideration in their 
development .3  
 
A group of researchers in the Girls Study 
Group reviewed 143 risk assessment and 
treatment - focused instruments, and ex-
amined whether they could appropriately 
determine youthsô risks and needs. They 
wanted to know if the instruments had 
favorable gender -based performance, 
which includes ð 
 
Ç Gender -based instrument develop-

ment (e.g., gender -specific items, 
scoring, or norms).  

 
Ç Favorable gender -based analysis 

(e.g., research findings show it is 
equally effective for girls and boys).  

 
The analysis examined instruments in 
four categories:  
 
Ç Risk and risk/needs assessment in-

struments.  
 
Ç Global needs assessment instru-

ments. 4 
 
Ç Substance abuse instruments.  

 
Ç Mental health instruments.  

 
In this Bulletin, the authors list those 
instruments in each category with favor-
able gender -based performance. Overall, 
out of 143 instruments examined, 73 
instruments had favorable gender -based 
performance. Of these 73 instruments, 
28 offered gender -based instrument de-
velopment, 25 had favorable gender -
based analysis, and 20 met both criteria. 
The authors report that mental health 
instruments were most sensitive to gen-
der differences. Many instruments did not 
have information on gender -based per-
formance, and some were less favorable 
for girls.  
 
Practitioners choosing an instrument for 
assessment in their community should 
consider the instrumentôs purpose, gen-
der performance, cost, and local valida-
tion.  
 
The Bulletin also provides detail on what 
practitioners should consider when se-

lecting and administering instruments. It 
describes how to access further informa-
tion about the many instruments re-
viewed.  
 

Girlsô Delinquency Programs 

ðAn Evidence - Based Review  
Many States and communities design 
programs to prevent and treat female 
delinquency. However, researchers are 
unsure how effective these programs are. 
To examine how effectively these pro-
grams work, the Girls Study Group re-
viewed 29 promising and model pro-
grams in the Blueprints for Violence Pre-
vention5 database and completed a na-
tionwide review of 62 girlsô delinquency 
programs.  
 
The authors reviewed the programs using 
the Office of Justice Programsô What 
Works Repository, and classified them 
based on evidence of their effectiveness. 
The classification framework that the 
authors used places programs in one of 
six levels of effectiveness:  
 
Ç Effective. Effective programs have 

an experimental research design 
(i.e., a randomized controlled trial) 
that demonstrates a significant and 
sustained effect. The program should 
have been externally replicated at 
least once, with an implementation 
team and site separate from the 
original study.  

 
Ç Effective with reservation. These 

programs have an experimental re-
search design that demonstrates a 
significant and sustained effect.  

 
The program should have at least one 
successful replication. Reservations occur 
either because the program has only an 
internal replication, or because it has an 
external replication with modest results.  
 
Ç Promising. These programs have 

either ð 
 

¶ An experimental design without a 

successful replication.  
 
¶ A prospective, quasi -experimental 

research design (i.e., with no ran-
dom assignment) that uses well -
matched comparison groups. 
These programs have significant 
and sustained effects.  

 
Ç Inconclusive evidence . These pro-

grams may have adequately rigorous 
research designs, but not sustained 

(Continued on page 8) 
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effects. Or they may have contradic-
tory findings and not enough evi-
dence demonstrating that the pro-
gram is effective or ineffective.  

 
Ç Insufficient evidence. These pro-

grams have a quasi -experimental 
design that lacks sufficient methodo-
logical rigor or a pre -post test de-
sign, 6 or involve a purely descriptive 
evaluation. 7 

 
Ç Ineffective. These programs have 

an experimental or quasi -
experimental research design that 
failed to demonstrate a significant 
effect in an internal study or in a 
replication.  

 
The nationwide review of girlsô delin-
quency programs found that ð 
 
Ç Only 18 of the 62 programs cata-

loged had published evaluations.  
 
Ç No programs could be rated effec-

tive, effective with reservation, or 
ineffective.  

 
Ç Most programs could be rated as 

having insufficient evidence.  
 
The four promising programs addressed 
multiple risk factors for delinquency and 
provided individualized treatment for the 
girls in the program. However, none of 
the promising programs identified is still 
in existence, which suggests a lack of 
program sustainability.  
 
The review of programs in the Blueprints 
for Violence Prevention database found 
that out of 29 promising and model pro-
grams, only 8 program evaluations ana-
lyzed whether program outcomes differed 
for boys and girls. However, 23 of these 
programs were equally effective for boys 
and girls. The programs targeted multiple 
risk factors for delinquency, had treat-
ment plans that focused on the individual 
participantôs needs, and developed con-
nections between the program partici-
pants and resources in the community. 8 

 
Developmental Sequences of 

Girlsô Delinquent Behavior 
As girls develop, their experiences and 
interactions impact their decisions and 
behavior. Some of these experiences and 
interactions may contribute to positive 
developmental outcomes and others may 
support involvement in negative behav-
iors.  
 
The Girls Study Group explored the pos-

sibility that distinct developmental path-
ways could influence girlsô delinquent 
behaviors. The resulting Bulletin may 
help researchers develop programs or 
policies that stop female delinquency 
before it starts.  
 
To investigate the developmental path-
ways that lead to delinquency, the Girls 
Study Group analyzed data from two 
longitudinal studies of girls between ages 
7 and 17 ðthe Denver Youth Study, 9 
which included 721 girls and the Fast 
Track Project, 10  which included 807 girls. 
The authors examined how often in the 
past year girls had committed specific 
delinquent behaviors, including running 
away, truancy, public disorderliness, mi-
nor assault, 11  minor property offense, 
serious property offense, serious assault, 
drug sales, alcohol use, and drug use; 
and the developmental sequences of de-
linquent behavior followed by different 

groups of girls over the 7 ï17 age period.  
 
The authors found that girls followed 
different developmental sequences. No 
one sequence or pathway of delinquent 
behaviors applied to a majority of girls. 
Most girls (about 90 percent) had been 
involved in some kind of delinquency, 
most commonly status and non -serious 
offenses. A minority of girls committed 
serious offenses ð22 percent committed 
serious property offenses and 17 percent 
committed serious assaults. Additionally, 
a sizable proportion of girls were involved 
in delinquent offenses before middle 
school. Girls involved in more serious 
offending tended to return to a lower 
level of status or public disorder offend-
ing or returned to a non -delinquent 
status after a short time.  
 

Discussion  
The research conducted by the Girls 
Study Group has yielded very important 
information for OJJDP and the juvenile 
justice field. Some of the findings have 
confirmed earlier research and anecdotal 
information, while other findings have 
contradicted many of the long -held be-
liefs about how girls become delinquent 
and how best to address their needs.  
 
One of the first findings ðand in some 
ways the most surprising finding ðis that 

girls are not more violent than in previ-
ous years. The comparative analysis of 
official FBI data to self - report data re-
vealed that, in fact, a change in how the 
juvenile justice system is responding to 
girlsô behavior is largely responsible for 
the increased number of girls entering 
the system. Another surprising finding is 
that the increase in girlsô arrests appears 

to be, in part, an unintended result of 
relatively new mandatory or pro -arrest 
policies put in place to protect victims of 
domestic violence. These are good poli-
cies, and necessary to protect victims. 
However, this unexpected outcome high-
lights the need to work with law enforce-
ment to identify appropriate responses to 
conflict between girls and their family 
members, and for communities to sup-
port and provide families with access to 
family strengthening and mediation pro-
grams that provide intervention (rather 
than arrest).  
 
Another key finding of the study group is 
that girls and boys experience many of 
the same delinquency risk factors. Al-
though some risk factors are more gen-
der sensitive, in general, focusing on 
general risk and protective factors for all 
youth seems a worthwhile effort. When it 
comes to providing intervention program-

ming, some unique factors should be 
considered for girls. As with all delin-
quency prevention and intervention ef-
forts, however, the focus should be on 
the individual youth and her specific 
needs and strengths. This is why using 
the appropriate risk assessment tools is 
important, whether the youth is a girl or 
a boy.  
 
Perhaps the most significant finding of 
the Girls Study Group is that there con-
tinues to be a lack of reliable, accurate, 
and comprehensive information about 
good prevention and intervention pro-
gramming for girls. Clearly, a concerted 
effort is needed to address the lack of 
evidence -based programs for the juvenile 
justice field, and the lack of programming 
for girls specifically. It is troubling that of 
all the girlsô programs reviewed by the 
Girls Study Group, very few had been 
evaluated to the degree that they could 
be considered ñeffective.ò Many programs 
do not have the resources to conduct 
rigorous evaluations. More troubling is 
the fact that few promising programs are 
still in existence ð program sustainability 
continues to be a primary challenge for 
programs that serve youth.  
 
In moving ahead, the Girls Study Group 
findings will provide OJJDP with the foun-
dation needed to move ahead on a com-
prehensive program of information dis-
semination, training, technical assis-
tance, and programming regarding girlsô 
delinquency prevention and intervention. 
The findings of the group may assist 
States and communities in developing 
their own efforts to address girlsô delin-
quency.  

(Continued on page 9) 
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Endnotes  
1.  Strom, K., T. Warner, L. Tichavsky, 

and M. Zahn (in development). Polic-
ing daughters: The role of domestic 
violence arrest policies in child -
parent conflicts.  

2.  Religiosity describes how important 
religion is to someone. In this study, 
answers to three questions ðthe fre-
quency of praying, the frequency of 
attending religious events, and the 
girlsô perception of the importance of 
religion ðdefined girlsô religiosity. 

3.  For instance, they may have been 
developed using a primarily male 
population.  

4.  These instruments provide a broad -
based assessment of areas that may 
need followup.  

5.  See the Blueprints for Violence Pre-
vention Web site at http:// 
www.colorado.edu/cspv/ blueprints/. 
The review of Blueprints for Violence 
Prevention programs was completed 

in July 2006. Updates to program 
ratings may have been added to the 
database since this date.  

6.  A pre -post design measures program 
outcomes by comparing perceptions 
or behaviors at the end of a program 
(i.e., post -program) to some meas-
urement before the program begins 

(i.e., pre -program).  

7.  A purely descriptive design does not 
have rigorous methodology. The 
focus of descriptive research is to 
provide an accurate narrative of 
what is occurring.  

8.  These connections can serve as a 
support mechanism for participants.  

9.  For more information about the Den-
ver Youth Study, see:  http://
ojjdp.ncjrs.org/programs/ ProgSum-
mary.asp?pi=19  and http://
www.casanet.org/library/ delin-
quency/youth -svy.htm.  

10.  See the following three studies:  

1)  Conduct Problems Prevention 
Research Group. 1992. A devel-
opmental and clinical model for 
the prevention of conduct disor-
ders: The FAST Track program. 
Development and Psychopa-
thology 4:509 ï527.  

2)  Conduct Problems Prevention 

Research Group. 2000. Merging 
universal and indicated preven-
tion programs: The Fast Track 
model. Addictive Behaviors 
25:913 ï927.  

3)  Conduct Problems Prevention 
Research Group. 2007. Fast 
Track randomized controlled 
trial to prevent externalizing 
psychiatric disorders: Findings 
from grades 3 to 9. Journal of 
the American Academy of Child 
and Adolescent Psychiatry 
46:1250 ï1262.  

 

11. Denver Youth Study only.  
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2008 AWARD RECIPIENTS 

The Illinois Probation and Court Services Associationôs Executive Board was honored to present special recogni-
tion awards to the exceptional individuals named below and to the 48 Distinguished Service Award recipients listed 
on Page 11.  

 

The Association held its Annual Awards Banquet at its Fall 2008 Training Conference and Annual Awards Ban-
quet in DuPage County on October 23, 2008.  Just under 400 conference participants celebrated the recipients for 
their exceptional leadership and achievements in the profession of probation, detention, and court services in Illi-
nois.  Congratulations and thank you to each of the honored individuals for your commitment and for your hard 
work everyday.   

Charles V. Otte, Jr.  
Adams County  

Gene Hughes Highest Professional Standards Award  

 
Michael Torchia  
Sangamon County  

Darrell O. Smith Presidentôs Award 
 

Tracy Burke - Carriere  
Bureau County  

S. William Ettinger Field of Service Award  
 

Brian Rapozo  
Sangamon County  

Robert E. Burdine Officer of the Year Award  

 

Michael E. Meloan  
St. Clair County  

Pauline Gansauer Field of Dedication Award  
 

Sandy White  
DuPage County  

William C. Albertson Field of Achievement Award  
 

Melanie Hile  
Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts  

Exemplary Service Award  
 

Positive Community Takeover Program (Lynette Hampton)  

19th Judicial Circuit  
Innovative Leadership Award  
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2008 AWARD RECIPIENTS 

Congratulations 2008 Recipients  

Distinguished Service Award 
Asperger, Richard ðMadison County  

Barnat, Edward ðDuPage County  

Belt, Christopher R. ðSt. Clair County  

Burris, Tracey ðMadison County  

Carter, Tracey ðMadison County  

Caudill, Stacy ðDuPage County  

Cooper, Scott ðMadison County  

Crawford, Tim ðMadison County  

Day, Dana ðDuPage County  

Decker, Kimberly ðDuPage County  

Deppe, Nicole ðMadison County  

Divine, Jean ðMadison County  

Duran, Shannon ðChampaign County  

Durell, Doug ðMadison County  

Etherton, Brian ðMadison County  

Finch - Hall, Tamika ðLake County  

Frederking, W. Daryl ðPerry County  

Gladney, Donna ðSangamon County  

Graves, Judi ðMadison County  

Gregg, Evan ðKankakee County  

Guilliams, Craig ðMadison County  

Hackethal, Kevin R. ðMadison County  

Jackson, Jalonta ðLake County  

Johnson, Suzan M. ðMadison County  

Jones, Janelle ðChampaign County  

Keilman, Linda ðOgle County  

King, Matthew ðDuPage County  

Kopsic, Donna ðMadison County  

Maher, Patrick ðLake County  

Malone, Michael ðMadison County  

Mathias, Tim ðMadison County  

Mitchell, Yvette ðMadison County  

Ostrom, Jennifer ðKendall County  

Qualls, Rachael ðMadison County  

Rarick, Phil ðMadison County  

Rosenkranz, R. Adam ðSt. Clair County  

Rouse, Stacey ðFulton County  

Seaman, Daryl ðMadison County  

Shatkus, Jamie ðLake County  

Smith, Melissa ðWoodford County  

Steck, Wendi ðKnox County  

Suess, Rob ðMadison County  

Tucker, Diane ðDuPage County  

Vickery, Robert ðDuPage County  

Volkmar, Jon ðMadison County  

Ward, Keith ðMadison County  

Woodard, Tara J. ðVermilion County  

Zabotka, Edward ðMadison County  
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Call to Order:  President DeLair called meeting to order at 
12:03 p.m.  
 
Approval of Minutes:  Motion made by John Owens and sec-
onded by Sue Korpai to approve the Spring Conference 2008 
Business meeting minutes; motion carried.   
 
Legislative Report:  Presented by John McCabe.  He encour-
aged everyone to vote in this next election and be a part of 
the system.  It is important that we get involve with our legis-
lators and show our support.  John reported on the legislative 
updates.  
 
The age of delinquency bill has passed with an effective date 
of July 2010 and the Juvenile Interstate Compact bill was 
passed.   
 
John reviewed the status of SB 2719 (Cindy Bischoff law).  He 
had a conference call with a representative from Harvard 
along with legislators from the bill, victimôs groups, Cook 
County Stateôs Attorneyôs Office and Jesse Reyes from Cook 
County Probation speaking on the implementation process of 

this law that took place in Massachusetts. They had a role out 
period that was attached to the bill.  We have proposed a 
pilot site program which would discontinue DHS doing the 
assessment process.  This would be implemented by law en-
forcement or stateôs attorneyôs office; the assessment infor-
mation would then be presented to the judge and a decision 
on whether to place the defendant on GPS monitoring.  The 
$200.00 fine imposed would come back to probation or parole 
along with ordering a probation fee to offset cost.  We possi-
bly may have an agreement to delay the effective date if we 
can provide pilot sites to start the process.  John encouraged 
counties to step forward and become sites.  
 
DCFS has agreed to take on more 4E counties and is in the 
process of selecting them.  
 
The Budget did pass with a 4% increase.  We received major 
support from Justice Thomas advocating on our behalf.  John 
encouraged members at the meeting to vote No at the up-
coming election on the question of holding a state constitution 
convention.  If the convention would be held the constitution 
could be amended and could change the Bill of Rights which 
protects crime victims which we do not want to diminished 
and the employee pension rights -  which as it stands now is 
the strongest protection for us, the employees.  
 
Interstate/Intrastate Committee: Mike Torchia reviewed a 
proposal for the new committee outlined in the conference 
brochure.  A motion was made by Mary Ann Schwartz of Knox 
County; seconded by Dan Smith of Dupage County, to accept 
the proposal and create a Interstate/Intrastate Committee; 
motion carried.  
 
Treasurer Report:  Nicole Tennison submitted the treasurer 
report. The current balance is $57,000.00.  Motion made by  
 

 
Pete Jordan and seconded by Tom Perry to approve the treas-
urer report; motion carried.  
 
Charity Contribution:  Sid DeLair presented a $550.00 check 
to Dan Smith on behalf of C.H.A.N.G.E and Angela Kurowski 
on behalf of Family Shelter Service of Dupage County.  
 
President DeLair thanked all the staff from Dupage County for 
their outstanding work in hosting the conference and pre-
sented a plaque of appreciation to Angela Kurowski and Re-
bakkah Post.   
 
A plaque was presented to Mike Torchia from President DeLair 
for his role as Representative Chair on the Executive Board.  
He also expressed that Mike has given a lot of time and dedi-
cation in the many different roles he has held with our Asso-
ciation and we thank him for that.   
 
Future Conferences:  Our next conference will be held in 
Adams County in Quincy, Illinois April 22 -24, 2009.  Adams 
County encourages everyone to attend.   
 

The winners were picked for the Vendor Signature Cards.  
They were Chris English, Andy Ceresea, Sue Korpai, Shane 
Burton, Mary Valdez, Deb Norman, and Rebekkah Post.   
 
Old Business :  None  
New Business : None  
 
Presidentôs Closing Remarks: There is a lot of work behind 
the scenes by many people and President DeLair spoke of his 
appreciation to the Executive Board for their hard work and 
acknowledged and thanked Carol Gierut for all her invaluable 
and tireless work she does as the Association executive assis-
tant.  He acknowledged and thanked the program committee 
and chairs for their hard work in developing and putting on 
the conference and expressed his gratitude to Lisa Jacobs 
from Models for Change for collaborating with us to provide 
workshops for the conference.  Lastly, President DeLair ac-
knowledged this would be his last meeting as president and 
wanted to express his appreciation to the Association.  He 
stated it has been an honor to represent the Association and 
his passion will always be probation and IPCSA.  
 
Fiscal State of the Union ï The conference registration fees 
were raised this year and President DeLair wanted to inform 
the Association members that this had to occur as conference 
expenses have also increased.  The increase will cover ex-
penses and not to make money.  The board has also voted 
that the membership dues will increase from $40.00 to 
$50.00 beginning in 2009.   
 
Motion to adjourn at 1:20 p.m. by Christine Actipes and sec-
onded by Mike Kilduff.  Motion Carried.    
 
Respectfully Submitted,   
Kim Becker  
IPCSA Secretary  

Fall Training Conference ðOctober 24, 2008  

Naperville, Illinois  

IPCSA BUSINESS MEETING MINUTES 




