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CHILDREN’SDISCUSHONSOF LYING ARE MORE
COMPLETE IF ASKED ABOUT OTHER CHILDREN
LYING RATHER THAN THEMSELVES
Courts often test chil d witnesscompetency by asking themto
discuss the diff erence between a truth and a lie. However,
yourg children may refuse to dscuss the mnsequences of
lying because they view lying as ssomething they would never
do,which can lea to an underestimation o their competency
aswitnesss. A study of matreaed 5 and 6yeasoldsfound
that they were morewilli ng to d scusslying when asked about
what would happen to a hypotheticd “other” child wholied,
as oppased to themselves. Chil dren whowere asked abou the
consequences of their own lying refused to respord or
responced “1 dorit know” to more questionsthan dd chil dren
who were asked abou the mnsequences of a hypathetica
childlying. Therewereno dff erences between thetwo groups
inthe proportion d questionsin which the dild referred to a
negative cnsequenceof lying, suggesting that chil dren asked
to discussancther child’s lies understood the importance of
telli ng the truth as much as children asked about their own
lies. Overdl, results indicated that in order to elicit more
information abou lying, children shoud be asked abou the
consequences of a hypatheticd child lying rather than
themselves (i.e., if thisgirl told alieto the judge, what would
the judge do?’). The aithors aso naed that many of these
maltreaed chil dren had vocabulary delays. Therefore, chil dren
who testify shoud be assessd for language delays, and
praditioners <oud be sensitive to their speda
vulnerabiliti es.

Lyon,T. D., Saywitz, K. J., Kaplan, D. L., & Dorado, J.
S. (200). Reducing maltreaed children’s reluctance to
answer hypotheticd oath-taking competency questions. Law
andHuman Behavior, 25 81-92.

GUN SAFETY INSTRUCTION MAY NOT STOP
YOUTH FROM HANDLING OR FIRING GUNS

A group d reseachers at Emory University studied 8 to 12
yea-old boys’ readions to finding toy guns and ared gun
(disabled, but recorded when the trigger had been depressed
with enough forceto dscharge the wegpon). Each boy and a
similar-aged pee or brother was observed in an examination
room for upto 15minutes via aone-way mirror. The pairs of
boyswere given permisgonto play withtoysonacounter, bu
wereinstructed na to touch anything else. Stored within ore
drawer were two water pistols; within another drawer was a
red handgun. Of the 64 bgss in the study, 48 (75%)
discovered the handgun. Sixty-three percent of boys who
discovered the handgun hendled it, and 33% of thase who
handled it fired the wegon. Only one boy left the room
immediately after finding the handgun; threeboyswent tofind

an adult only after handing the gun. Results concerning the
boys previous knowledge of guns and their behavior in the
observationroomreveded that 93% of thosewho handled the
gun,and 94% of thasewho puled thetrigger reported having
some kind of previous fiream safety instruction. Ratings by
parents of their sons' interest in guns did na acarately
predict whether a boy would hande or fire the foundgun.
Only 33% of boys rated as “high” interest by their parents
handled the gun, while 78% of boys rated as “moderate”
interest and 63% of boys rated as “low” interest handed the
gun. A similar percentage of the boysin ead level of interest
in guns (33% of high interest, 33% of moderate interest, and
35% of low interest) pull ed thetrigger. Boysfromgun-owning
andnon-gun-owning familieswere equally likely to handethe
gun and to pull the trigger. The aithors drew three
conclusions. parents neal to be informed that gun safety
instruction may not keep children from handing or firing
fireams, safety regulations and pdicies need to be enforced;
andfireamsneeal to be engineaed to stricter safety standards.
Jadkman, G. A., Farah, M. M., Kellerman, A. L., &
Simon, H. K. (200)). Sedng is believing: What do boys do
when they find ared gun? Pediatrics, 107,124 71250.

YOUTHS PERCEPTIONS OF BOOT CAMPSMORE
FAVORABLE THAN YOUTHS PERCEPTIONS OF
TRADITIONAL FACILITIES

Advocaesfor juvenile boa camps argue that they encourage
youth towards more positive dtitudes and behaviors, while
critics argue that they ladk the therapeutic environment youth
offenders neal. In this sudy of 26 bod camps and 22
traditional faciliti es, youth in bod camps percaved their
experienceas more therapeutic and lesshostil e than youth in
traditional fadlities. Youthin bod campsalso percaved their
environment as being more restrictive of personal freedom.
Youth in boa camps reported larger positive canges for
prosocial attitudes, depresgon,impulsivity, anxiety, andsocia
bonds. However, this may simply be becaise youth in bod
camps (whowereinitialy lessanxious and depressed) viewed
their environment more paositively, soweremorelikely toread
pasitively. Y outh with a history of family violence seemed to
do better in traditional fadliti es. Thus, bod camps may be
ineff edive and pesgbly detrimental to those with a history of
family violence Only small changes in fadors related to
reddivism (prosocia attitudes, social bonds, and impulse
control) occurred in either group,indicating that both types of
fadliti esmay have avery limited impaa onfuture delinguent
adivities. The aithors noted that since few of the fadliti es
record follow-up information onthe youth after discharge, the
staffs have little aility to judge the dfediveness of
comporents of their programs.

MadKenzie, D. L., Wilson, D. B., Armstrong, G. S., &
Gover, A. R. (200)). The impad of boa camps and
traditional institutions on juvenile residents. Perceptions,
adjustment, and change. Journal of Research in Crime and
Delinquency, 38 279313.
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STUDENTS RESPONSESTODATINGAGGRESSON
MAY ESCALATE AGGRESSON
The frequency of dating aggresson in high schod
relationships, and the resporses to that aggresson, are
trouding. A study of 476 hgh schod students found that
45.8% students who hed been o were in a relationship
reported ever experiencing physicd aggresson by a partner.
In addition, orly 9% (34) of those who had experienced
physicd aggresson reported that this aggresson was
exclusive, which suggests that aggresson is often met with
returned aggressonin these relationships. The highest rate of
victimizaion was reported by African American (60%),
followed by White (47%) and then Hispanic (41%) students.
Not surprisingly, females were more likely than males to
report victimizaion. More females than males reported that
they redprocaed the gggression (42% of femaes vs. 26% of
males), responced by crying (36% vs. 7%) and talked to
friends (35%to 14%). More males than females reported that
they were likely to do ndhing in resporse to a partner’'s
aggresson (24% vs. 6%). Overdl, students were relatively
unlikely to use formal help resources, bu instead responced
aggressvely, bresing up the relationship, informal help-
seeking (mainly from friends and partner) and dang nothing.
The authors noted that the high rate of aggressve responses
versusthelow rate of formal help-seeking wasof concern,and
that schod and community-based interventions need to help
studentsredizethat nonaggressveresporsesare avail able. In
addition, becausetaking to friendsand partnerswasthe help-
seeking behavior mentioned most often, the need for pee
suppat andeducaionto ensurethat pee'sare communicaing
the gpropriate message is warranted.

Watson,J. M., Cascadi, M., Avery-Led,S.,& O’ Leay,
K. D. (200]). High schod students resporses to dating
aggresson. ViolenceandVictims, 16 339348.

PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT AND SEVERITY OF
PROBLEM BEHAVIORS ARE PREDICTORS OF
TYPE OF JUVENILE OFFENDER PLACEMENT

Placement dedsions abou juvenile off enders are made on a
case-by-case basis, with room for interpretation by the courts.
These authors ught to understand the fadors that were
associated with dff erent placements. Fil e reviews of over 600
petitioned, adjudicaed, o incarcerated juveniles reveded
variables that distinguished between youth who had been
referred for probation (and returned to the community), and
youth who hed been placed in residential treament centers or
incacerated in the Department of Corredions. Not
surprisingly, youth with histories of more severe behaviora
problems (e.g., posssdon/use of fiream, chronic schod
truancy, prior treament for substance duse or mental hedth)
and youth with parents who were lessknowledgeale and/or
motivated abou their youth’ sproblemswere morelikely to be
incarcerated or placed in residential treament than to be
returned to the community. It is important to nae that these
variables predicted the type of placanent even when
controlling statisticdly for a large set of demographic and
clinicd variables. The aithors' interpretationisthat, all other
things being equal, the severity of the youth’s problems and
theinvolvement of theyouth’ s parentstendto bethe strongest
predictorsof placement. Additi onal strong predictorsincluded
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the presenceof alearning disability, andan urtreaed cannabis
abuse problem, bah of which were sssociated with a higher
likelihood d being placed on pobation.

Lyons, J. S., Baager, D. R., Quigley, P., Erlich, J., &
Griffin, E. (200]1). Mental hedth service nedls of juvenile
offenders: A comparison d detention, incarceration, and
treament settings. Children’s Services: Sccial Policy,
Research, andPractice, 4,69-85.

AGE DIFFERENCES IN JUVENILE CRIMINAL
DECISION-MAKING

One reason that the juvenile @urt began as a rehabilit ative
model was the beli ef that juvenil es are lessmature, and thus
lessresporsible, for the off enses they commit. However, the
juvenilecourt hasbemmeincreasingly puniti vetowardsyouth
offenders. These aithors argue that if developmental
differences in adolescent crimina dedsion-making do exist,
becaise addescents have less developed dedsion-making
cgpabil iti es, then a system that holds adolescentsto adult-like
standards of criminal resporsibility and culpability may be
inappropriate. In this gudy, 56 13 to 18yea-olds viewed a
video clipinwhich agroup d addescents’ poa judgment led
to a aime with serious consequences. In general, addescents
a the yourgest and ddest ends of the aye @rntinuum
demonstrated more mature levels of development than those
inthemidd e of the mntinuum (15-16yeasold). Addescents
inthemidde agerange (15-16yeasold) had thelowest levels
of future orientation (the inclination to attend to long-range
consequences), lowest levels of resistanceto pee influence
were lesslikely to evaluate risks as more likely to occur, and
were lesslikely to think that the youth shoud have been able
to anticipate that someone might get hurt, as compared to
yourger and dder addescents. Younger adolescents may be
merely imitating their parents or other adult role models,
withou having truly developed levels of maturity on these
fadors, middle addescents, then, would be in a transitiona
stage of judgment. Alternatively, duing middie alolescence
youth may experience a developmental phase that is
charaderized by lessmature dedsion-making. This reseach
suggests modest suppat for the existence of developmental
differences in juvenile aimina dedsion-making, which
shoud be taken into acourt in sentencing, espedaly if
poarer judgment in dedsionmaking isaphase ommonto all
15and-16-yea-olds.

Fried, C. S.,, & Reppwd, N. D. (2003. Crimina
dedsion making: The development of adolescent judgment,
criminal resporsibility, and culpability. Law and Human
Behavior, 25 4561.

Editor Jennifer M. Wyatt
jwyatt@unlserve.unl.edu
Angela L. Williams
awiliam@unlserve.unl.edu
Vicky Weisz 402.472.9814
wweiszl@unl.edu

Chrig Wiklund
cwiklund1@unl.edu

Funding provided by the Nebraska Department of Health and
Human Services System, UNL’s Center on Children, Families, and
the Law, and the Nebraska Court Improvement Project.

Assistant Editor
Faculty Advisor

Layout Design




