


This raises extremely important questions
about the nature of, and ultimately methods
of dealing with, violent recidivism. The study
indicates that 26% of males and 14% of
females will be guilty of crimes causing
injury to the victim before the offender
reaches his or her eighteenth birthday. With
each offense, the probability of committing
an additional offense continues to increase. A
male who has been guilty of five violent
offenses has a 57% likelihood of committing
his sixth.

Perhaps the most significant conclusion
resulting from these studies, and one which
has the possibility of seriously affecting our
crime experience in the future, is that the
1958 cohort was a more violent one than
their counterparts who were born in 1945, Al-
though they entered the life of crime at about
the same rate as did the first group, (32.6% as
opposed to the previous generation’s 34.9%),
the later group was more criminally active and
substantially more violent, resulting in con-
siderably higher rates of injury to others.
They were more likely to commit second and
subsequent crimes of violence, as well as
other serious crimes, before reaching age 18.
They began their careers of violence at an
earlier age than their 1945 counterparts (13 as
opposed to age 14), and they continued for a
longer period of time.

Application of this information to our future
crime experience is a disquieting exercise.
Given a more violent and active disposition
toward crime, compounded with relatively
larger numbers of participants, as the children
of the post World War II “Baby Boom” gene-
ration enter the traditional criminally-active
period of their teens and twenties, we see
before us the recurrence of our crime wave of
the *60s and *70s. The effects of this “Baby
Boom Echo” should begin, noticeably, in the
very early 1990’s. If we are to deal with this

expected resurgence of crime in a few years,
we must now institute the measures which
will then enable us to cope with increasingly
frequent and violent crime.

The person behind these landmark research
efforts on crime has stated that society would
be remiss to allow a criminally active juvenile
to begin adulthood at 18 with a clear record,
ignoring past offenses, particularly serious
offenses. He maintains that juvenile records
should certainly be considered in efforts to
deal with criminally violent adults.

The incarceration of juvenile offenders is
widespread, and as the research indicates,
should prove most effective in a reduction
of crime to more favorable levels, However,
many juveniles are locked up in adult jails,
a practice which has been found unconstitu-
tional by a Federal court. In a study con-
ducted several years ago, there were almost
half-a-million juveniles held in adult jails
for one reason or other, often because the
detention facilities were so crowded that it
wasn’t possible to segregate young children
from older inmates.

Four percent of the young people thrown in-
to adult jails are not accused of any wrong-
doing. They are locked up “for their own pro-
tection”. These are often abused or retarded
children. One-fifth of the juveniles in custody
are runaways or have been caught drinking or
involved in sexual activities. The great ma-
jority of the juveniles in adult jails have com-
mitted property offenses or other misde-
meanors.

One way of preventing crime is to confine the
violent chronic offender, especially the young,
prolific one. To do this in times of seriously
crowded detention facilities requires an
enlightened approach. Delaware Governor
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Pierre S. duPont IV has authored one such
strategy. His plan features a 10-level series of
alternative sentences, ranging from Level 1,
unsupervised probation, to Level 10, incar-
ceration in a maximum-security facility. Good
behavior would result in moving an inmate to
a lower-level alternative, with fewer restric-
tions and more privileges. Probationers
would be required to pay a fee to minimize
the costs associated with their probation.
Such a plan could open up a great deal of
existing space in present prisons.

Nevertheless, it is absolutely essential that
juvenile offenders be segregated from adult
criminals. Perhaps existing facilities would be
adequate for detaining the violent young
people, if status offenders or juveniles guilty
of minor offenses were relegated to alterna-
tives not requiring incarceration. Restitution
and public works are among the alternatives
worthy of consideration.

In recent years, there has been a noticeable shift in
the manner in which our courts deal with juveniles.
Formerly, there was emphasis upon treatment and re-
habilitation, often conducted in “reform schools”,
which failed to reform, and all too often, provided
schooling in criminal techniques. The young people
so detained were often abused physically and psy-
chologically. A movement away from reliance upon
institutions of this type, with emphasis upon smaller,
community-based, non-secure facilities, has met with
limited success.

However, the major thrust of change in handling
juvenile offenders has been in the direction of “‘get-
ting tough’”. Greater numbers of juveniles are being
tried as adults. We believe that there is merit in the
incarceration of persistent juvenile offenders, espe-
cially the violent ones. Yet, according to one special-
ist, less than 10% of the juveniles in custody are
charged with violent crimes — most are there for
minor property crimes.

Statistics indicate that supervised and secure deten-
tion of chronic offenders, adult and juvenile, will
beneficially affect our exposure to crime, and we feel
that this should be pursued. Within the past few
months, the Supreme Court has affirmed the princi-
ple of limited preventive detention of minors. In his
majority opinion, Justice William H. Rehnquist
wrote, “We conclude that preventive detention
serves a legitimate objective.” He added that ju-
veniles, unlike adults, are always under some sort of
custody. Nevertheless, we strongly oppose any
intermingling of adult and juvenile prisoners. Separate
facilities for each group are essential.

We also strongly urge that the practice of expunging
Jjuvenile records upon the attainment of majority be
ended. According to our study, approximately half
of urban males will have an arrest record while in
their teens or twenties, and those with these extensive
records will most likely continue criminal careers
beyond their eighteenth birthday. This information
should be available to police and courts in order to
deal more effectively with crime committed by young
adults.

At this time, we have the rare opportunity of sufficient
time to deal with a problem confronting us. Our
expectations of a resurgence in crimes committed
by young people, the Baby Boom’s second generation,
is a real threat. We must act now to undertake the
tougher screening procedures, re-evaluations of our
security measures and other steps to strengthen our
security in preparation for the crime increases which
the 1990°s will bring. We are in the eye of the storm,
and the worst is yet to come.
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