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Introduction

For my thesis, I used a case study approach to analyze what we can learn about the
Criminal justice system by exploring the life history of a juvenile offender. Research data was
collected through an interview with a juvenile offender. Secondary sources such as literature
review will also be examined to better understand the juvenile justice system. The interview will
have several questions to better understand the life of the juvenile prior to them becoming part of
the criminal justice system and also the question about life while in the youth correctional
facility. Through those questions, I hope to better understand the criminal justice system. Also, to
have a better understanding of how the criminal justice system has affected the life of an

individual who has been part of it.

Review of Literature

American activist for children's rights Marian Wright Edelman, once said “I’ve been
struck by the upside-down priorities of the juvenile justice system. We are willing to spend the
least amount of money to keep a kid at home, more to put him in a foster home and the most to
institutionalize him. As a “society” the community is more invested in institutionalizing young
people instead of seeking ways to help them find their passion in life. This has been an ongoing
struggle for many years. The problem is the criminal justice system has failed many young

individuals who have become a part of it.

Examining different methods of incarceration is important in order to better understand
how various methods could help people who are incarcerated. In his classic ethnography study,

Gresham M Sykes (1958) was the first to coin the term “pains of imprisonment”. Sykes describes



five separate categories of “pains”: the deprivation of liberty, the deprivation of goods and
services, the deprivation of heterosexual relationships, the deprivation of autonomy, and the
deprivation of security (Skyes, 1958). These categories are significant in understanding how the
pains of imprisonment can have a positive and or negative impact on the alternative forms of
incarceration.

Alternate forms of incarceration have been analyzed for many years in the Criminal
Justice field, these alternative forms allow for a better understanding of how the Criminal Justice
system can intervene in the life of a young offender (Chamiel Elad, 2018). Looking at different
forms of incarceration is important because it gives a better understanding of what helps reduce
recidivism. For example, in a study done by Chamiel Elad, “House Arrest” or “Developmental
Arrest”? A Study of Youth Under House Arrest. International Journal of Offender Therapy and
Comparative Criminology : Olfficial Organ of the Association for Psychiatric Treatment of
Olffenders the study examined fourteen different young people who were under house arrest. The
study established six key themes. They were: “the experience of detention and its challenges, the
use of regular routine and time, emotions and self-reflection, peer relationships, relationships
with parents and supervisors, and interaction with therapeutic staff and probation services”
(Chamiel Elad, 2018). The two research questions were: “How do adolescents experience house
arrest? How does house arrest affect them and affect the developmental processes of
adolescence?” Overall the research delves into the significance of each theme as well as the
results which found it was very difficult for the participants to complete their time under house
arrest without any kind of difficulty (Chamiel Elad, 2018). The chart gives examples of each
theme and its findings, the number next to each theme is the number of participants. The terms

the boys used to describe their time under house arrest were, “Not an easy time,” “Very



difficult,” “Frustrating” (Chamiel Elad, 2018). These terms demonstrate how difficult it was for
these boys to serve their time under house arrest. They served their sentence but also had to
adjust to their new form of incarceration resulting in a frustrating environment. The chart helps
better understand the research in this thesis by looking at different forms of incarceration and
examining what the effects of an alternative form of incarceration has on the adolescents under
house arrest. Moving on, the study also found there were aspects which included difficulty
sleeping, damaged relationships with family members and friends (Chamiel Elad, 2018) these
aspects demonstrated the difficulty of serving time for the boys and family members. It did not
only affect the boys ,but also those who were living in the same house. It is important to examine
how different forms of incarceration methods can help different types of people. Taking into
consideration how this form of incarceration harmed the social relationships with family
members and the added difficulty the youth faced with personal obstacles as well, it can be
concluded that this form of incarceration is not suited for everyone. Nonetheless, it is important
to analyze and learn about house arrest as a different form of incarceration because it offers an

alternative way of serving a sentence.

The experience of detention and its difficulties (14) The boys noted difficulty and the feeling that they were being
punished. Difficulties included mental emotional difficulties,
dependence on others, lack of independence, loss of privacy,

and social hardship

Daily schedule and utilization of time (14) One group of boys managed to formulate a clear and
productive daily schedule compared with a second group
whose agenda was chaotic

Emotions and self-reflection (12) The boys felt various emotions alongside feeling of having
grown and learned from the difficult situation




Relationship with peers (12) Friends constituted a significant support factor for the
detainees. Distance from friends increased negative feelings
among detainees

Relation to parent and supervisor (13) An absolute majority reported improvement in the level of
contact with parents fro various reasons

Contact with therapeutic worker and probation service An ambivalent attitude toward the probation service was
reported, which was perceived as a contributing factor, but
also as an aggravating factor

(Chamiel Elad, 2008)

Peter Greenwood, a researcher in juvenile delinquency, analyzed programs that help
youth not go down a path of delinquency and helped intervene in their negative lifestyles. In his
article Greenwood reviews the methods used to identify the best programs, explains how
program success is measured, provides an overview of programs that work, and offers guidance
on how jurisdictions can shift toward more evidence-based practices as well as discusses the
difficulty in identifying the outcome of the programs (Greenwood, 2008). Greenwood makes a
great point by saying the following, “The passage of time cuts both ways. On the one hand,
interventions in childhood may have effects on delinquency that are not evident until
adolescence. Likewise, interventions during adolescence may reap benefits in labor force
participation only in young adulthood. On the other hand, an intervention may initially lessen
problem behavior in children only to have those effects diminish over time” (Greenwood 2008).
Examining at what point in the youths life intervention is done is significant because there is a
difference between intervention at a young age in comparison to intervening during adulthood. In
this passage the question regarding at which point someone should intervene in a child's life is
raised. Furthermore, in that same passage Greenwood states, it is important to look at programs
which help adolescents however, it is just as important to keep in mind how each individual may
have a different reaction to the intervention. As stated in the quote, intervening at a younger age

may benefit only a select part of their life. The problematic behavior found in the youths early



life can be changed, but sometimes that same behavior can return later on in their lives.
Researching different types of interventions is significant to analyze how each interventional
method benefits individual young adults. Research found that home visits by the registered
nurses involved in the program had a positive effect on the life of the child and the mother.
Children who were part of the program did experience less child abuse, showing us how early
prevention can have a positive impact on the life of the child. Not only were home visits
significant but also programs that focus on specific skill issues such as behavior management,
interpersonal skills training, family counseling, group counseling, or individual counseling also
had positive effects on institutional settings (Greenwood, 2008).

Overall, Greenwood has discussed the techniques used to classify the best programs in
his report “Prevention and Intervention Programs for Juvenile Offenders The Future of
Children”. In the study, Greenwood discusses the importance of analyzing the effectiveness of
the programs. Greenwood states, “In summary, defining successful programs is challenging, both
because of design flaws in many research studies and because comparing inconsistent findings is
difficult. But some metrics must be designed to allow jurisdictions to begin to implement
programs that have been proven effective. Blueprints is the most promising of these techniques,
though others such as meta-analysis hold promise” (Greenwood, 2008). Therefore it is important
to examine the lives of those who have been impacted by the criminal justice system because it
allows for an inside look at the different impacts the system has on the individual's life. Also, the
findings serve as an opportunity to better understand the system and areas of improvement.
Those areas of improvement are significant for the future of youth who may fall victim to

recidivism and struggle to stop their cycle of committing crimes.



The prevention of delinquency is important to examine because by doing so one has a
better understanding of what can be done to help someone not become part of the criminal justice
system. Too often there is hope someone will not recidivate once part of the system but, what is
significant is to look at what is being done in order to prevent delinquency before the youths
become part of the system. Therefore, research conducted by Jackline Berghal provided a better
understanding of the prevention of juvenile delinquency. Prevention of juvenile delinquency is
also important to analyze because it is important to examine different ways in which prevention
can be achieved. A great point of prevention was discussed in the literature stating that
examining the correlation between school dropout rates and delinquency is important because a
strategy is needed to recognize early school disengagement and potential dropout from education
(Berghal, 2015). Early warning systems can be an invaluable tool for identifying school
disengagement trajectories and preventing High School dropout in teens. The research that is
conducted nowadays is focused on developing early warning systems that identify youth who
have started to disengage and are at risk for dropping out of high school. The intent of these
efforts is to identify at-risk youth early enough so that effective intervention strategies may be
implemented (Berghal, 2015). The following are taken into consideration when looking at
potential warning signs: indicators of course failure, poor attendance, GPA, a low achievement
on standardized test scores, and school suspensions. The purpose of Berghal’s report, therefore,
is to address the gap in the literature by examining the utility of the school disengagement
warning index to predict school dropouts and the set of problem behaviors that emerge during
adolescence and continue into young adulthood (Berghal, 2015). The main focus was the court
records in the research which focused on the effectiveness of a prevention program administered

by a county juvenile court. The study was significant in the understanding of how such a



program can have a positive impact on the life of someone who has not fully become part of the
juvenile justice system yet. This study differed from others because it did not have youth who
were part of the criminal justice system, instead it’s focal group was teens who were at risk of
becoming part of the Juvenile Justice system. Overall, the support given to the youth allowed
them to better their behavior and be successful. An important finding was the significance of
having both parents in the life of a youth. Those who had both parents had a less probability of
engaging in delinquency.

There is significant research about programs helping youth steer from a life of
delinquency and not become part of the criminal justice system. The debate surrounding the
importance of education from an early age is also significant when discussing points of
intervention in the criminal justice system. In a study done by Emily A. Mann titled “Early
Intervention and Juvenile Delinquency Prevention: Evidence from the Chicago Longitudinal
Study”, found that children who had attended pre-school were associated with decreases in
juvenile delinquency incidences, frequency and severity by 18 years of age. (Emily A. Mann,
2006). The study was significant in demonstrating the importance of early education in the life of
a child. The study found that not only is it important to incorporate education into the life of a
child early on but also maintain the child in an environment where they will continue their
education (Emily A. Mann, 2006). It is important to note that children who had the support of

their parents were more likely to continue with their education.

Methodology

A case study was chosen as the research method because it would allow for a close

examination of the data collected. An interview was conducted to answer the research question,



“Using a case study approach, what can we learn about the Criminal Justice system from
exploring the life history of a juvenile offender?”” This research was conducted under PSU
Institutional Review Board (IRB) #217195-18. Through an interview, the thesis question was
answered by exploring the life history of someone who was part of the juvenile justice system. A
series of questions were created by the researcher for the interviewee, who had agreed to be part
of the research, to answer. He was chosen for this research because of his life experiences and
involvement in the juvenile justice system. For privacy reasons, the name of the interviewee was
stripped from this thesis, the name J was used to identify him. The questions were created by
having questions centered around the life of the interviewee, the juvenile justice system, and
points of intervention in his life. Questions asked during the interview can be found in the
appendix section of this paper along with the IRB forms. Additional questions were asked as
they arose. All identities such as name, date of birth, hometown, and other locations were script
from the interview. The interview was structured with the interviewee sharing his life story and
how he became part of the juvenile justice system. A second interview was conducted with
additional questions. The interview was done through a visual and audio recording method in
March of 2021. The questions were focused on not only the life of the interviewee but also points

of intervention where the justice system failed to intervene.

Case study
Background
The interview process consisted of questions being asked to the interviewee, in this case
the offender, about his time within the criminal justice system. J was raised by his father and

grandmother in a suburban neighborhood for the first eight years of his life. His mother was not



in his life from a young age. She was fighting her own battles with addiction and mental health,
his father and grandmother became the sole providers. As the years went on his father became an
alcoholic and was not as attentive to J as he once was. J enjoyed spending time with the family of
his neighborhood friend. He would spend hours with this family and they quickly became close
to him. J would spend hours with them after school, have dinner with them and they began to
form a very close relationship. The youngest boy in the family was J’s best friend, they went to
the same elementary school and would spend the evening together at his friend’s house. The best
friend's mom would volunteer at the elementary school allowing her to get to know her son's
friend, J, even more.

With regard to J’s life, it is important to discuss a very crucial moment in his life, his first
encounters with law enforcement. That first encounter was when his father received his first
DUI, his dad later received another one, resulting in his father having to install a breathalyzer in
the car. Consequently J would have to breathe into the breathalyzer every time he got in the car
with his father. Another impactful moment in J’s life was the passing of his father, the morning
after Christmas he found his father lying dead in his bed. Shocked, he went to tell his
grandmother. Without any time to process what had happened, J was sent to his sister's home. J
was never questioned by any kind of authority about what he saw or how he was coping with his
fathers death. Instead, he was sent away from home to be with his sister, who lived down the
street, and spent time there while things calmed down. In disbelief, his sister was shocked to hear
the news of her fathers passing. She was not able to take J under her custody because she had her
family to take care of and would not be able to handle the responsibility of another kid. J’s best

friend's family was also not able to take him in because of the court process. The only other
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option was his uncle, so he moved in with his uncle and his wife. At ten years old J was now
starting a new life with his uncle and aunt in a new town.

Living with his uncle was not what was expected. J was abused mentally, physically, and
emotionally. Not only was he abused by his uncle he also had very high expectations of J. He
was expected to be the best at all he did, do his best at anything assigned to him. They lived on a
farm and with that came many responsibilities. J was expected to do many different kinds of
chores throughout the farm. These chores were to be done after he came home from school. He
had to balance his academics, sports and the responsibilities of the farm all at once. This became
very difficult, tiring, and overwhelming for him but he needed to get everything done in a timely
manner or else there would be consequences. Such as abuse mentally and physically.

As the years went on J was abused and neglected by his uncle until one day J could not
take it anymore and killed his uncle. It is important to look at the reasons why J committed the
crime and what led him to do it. From an early age, J was abandoned by his mother and not cared
for by his dad. Both parents had a history of drug abuse that did not allow them to give as much
attention to J as he needed. During the interview J shared his story from his early childhood to
where he is at today. His story was heartbreaking and it is a story that needs to be told to better
understand how different systems failed him and to look at points of intervention. Throughout J’s
life, there were three main points where someone could have intervened. The three main points
of intervention were the family encounter with the Department of Human Services (DHS), an
ultimatum given by his grandma, and a time a state trooper was sent to his school to see how J

was doing. Overall, his story is an example of how the system failed him.
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Themes

The interview process was important in regards to learning more about the life story of J.
Throughout the interview he shared his life experiences, such as: childhood, upbringing, living
with his uncle and his time in the juvenile correctional facilities. As he shared his story there
were several themes that came up such as: resilience, mentorship, ability to set short and long
term goals, interactions, and self-blame. Each of these themes are significant in learning about J
and how he was able to navigate through the justice system.

Resilience

Throughout the interview, one of the themes brought up by J was resilience. The capacity
to recover quickly from an event or situation was something J had to do. At the age of eight J
had to face the tragedy of finding his dad dead the morning after Christmas. J did not have time
to process what had happened, as he was quickly sent to play with the neighborhood kids. In the
interview J states “The morning after Christmas, I woke up and I went to basically wake my dad
up like I used to every morning and he was unresponsive, he had passed in his sleep. I was nine,
it was in 2005, December 26, he passed. That was a big turning point. That's when things really
changed so my grandmother pretty much told me to like to go play with my friends in the
neighborhood. I wanted to go hang out with Jackson and basically go see his parents, but I
wasn't [ wasn't able to. Cause they were kind of further out from where we lived. So I hung out
with a couple of different friends and then I went to my sister's apartment complex, where she,
my niece and my nephew lived. I told them what happened and they were like, pretty tore up
about it. My sister's freaking out because she couldn't take me in because she already had two
kids, she had no space in the apartment complex to take another kid. She didn't know where I

was gonna go. No one knew if DHS was gonna take me or anything like that. So I hung out for



12

the better part of the day just walking around the apartment complex, not really knowing what to
do. Then a bunch of cops showed up eventually after that, when I saw the cops, I just pretty
much bounced. Then I came back later that night, and my uncle and my aunt had shown up on
my father's side, on the Baker side of my family. They pretty much said that they were going to
pack us up and move us down from where I was living to my uncles” (J, 2021). J did not have
time to process what had happened or what was going on. Not only did he not have time to
grieve the death of his father, but there were also no DHS workers who checked up on him or
any police officer. Nonetheless, J was able to find the strength as a young boy and move forward.
Another example of J’s resilience is his overall story. Throughout his time incarcerated J was
able to find ways to better himself, graduate from high school, college, receive his personal
trainer license, barbering license along with many other accomplishments. He beat all odds that
were stacked against him.

Mentorship

Throughout his incarceration J quickly learned the importance of using his time
productively. He began to read books, hang out with the “elite kids”, work out, learn new skills,
etc. J became a mentor while serving his time at MacLaren Youth Correctional Facility. J states
during the interview, “So I ended up transferring from Chemeketa after I got my two year started
going to Oregon State University full time. Then I started teaching the barbering program at
MacLaren full time. I decided to spend most of my afternoon time either mentoring kids or I was
in the gym. After a while, I got certification as a personal trainer, and I would spend hours at the
gym, working with staff members working with youth. And then I was offered a position after a
while to be a living mentor and what we call the intake unit of McLaren. And pretty much my

role was to live full time with kids age pretty much 12 to like 18 or 19 years old. And these kids



13

were going to be with me for 30 to 45 days, and it was my job to basically get them ready for
long-term living. Now, these kids would come in, they need to do three to six months of
treatment. Some of them needed to do three to five years, some kids were doing life. It was my
job to try to connect with them. And kind of instill within the kind of mindset that I had
developed over all those years and help them give them an advantage. A lot of it turned out to be
a lot of the escalation tactic stuff, getting kids to slow down and really think about the decisions
that they're trying to make and help them think really, really long term” (J, 2021). J became a
mentor to other kids because he knew how difficult it was to navigate the system. He became
that role model that for so many years he did not have. J was given the opportunity to be a
mentor for younger kids and he did an amazing job.

Ability to set short and long term goals

Setting goals for oneself is very important because by doing so we feel accomplished
when the goal has been reached. J set several goals for himself throughout his time incarcerated.
He knew his time could be used to better himself and accomplish the goals he had. His ability to
set both short and long-term goals allowed him to become a better version of himself. “I started
looking at how people were doing their time. I mean, you got the knuckleheads and the idiots
that are just kind of fucking off. And then you got another group of guys that are trying to figure
it out, but they keep slipping up. And then you had the kind of what I considered more the elite
kids. They were going to college, they were getting certifications, they were taking their time
seriously, they never got in trouble. They had a really good way of communicating in terms of
like with other youth, with other staff members, with volunteers, everybody they were well
respected. I started emulating and basically hanging out with them a lot more. And then I made

what they did what I did. After a while I was one of the older guys that was living on the unit
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that had a lot of privileges. I had a lot of opportunities to pursue the things that [ wanted to when
I first got locked up at a 1.1 GPA. I only had 11 credits, I was about to be 19 years old, and I was
supposed to graduate that spring summer term. The first school that I saw myself with my
parents or with my best friend's parents was basically to graduate high school. I told him that I
not only wanted to graduate high school, but I wanted to graduate with three points that spring or
summer. [ took accelerated courses, I took about seven, eight classes a term. I ended up
graduating on time with three points. Immediately after that, [ was pretty surprised with myself.
I'm just saying, Okay, I'm not as dumb as hell, I can't learn. I'm like, Alright, what else do I want
to do? And my best friend's parents are like, well, you need to go to college, you need to
basically find a way to give yourself an edge when you eventually come home. So I graduated
when I was 19, I decided to be hard headed and go a different route. I wanted to be a barber, they
had a barber program offered there. Entered the barber program when I was 19. A lot of the older
guys that were kind of like in the living unit that was living on at the time and everybody else
that I kind of hung out with were all barbers. They were all doing really good with their time.
And that's what the plan was to become a barber then go home. Basically cut hair, make money,
and be productive. So I wanted to get that because I didn't want to just rely on a college
education to get me far because even with a college education, you still got to check that box. So
I'm just I'm gonna pick up a trade. So I went to the barber program for two years and ended up
getting my barbering license. And then from there, I started taking part time classes at
Chemeketa” (J, 2021). J turns his life around the moment he begins to realize his potential. He
begins to set short and long term goals for himself and in the process he realizes all he can do. J
begins to believe in himself and sees all the great things he is capable of. It was not expected of

him to graduate high school considering his low GPA. Nonetheless, he turns all that around and
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not only graduates high school but also college and gets certified as a personal trainer and his
barber license. Another example is the goal he set for himself to run and finish the MacLaren
Marathon. During the interview J shared his experience with the marathon and the discipline he
learned from it. He stated, “I think I was about 21 or 22. When I decided I wanted to try out the
marathon program that they had offered there, they had a running program. And each year they
run a marathon. So my first year I ran a marathon. I ran in like 5 hours 15 minutes. After I ran
that marathon, I started adapting a lot of what I learned from that process to how I kind of did
stuff with school with youth with kids everything. When you think about doing something really
hard or difficult, you see, you see Everest, you see the thing that you're trying to accomplish, and
it feels like it's like overbearing, and it's really difficult and hard. What I would do is, I would tell
myself, okay, so I want to run a marathon in April. So I'm going to back this up six months in
October, this is what I'm going to do in November, this is what I'm going to do, December and so
on. Then I would break it down, not just for that month, I'd break it down by week, and then I
would break it down by day. Next thing, you know, I have a workout blog, I have a diet log, I
have what stretches I need to be doing, I know what weight I need to be at. I took that example. I
applied it to different areas where basically kids that struggle with either school akademia losing
weight, how to build relationships and trust with staff members, how to rebuild relationships
with family members. I started using it to really help as many kids as I could. I lived in that unit
roughly for about two years, ended up running some more marathons and then I got fully

certified as a personal trainer” (J, 2021).

Self Blame
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One of the most important themes discussed during the interview was self blame.
Throughout his childhood J blamed himself as the reason why his mother had abandoned him.
Not only his mother but also his aunt and ,later in his life, grandmother. In his eyes he was the
reason why they left and he put the blame on himself for many years. He questioned his worth
and felt like he was to blame for everything. He states, “We go back. After about three months,
things started getting worse bit by bit and then my aunt pretty much on another day when my
uncle was gonna be gone all day, she comes up to me, she says, Hey, I have to leave, I need you
to help me pack my truck. And like pretty much, I'm going to drop you off at your
grandmother's. That's when I'm just like, wow, that sucks, I'm screwed haha. And I help her pack
her bags. I remembered just being real low and just trying to like put stuff together in my head.
At first, I felt bad, I felt sad. Then I started to resent my aunt for being able to abandon me and
just leave the entire situation itself. Which felt like the same situation with my mother. Then
when my grandmother got moved out too I felt like I was getting abandoned by her, and then
when my dad passed away, I felt like I took a lot of that blame on myself, oddly, which makes no
sense. As a kid, when you have a bunch of bad stuff happen around you, and you're the only
common denominator around it, I internalized all that stuff that had happened. And I pretty much
made it seem like it was my fault, like I was the problem” (J, 2021). Having lost his mother at an
early age due to drug addiction caused a lot of harm on J. Throughout his life he did not have a
mother figure to lean on as the only two mother figures he had left him.

Throughout his life he blamed himself as the reason why his mother, grandmother and
aunt left him. He put a lot of the blame on himself from an early age without fully understanding
why his aunt decided to leave his uncle and why it was best for his grandmother to be placed in a

retirement home. After his grandmother was placed in a retirement home he visited her in hopes
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that she would intervene and take him out of his uncle's home. However, his grandmother gave
him an ultimatum of staying with his uncle or being taken into DHS custody. J continues on to
say “So I get dropped off at my grandmother's place. My grandmother's like, why are you here,
and I pretty much have to break down the situation. Then she's like, pretty much telling me that,
you know, you have two options that you can either stay with your uncle or you can go to DHS.
That is basically ‘no’ either way, it's not going to be a good situation. I didn't really trust my
grandmother at that point anymore, because I had been separated from her for like almost a year
at that point. I hadn't seen her the whole time. My uncle comes back, he goes ballistic. Then day
by day, week by week, month by month, I tried to find a way to survive” (J, 2021). These two
points in his life where he felt like no one was there for him are important because they are
examples of how alone he felt. J began to put the blame on himself for everyone leaving him.
Any adult that came into his life seemed to abandon him shortly after coming into his life. The
only adult he had was his uncle who abused, and did not care, for him. There were no female role
models in his life who would care for him. A key component in the development of a child is the
bond they share with their mother (Ben- Joseph, 2018). However, J did not have this such bond,
his mother abandoned him at a young age, his grandmother and older sister could not care for

him and his aunt left J and his uncle after many years of tolerating the abuse from him.

Points of intervention

There were three main points of intervention throughout J’s life where someone could
have intervened. Had someone intervened at any point during these three moments of his life his
life would have been very different. The points of intervention were as follows: the time his best

friend's family is not able to be granted custody of J, a conversation with his grandmother and
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when a state trooper visits him at school. However, there was no intervention and now these
moments serve as examples of how the criminal justice system failed him.

The first point of intervention was J’s best friend’s family and DHS. After the passing of
his father J was not able to be taken into custody by his half-sister for personal reasons. J’s best
friend's family wanted to take him in but were not able to because the court gave privileges to
family members. The only family member that was able to receive custody of J was his uncle
who lived out of town. This now meant J would have to move to a new city, form new friends,
join a new school and live with his aunt, uncle, and grandmother. This point of intervention is
important because DHS never fully did an investigation to determine if his uncle was a suitable
person to take care of J in the siercumatces J found himself in. This is evident because later on in
the life of J he is abused by his uncle which had a profound impact on the development of his life
later on.

The second point of intervention is the time J visits his grandmother at her retirement
home. For many years J lived with his grandmother, uncle, and aunt. As the years went on his
grandmother's health deteriorated resulting in her placement in a retirement home. J visits his
grandmother at the retirement home as a means of escaping the misery he was living with his
uncle, he was being abused mentally, physically, and emotionally. His aunt had left J’s uncle
consequently J felt alone and in need of someone to intervene with the abuse being done to him.
As a result, J visited his grandmother at the retirement home. J’s grandmother gave him an
ultimatum of either staying with his uncle or being taken away by DHS and placed in a foster
home where things may not be any better. His grandmother assured him he would be placed into
the foster care system where no one would care for him. Without an escape, J decided to stick it

out and stay with his uncle. Although his grandmother may not have been able to do much
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herself in terms of taking care of J this is another seduction in his life where someone could have
intervened but did not.

Finally, the third main point of intervention was the time a State Trooper was sent to J’s
elementary school to check on him. The state trooper is sent in to check up on J by the request of
his aunt because this was her way of knowing J was okay. A normal day at school turned out to
be a moment where someone should have intervened. J was asked to visit his principal's office
where the state trooper was waiting for him. However, J does not speak with the state trooper nor
does J tell him about the abusive behavior he endures from his uncle. Instead, J leaves the
principal's office and does not speak with anyone. The state trooper arrives at the school without
a DHS worker or any state worker. What should have happened was that a DHS worker should
have talked to J and questioned him about what was going on at home. During the interview with
J, he shares this story and mentions he had visible scarring and bruising but he was still not
further questioned by the state trooper or any faculty at his elementary school. It is easy to want
to blame the little boy for not speaking up but taking into consideration the abuse and neglect he
had faced for so long it makes sense why he would be afraid to speak up. These three points of
intervention serve as examples of how the criminal justice system failed J.

Interactions with Law Enforcement

From a young age the interactions between J and police officers were not positive. The
times he did get to interact with law enforcement were the times his father was being stopped or
questioned by the police. J began to have a negative impression of police officers because all the
interactions between police officers and his father were of his father getting into trouble. J
remembers being a kid and having to breathe into the breathalyzer that was placed in his dad’s

car as a result of his DUI. J states, “And it was around, I think it was like four or five years old.
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When I first saw my dad get pulled over by a police officer and got in trouble and got a DUIL.
And that was my first time having a one-on-one experience with a police officer. It happened
right outside of my house. One cop pulled him over, and then another cop showed up. My dad
failed the sobriety test, and they took him into custody and gave him a DUI. Then he got his
rights basically back to driving and stuff like that. But that kind of ingrained in my head that like
cops weren't really good because they just locked my dad up. I didn't really understand what my
dad did wrong. I knew that he drank and knew like he smoked weed and did other stuff like that.
But I didn't like to understand why it was bad. So I didn't like cops and then about a year later,
like right after that incident, he gets another DUI again, and they have to put a breathalyzer in his
truck” (J, 2021). It is clear these interactions were ingrained into his mind as negative and they
shaped how he saw cops. As a result of these interactions his perception of cops changed and
would make it difficult for him to talk to cops and later in his life open up and speak the truth
about the abuse that was going on while living with his uncle. While living with his uncle J’s
aunt had a state topper visit J at his school. J remembers the visit by saying, “This was probably
like six months to a year after my aunt left. She sent a state trooper to come check on me when I
was over Middle School. I got pulled out of class by the principal. I'm thinking that I got in
trouble for like, I don't know, selling weed or something like that. You know, I thought it was like
screwed. Then the first thing I was going through my head was like, Well, you know, uncle was
gonna hear about me having to talk to a cop so i’m fucked. I got pulled into the office and was
like, Hey, we want to know about your living situation. We want to know how things are going.
What's up with you and your uncle? I'm just like, why do you want to know any of this? I'm fine,
leave me alone. It's like, well, we were basically sent here by your aunt, she was worried about

you. We were told to basically inquire about your safety and what's really going on. I pretty
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much associated them like so you want me to basically talk to you and you were sent by the
person that abandoned me let me on my own. No, I don't want to talk to you. From that moment
on, I pretty much like you know, chalked it up in my head that like whatever is gonna happen is
gonna happen. I'm just gonna get through it on my own. I spent the remainder of six or seven
years living with my uncle up until I was 17 (J, 2021). Although the trooper was sent by his
aunt to check up on him, neither the principal nor any faculty member from the school ever
followed up with J after the trooper came to the school to check up on him. J did not open up
about what was going on at home because as he mentioned “why would cops care about my
wellbeing if all interactions I had were negative” (J, 2021). The visit is significant because there
should have been more of an investigation from the trooper and the school on what was
happening at home. The trooper had mentioned the reason for his visit which was to check up on
J however, J did mention he would not be speaking to anyone about what was happening at his
uncles. At this point in J’s life there should have been someone who intervened in the abuse that
was being done to him. His aunt had all the right intentions to send the trooper in hopes he could
help but it failed and no one intervened. Another interaction with law enforcement that failed to
intervene was during the interrogation for the killing of his uncle. The detectives that spoke to J
wanted to know more about why he had killed his uncle, and what were his motives to kill.
However, J did not share any of the information with the detectives, instead he kept it all to
himself. J stated the following, “But the two detectives that were talking to me weren't trying to
confirm whether or not I did it. They were just trying to clarify what life looked like when I was
actually living there. They wanted to know why I have so many scars on my body? Why do you
have fresh wounds? Why do I have xy & z and I wouldn't say. I didn't comply and really didn't

answer those questions. I just pretty much told him I didn't know shit” (J, 2021). This was yet
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another moment in his life when someone could have intervened and found out the reason why J
committed the crime but instead nothing was done.
Positionality

After the first time hearing J’s stories I could not help but feel so many different
emotions. Shortly after the interview was done I began to reflect on how I was feeling at that
moment. Upon hearing what J was telling me about his life I thought “I'm feeling fortunate to
have lived the life I did and had the opportunities I had. I attended good schools, lived in a good
neighborhood, participated in extracurricular activities at school and enjoyed my life as a kid. As
I grew up I continued to live a very similar lifestyle. Both of my parents were always there for
me, [ never questioned if I mattered, I always had the support of my family and a great support
system. My older siblings paved the way for my academic life. I was always compared to my
older siblings in a positive way but I always knew I had the freedom to do and be whatever I
wanted to be. I was never in trouble with the police. The group of friends I had were positive.
Growing up my neighborhood friend lived a different lifestyle than me but we were just kids and
that did not matter. The system has failed so many times, so many children, we cannot blame the
kids for their reactions to situations they have no control over. They never learned how to handle
their emotions" (Cordova-Perez, 2021). Before the first interview I had never heard his life story.
Listening to him tell his life story allowed me to better understand the abuse he went through and
why for so many years he decided to keep quiet about the abuse he lived. I also questioned how
the adults in his life did not intervene when the opportunities arose. There were three main points
of intervention and not once were any of them successful. For some people it would be easy to
put the blame on someone and hold resentment for not doing something to help the innocent boy.

When J spoke about how pointless it is to hold a grudge I found it surprising that he would think
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like that because I could not wrap my head around the fact that there were so many people who
did nothing to help him out and yet he felt no anger toward those people. Weeks after the
interview I continued to feel the same emotions of sadness, anger, astonishment but also
happiness that at the end he worked on becoming a better person. He became the person that for
so many years he did not have. Self- efficacy is a word I continued to think of as he began to
share all of his accomplishments. Although I do not know him personally I was so proud to hear
how far he had come and all the wonderful things he has yet to accomplish. It fills me with joy to

know he now has an amazing support system and family who loves him.

Implications

There were various takeaways from the criminal justice system research that came from
looking at the life of a juvenile offender. The most important being the missed opportunities for
intervention before J's involvement in the Criminal Justice system. The three main points of
intervention were the failure of placing J in a home where he would be cared for properly, the
ultimatum given by his grandmother, and finally the visit to his elementary school by the state
trooper. Everyone one of these interactions was significant in the hopes someone would
intervene and save the little boy from the abuse happening at home. However, that was not the
case and as the years went on those around him ignored the signs of abuse. Throughout this
research I also learned the importance of structure within the Criminal Justice system. However,
this is limited to the person who is incarcerated. The story of J is sad and inspirational seeing all
he accomplished while incarcerated. Nonetheless, it is important to acknowledge this is not the
case for everyone who goes through the Criminal Justice system. J had the ability to set long and
short term goals for himself which led him to accomplish a lot while incarcerated. He realized it

was up to him to change his ways or else it would be an ongoing cycle of going in and out of the
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Criminal Justice system, as he saw with other offenders time after time. The story of J is
inspirational for all he was able to accomplish and overcome on his own and with the help of a
great support system.

Conclusion

The purpose of this case study was to find what can be learned about the criminal justice
system by exploring the life history of a youth offender. After the researching and interview one
can conclude there were three main points of intervention in the life of the offender. The first was
the incident with DHS and the family of J's childhood friend. There was never a time when DHS
fulfilled an investigation on what would happen with J after his fathers passing. Also, DHS did
not question J’s uncle prior to him moving in nor did any social worker ask J how he was doing.
Although this was mainly a concern of DHS ,had there been someone there to intervene, who
knows what would have happened to J’s life. Similarly with the other two situations, the second
being the visit to his grandmother's care home and the visit from the state trooper to his school.
During both of these visits there was no intervention from any adult or state worker. Overall, the
conclusion is there were several points throughout his life where someone could have intervened

and perhaps prevented him from being involved with the juvenile justice system.
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B. HUMAN SUBJECTS DETERMINATION
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Yes  No

2. Will investigators ebtain Infarmation through intervention or Interaction with subjects? = 0
Intervention or Interaction: Yes | Ne
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3. Will investigators obtain, use, study, analyze, or generate ldentifiable private information [or 0O =
identifiable biospecimens)? Yes | No

Identifiable private information:
# information subjects expect would not be made puldic, or collected within a context which an
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AND
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FORM 2: EXEMPTION CERTIFICATION
Important: Federal regulotions specify that certain types of research with human subjects pose low risk
to subjects and may qualify for exempt review. The research must meet certain criteria related to risk,

and fall into one or more of the categories defined in the federal requlstions to qualify for exemption.
Complete the sections below for an initial exemption assessment of the proposed research.

| SECTION 1: EXEMPTION SCREENING |

1. s the project greater than minirmal risk?
Minimal risk: Probability ond mognitede of harm or discomfort anticipated in the

research ore not greater than those ordinarily encountered in dally life or during the Yes | Mo
performance of routine physical or psychologica! examingtions o tests.
2. Wil prisoners be specifically recruited to participate in this study?
Prisoner: Individuals confined in o correctional or detention foclifty, including Erels Eﬂ
Involuntary ossignment to community-bosed alternatives to incarceration, such as drug
tregtment focilities.
3. Wil the research involve deception?
Deception: Frowding folse or incomplete Information to participants for the purposes of 0 A
risizading research subjects. Yes  No
4. Will the research involve materials (datg, documents, records, or specimens) that have O
been collected, or will be callected, solely for non-research purposes? Yes  No
5. Will alcohal or drugs be administered to subjects as part of the research? O
Yes  No

&. Wil blological specimens and/or bloed samples be prospectively collected from subjects as [

part of the research? Yes  No

7. Will data be collectad from subjects using nen-invasive madical proceduras such as collecting [
blood pressure or temperature? Yes No

8. Are live fetuses considered subjects in the research (providing specimens or imaging]? O
Yes  No
4. Iz this research FDA-regulated? O =
Yes  No

if the onswer to ANY question in Section 1 is YES, the research does NOT meet exemption reguirements
ond does not quelify for exempt rewlew. Do not complete this form. Complete Form 2: nitial IRE Review.

if the answer to ALL of the questions in Section I are 8O, the research MAY quaiify for exempt review.
Additional information /s required. Proceed to Sectlon 2: Exemption Categaorles & General Criteria.
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| SECTION 2: EXEMPTION CATEGORIES & GENERAL CRITERIA

IMPORTAMNT: A study may involve multiple exemption categories. Please provide responses to each
individual category identified below following the instructions and answering all guestions provided.

Category 1: Education

Dioes this study include research on education instructional strategies, such as research on the
effectiveness of, or the comparison among, instructional technigues, curricula, or classroom
manzgement methods? Ives [<] No

if no, skip to Cotegary 2: Interactions

if yes, compiete questions below:

1.1 'Will the research be conducted in established or commonly accepted educational settings? 0|0

Describe the educational setting: Yes | No
1.2 Will the research specifically invelve normal educational practices that are not likely to 0|0
adversely impact students’ opportunity to learn required educational content or the Yas | Mo

assessment of educators who provide instruction?
Describe the educational proctices involved gnd explaln why the research (s not fikely to
adversely impact students or Instructors.

‘ Proceed to next item = Category 2: Interoctions.
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Category 2: Interactions

Does this study include any communication or contact with subjects, such as conducting interviews or
focus groups, completing surveys or educational tests, or observing public behavior? ] Yes [ No

[f no, skip to Category 3: Behavioral Interventions

If wes, compiete questions below:

2.1 Will the research include gnly the following interactions with subjects? fsefect aVl that gpply) | B[]
] Interview procadures with adults only Yes  No
|| Focus groups with adults only
|| Survey procedures with adults anly

Educational tests [cognitive, diagnestic, aptitude, achievement) with adults or children
] observation of public behaviar with adults or ebservation of public behavior with children
where the investigator does not participate in the activities being obsersed

2.2 Will data collection include visual or audio recording? oo
Describe how octhities will be recorded, and specify which activities will be recorded: Yes  No
Interview will be done using a visual and audio recording method.

2.3 will the data be recorded in such a manner that the identity of the subjects cannot be = O

readily ascertained directly or through Identifiers linked to the subjects? Yes  No

Explain how subjects’ identity will not be readily identifiohie:
All identities such as name, date of hirth, home town and other locations will be stript
from the final report.

2.4 Would disclosure of subjects’ responses outside of the research not reasonably place the HQd
subjects at risk of criminal or civil liakility or be damaging to the subjects' financial standing, | Yes  No
employability, educational advancermnent, or reputation?

Explain why disclosure of responses does not pase any of the risks identifled above:
All of the interview questions pertaln to things the interviewee have spoken publicly
about many times.

2.5 Would disclosure of subjects’ responses cutside the research reasonably place the subjects | [ [+]
at risk of criminal or civil Nability or be damaging te the subjects’ financial standing, Yes  No
employability, educational advancement, or reputation?

Describe the provisions to protect the privacy of subjects and to maintoin the
confidentiolity of dota:

Will use a identity data only password on a drive’computer. If emails are sent the
email will be encrvpted

2.6 Are children junder age 18] Included as subjects? O H
Describe the specific research activities invalwing children: Yes  No

2.7 Are prisoners excluded as subjects (except for research almed at involving a broader HEOd
population that enly incldentally includes Prisoners)? Yes  No

‘ Praceed to next ftem = Cotegory 3: Behavioral Interventions.
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Category 3: Behavioral Interventions

Dizes this study involve behavioral interventions in conjunction with cellection of information through

werbal or written responses (including data entry) or audiovisual recording? [ Yes [£]No

If no, skip to Cotegory 4: Secondary Research Without Consent

If yes, compiete questions below:

3.1 Will subjects prospectively agree to the behavioral intervention and information collection?

Describe the specific behovioral intervention to be implemented, including timeframe and
activities ta be complated by subjects:

Yes | No
3.2 Will the behavioral Interventions be brief in duration, harmless, painless, not physically oo
invasive, and not likely to have a significant adverse lasting impact on the subjects? Yes  No

3.3 Does the Investigator think the subjects will NOT feel embarrassed or be offended by the
interventions?
FProwlde rationale why subjects will not fee! embarrassed or afferded by the intervention:

Yes

3.4 Will data cellection Include visual er audio recording?
Describe how octivities will be recorded, and specify which activities will be recorded:

Yes

3.5 Will the data be recorded in such a manner that the identity of the subjects cannot be
readily ascertained directly or through identifiers linked to the subjects?
Exploin haow subjects’ identity will not be readily identifinbie:

3.6 Would disclosure of subjects’ responses outside of the research not reasonably place the
subjects at risk of criminal or chvll liakility or be damaging to the subjects’ financlal standing,
employability, educational advancement, or reputation?

Exploin why disclosure of responses does not pase any of the risks identified above:

Yes

Yes

3.7 Would disclosure of subjects’ responses outside the research reasonably place the subjects
at risk of eriminal or civil Nability or be damaging te the subjects’ financial standing,
employability, educational advancement, or reputation?

Describe the provisions to protect the prvacy of subjects and to maintain the
confidentiolity of dota:

Yes

3.8 Are children {under age 18] excluded as subjects?

3.9 Are prisoners excluded as subjects {except for research almed at Involving a broader
population that enly incldentally includes Prisoners)?

. Proceed to mext item = Category 4: Secondary Research Without Consent.

Yes |

Yes

HEPP Rewiew Form 2: 12,/15,/2019 Pape 4
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Category 4: Secondary Research Without Consent
Does this study invelve the use of Identifiable Private Information or ldentifizble Biospecimens without
obtaining consent from subjects? 1 Yes (] No

If nao, skip to Category 5: Federal Demonstration Projects

If yes, complete questions below:

4.1 Is the ldentiflable Private Information or Identiflable Biospecimens publicly available? O O
List the sowurce of the information, how the information will be accessed, and what deta
will be recorded for research. include in the response if a dota use agreement or special
permission is required o access the dota:

Yes No

4.2 'Will the infermation ke (1) recorded by the Investigator in a manner that the ldentity of the 1 0]
subjects cannet be readily ascertained directly or through identifiers linked to the subjects,
(2] the investigator will not contact the subjects, and (3) the investigator will not re-identify
subjects?
List the sowrce af the information, how the information will be accessed and what will e
recorded by the investigator. include in the response (f o data use ogreement or speclal
permission is required o access the dota:

Yes No

4.3 Does this research Involve only information collection and analysis invelving use of 1 0
Identifiable health infermation when that use Is regulated under the Health Insurance Yas | No
Portabllity and Accountability Act (HIPAA] for the purposes of (1) health care operations,
(2} pullic health activities and purposes, or (3) research?

List the sowurce af the information and haw it will be gocessed!

What permission is reguired to gccess the dota:
| HIPAA Authorization

| walver of Authorization

| Data Use Agreament

] Other; describe:

4.4 Is this research conducted by, or on behalf of, a Federal agency using government- O O
penerated or government-collected Information obtained for non-research activities and
will this research generate identifiable private Information that Is or will be maintained on
infigrmation technology that Is sulbject to and In compliance with the E-Government Act?

4.5 Are Prisoners excluded as subjects (except for research almed at invelving a broader 1
population that only incldentally includes Prisoners)? Yes  No

Yes No

‘ Proceed to next ltem — Category 5: Federal Demenstration Prajects.

HRPF Review Form 2: 13/14%/2019 Page 5
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Category 5: Federal Demonstration Projects

Is this study a Federal research or demonstration project that is specifically conducted or supported by
a Federal department or agency, or is otherwise subject to the approval of @ Federal department or
agency heads? :| Yes E Mo

If no, skip to Category &: Taste and Food Quality Evaluation and Consurmer Acceptance Studies

If yes, compiete questions below:

5.1 Will the research or demonstration project be designed to study, evaluate, improve, or O O
otherwise examine public benefit or service programs, Including procedures for obtaining Yes  No
benefits or services under those programs, pessible changes in or alternatives to those
programs or procedures, of possible changes in methods or levels of payment for benefits
or services under those programs?

List the federal agency conducting the demanstration project:

List name of public bensfit or service program:

5.2 Will the research or demonstration project be published on a list of research and L1 L
demaonstration projects exempted under this category prior to commencing the research? Yes | Ha
5.3 Are Prisoners excluded as subjects (except for research almed at invalving a broader O O
population that anly incldentally includes Prisoners)? Yes  No

Proceed to next item - Category 6: Taste and Food Quality Evelugtion and Consumer Acceptance
Studles.

HRPF Review Form 2: 12/19/2019 Page &
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Category 6: Taste and Food Quality Evaluation and Consumer Acceptance Studies

Is thiis study a taste and food guality evaluation or consumer acceptance study? [Jves I Ne

.lf no, skip to Section 3: Protocol Submission

If yes, complete questions below:

(N PR

TR 18

6.1 Will the study involve taste and food quality evaluation and consumer acceptance studies
where whalesome foods without additives are consumed, or food Is consurned that
contains a feod ingredient at or below the level and for a use feund to be safe, or
agricultural chemical or environmental contaminant at or below the level found to be safe,
by the Food and Drug Administration er approved by the Environmental Protection Agency
or the Food Safety and Inspection Service of the U.5. Department of Agriculture?

List the foods to be used In this study:

Cl

Yes

O

Mo

6.2 Are Prisoners excluded as subjects (except for research almed at invelving a broader
population that only incldentally includes Prisoners)?

]

Yes

OJ

Mo

. Proceed to Section 3: Protacol Submission te finalize and complete this opplication for submission.

HEPP Review Form 2: 12/19/2019

Page 7
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| SECTION 3: Protocol Submission

applicable to your project. Please Complete Form 3: initial IRE Review in order fov the project to be
reviewed by the (RB.

To request on exemption determingtion for the proposed research, emal! Research Integrity ot
pswirh@pdy, edy with the following completed materials attoched (check all that apply):

[ Form 1: Project Overvew & Pre-Screening fcompleted in Step 1)
[ Form 2: Exemption Certification (this form)

@ if none af the exemption categories in this form apply to your proposed study, this farm is NOT

[ Farm 4 Investigator Assurance

[ ] Recruitment materiols fposters, filers, serlats, emalls, ads, efc.)

[] consent materials feonsent statements, consent forms, etc.)

[ instruments (surveys, interview questions, description of intervention, efc.)

[ permissions {documentation of permission to conduct research, schoo! district apgroval, ete.)
[ trarta Use Agreements)

[ other; describe:

HEPP Review Form 2: 12/14/2019 Page 8
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Human Research Protection Review
FORM 4: INVESTIGATOR ASSURANCE

Important: The Principal investigotor fand Student Investigator) must review each of the investigator
responsibilities outlined below and check each box when understood. Each box must be checked in
arder far the submission to be processed by ORI

[ SECTION 1: INVESTIGATOR RESPONSIBILITIES |

[ 1. 1understand P5LI's policies concerning research involving human subjects and that | have
ultimate responsibility for the protections of the rights and welfare of hurman participants, the |
conduct of this study, and the ethical performance of this research.
2. Iwill maintain IRE related decuments (including signed consent forms, as apalicable) for a minimum
of thres years after the complation of the study, or for @ minimum of five years after completion if | [
the study is funded [this may vary depending on the funding egency requirements).
3. lunderstamd it is my responsibility to ensure that all study personnel receive the mandatory
human subjects’ research protection education (CITI Training) and to maintain a training =
docurnentation file.
4. | agres to:
«  Comply with all FSU HRPP policies, decisions, conditions and requirements.
*  Obtain prior approval frem the IRB before amending or altering the research protocel or
changing the approved consent/assant form. |
#  Motify the Office of Research Integrity of any related financial conflict not already disclosed.
#  Motify the Office of Research Integrity (and when applicable, the granting agency) of all
adwerse events, unanticipated problems, or protocol deviations in a timely manner.
5. | certify that:
# This research will be conducted in accordance with the principles of The Balmant Report.
# The time and resources are available to complete this project.
* The equipment, facilities, and procedures to be used in this research meet recognized
standards for safety. E
* Mew information that may affect the risk-benefit assessmenit for this research will be
regorted to the Office of Research Integrity.
*  Adequate supervision of all research study personnel will be ensured.
*  The information provided in this application and all attachments is complete and correct.

| SECTIOM 2: INVESTIGATOR SIGNATURES |

By signing below, the Principal Investigator (and Student Investigator, if applicable) agrees to the list of
requirements detailed in the assurance above. PLEASE TYPE NAME BELOW.

Principal Investigator/Faculty Advisor: Christopher  Student Investigator: Adriana Cordova-Perez

Carey Date: 01/21/2021
Date: 020421

F5U HRPP Review Form 4: 01142019 Page 1
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Questions:

‘What was your childhood like?

‘Were both of your parents in your life?

[¥d vou have the support of an extended famdly?

Do you have siblings? If so how many?

Are you the youngest child or oldest sibling?

Were you ever part of delinquent behavlowr?
Invelvement in sports/clubs,

[¥d vou finish high schoal?

How was your attendance at school?

How was your educational experience?

[Hd you take any classes while incarcerated?

‘What classes were offered to vou In high school?

‘Were you ever encouraged to take honors classes?

How did you become part of the juvenile justice system?
Onee part of the system what did you learn abouot it?
Dd you participate in any programs when you were incarcerated?

Were you ever involved in any program almed to help stop vou from becoming part of the juvenile
Justice system?

How long was your sentence? Did you serve the whole time?

Did vou have visits?

What did a typical day in the correction facility look like?

Did vou have a point while serving vour sentence where you decided to turn vour life around?
Who'what motivated you to do better?

‘What are the most commuonly used residential placement options for committed youth?

How do states define the purpose of their juvenile justice system?

How does each youth correctional facilicy differ from one another?

What is the process of deciding where the vouth will be sent to like?

41
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Consent te Participate in Research (No Signature)

Project Title: Exploring the Interactions and Interventions of the Juwenila Justice System through a Case Study

Aparoach
Population: Juvenile Offender, Interview
Researcher: Adriana Cordova-Perez, Criminology

Partland State University
Researcher Contact:  acor2@pdwedu / S03-409-5435
You are being asked to take part in a research study. The box below shows the main facts you need to know about

this research for you to think about when making a decision about If you want to join in. Carefully look over the
information in this form and ask guestions about anything you do not understand before you make your decision.

Key Information for You to Consider

+* \Voluntary Consent. You are being asked to wolunteer for a research study. Itis up to you whether you
choose to involve yourself or not. There is no penalty if yau choose nat to jein in or decide to stop.

* Purpose. The reasons for doing this research are have a better understanding of point of intervention
In tha [uvenile justice systam.

+ Duration. It is expected that your part will last approximately twa hours of intendiew.

* Procedures and Activities. You will be asked to answer guestions provided during the interview related
to the research topic.

#  Risks. Some of the possible risks or discomforts of taking part in this study include having te re-live
traumatizing life moments while answering guestions related to their life.

# Benefits. Some of the benefits that you may expect include no direct benefit, but the researcher hopes
to learn mere about points of intervention in the juvenile justice system.

+* Optlons. Instead of taking part in this study, you could participation is voluntary, and the anly

alternative is to not participate.

What happens to the infermation collected?
Infarmation cellected from you for this research will analyze what can be learned about the criminal justice
system from exploring the life of a juvenile offender. The findings will be used for @ senior honers thesis project.

How will 1 and my information be protected?
‘Wi will take measures to protect your privacy including all identities such as name, date of birth, home town and
other locations will be script from the final report. Despite taking steps to protect your privacy, we can never fully
guarantee that your grivacy will be protected.

Te protect all of your persanal infermation, we will use an identity data only password on a drive/computer. If
emails are sent emall will be encrypted. ldentities will be script from final report. Despite these precautions, we

cam never fully guarantee that all your study information will nat be revealed.

‘What If | want to stop being In this research?

42
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You do not have to take part in this study, but if you do, you may stop at any time. You have the right to choose
nit o Join in any study activity or completely stop your participation at any point without penalty or loss of

benefits you would otherwise get. Your decision whether or nat to take part in research will not affect your
relationship with the ressarchers or Portland State University.

‘Will it cost me money to take part in this research?
There is no cost to taking part in this research, beyand your time.

Will | be pald for taking part in this research?
Participant will not be compensated for the participant in this study.

Whe can answer my guestions about this research?

If you hawe guestions or concerns, contact the research teamn at:
Adriana Cordova-Ferez
Acord @pdy.adu

Who can | speak to about my rights as a research participant?
The Portland State University Institutional Review Beard ["IRE") is overseeing this research. The IRB is a group of
pecple who review research studies to make sure the rights and welfare of the people who take part in research
are protected. The Office of Research Integrity is the office at Portland State University that supports the IRB. If
you hawe guestions about your rights, ar wish to speak with someone ather than the research team, you may
contact:

Office of Research Integrity

PO Box 751

Portland, OR 97207-0751

PFhone: [503) 725-5434

Toll Free: 1 (BFF) 4B0-1400

Email: psuirb@pdwedu

Consent Statement
I hawve had the chance to read and think about the information in this form. | have asked any guestions | have, and
I can make a decision about my participation. | understand that | can ask additional questions anytime while | take
part in the reseanch.

o I agree to take part in this study
u| I do mot agree to take part in this study
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