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The CPS improvement efforts made possible through SB 758 
were directly linked to these two drivers. Many of the client 
service impacts are detailed in earlier parts of this report. The 
fiscal impacts are equally promising.  
 
Removals are down for FY 2009 and the average monthly 
number of children in foster care is less than what it was just 
one year ago. In FY 2007, the average monthly number of 
children in foster care was 18,748, and that number has 
dropped to 17,316 in FY 2008. This is an average monthly 
reduction of 1,432. The forecast for FY 2009 continues this 
positive trend with only a 3% growth in the average monthly 
number of children bringing that projection to 17,856.  
 
The agency’s FY 2008-2009 appropriation for the continua-
tion of CPS Reform contained a reduction that represented the 
assumed cost savings to foster care. For FY 2008, the as-
sumed savings reduced from the agency’s budget was $5.1 

State Cutting Costs by 
Slowing Growth in 
Foster Care  
 
A report released in September by the Texas Department of 
Family and Protective Services, summarizing progress on SB 
758 implementation, describes a wide range of results that 
“positively impact the clients of DFPS and show an extraordi-
nary return on the investment made in the agency’s continued 
reform.”  Senate Bill (SB) 758 is the continuation of the Texas 
Department of Family and Protective Services’ (DFPS) re-
form, focused primarily on the Child Protective Services (CPS) 
program.  Among the many activities and outcomes discussed 
is the intended cost savings in foster care. That section of the 
report is included here; for the full report, see:  Senate Bill 
758 Implementation Progress Report (Adobe Acrobat format)  
 
DFPS and state leadership entered into SB 758 with the prem-
ise that child welfare best practices are not inherently at odds 
with sound fiscal management of public resources. By placing 
additional resources towards family-centered practice and fam-
ily-based safety services, strengthening the kinship program, 
and increasing services to mitigate risk in order to prevent the 
removal of children, better client outcomes would result, as 
would significant cost savings.  
 
There are two primary drivers behind both of these desired 
outcomes:  
 
¨ First, fewer children enter the foster care system when 

cases are effectively diverted to alternative service deliv-
ery methods to address the impact of child abuse and  

¨ Secondly, when a placement into the foster care system is 
the only viable option, the length of time in foster care is 
reduced.  
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The investments in continued reform of child welfare in Texas 
have allowed DFPS to plan and manage the protective services 
system with greater efficiency. In turn, this has led to better 
outcomes for families and children. 
 
 
 

Texas Performance Review 
 

The Child and Family Services Re-
view (CFSR) is the Federal Govern-
ment’s program for assessing the 
performance of State child welfare 
agencies with regard to achieving 
positive outcomes for children and 
families. The CFSR assesses State 
performance on 23 items relevant to 
7 outcomes and 22 items pertaining 
to 7 systemic factors. The Admini-
stration for Children and Families 

(ACF) has set very high standards of performance for the 
CFSR. The standards are based on the belief that because child 
welfare agencies work with our country’s most vulnerable 
children and families, only the highest standards of perform-
ance should be acceptable. The focus of the CFSR process is 
on continuous quality improvement; standards are set high to 
ensure ongoing attention to the goal of achieving positive out-
comes for children and families with regard to safety, perma-
nency, and well-being. 
 
Key CFSR Findings Relating to Outcomes 
 
Outcomes  
 
¨ Safety Outcome 1: Children are, first and foremost, pro-

tected from abuse and neglect 
¨ Safety Outcome 2: Children are safely maintained in their 

homes when possible and appropriate 
¨ Permanency Outcome 1: Children have permanency and 

stability in their living situations 
¨ Permanency Outcome 2: The continuity of family rela-

tionships and connections is preserved for children 
¨ Well-Being Outcome 1: Families have enhanced capacity 

to provide for their children’s needs 
¨ Well-Being Outcome 2: Children receive appropriate ser-

vices to meet their educational needs 
¨ Well-Being Outcome 3: Children receive adequate ser-

vices to meet their physical and mental health needs 
 
The 2008 CFSR identified several areas of high performance 
in Texas with regard to achieving desired outcomes for chil-
dren. Texas achieved substantial conformity with Well-Being 
Outcome 2 pertaining to educational services for children. The 
high level of performance on education may be attributed, in 
part, to the fact that DFPS consistently assesses foster chil-
dren’s educational needs and maintains consistent contact with 
foster children’s schools in order to ensure that specialized 
services, tutoring, or Individual Educational Plans (IEPs) are in 
place.  

million general revenue and $3.1 million Temporary Assis-
tance for Needy Families (TANF) funds. Due to the success of 
diversions from foster care and reducing the length of time 
children remain in foster care, the agency was able to achieve a 
higher cost savings – $6.8 million more general revenue and 
$14.1 million more TANF funds which was in addition to the 
original assumed cost savings.  
 
Likewise, FY 2009 is forecast to see a higher cost savings than 
what was assumed. The amount reduced from the agency’s 
budget was $10.2 million general revenue and $6.1 million 
TANF. The projected additional savings is $13.8 million more 
general revenue and $19.5 million more TANF.  
 
To summarize from other sections of this report, these cost 
savings are made possible by several positive trends:  
 
1.  The number of children entering the foster care system 
through removal is in decline. Decreasing caseloads and a fam-
ily focus during the investigative stage (Family Team Meet-
ings) contributed to lower rates of removal, despite a growing 
Texas population. In FY 2008 the average number of children 
removed per month was 1,191; in FY 2009, the average was 
998 per month. Strengthening Families is also having a posi-
tive impact on preventing removals by providing funding to 
offset poverty-related factors.  (Note:  Per DFPS, while remov-
als were down for FY 2009, they increased in the latter part of 
the year.) 

2.  For children who cannot be maintained in their own home 
for safety reasons, kinship placement is increasingly possible, 
diverting them from possible entry into paid foster care. Al-
though there have been decreases in the number of children in 
kinship placements for FY 2008 and FY 2009, there was also a 
decrease in the number of children that came into care com-
pared to the previous years As a result, the overall percentage 
of children in substitute care who are placed into kinship care 
continues to rise. In Fiscal Year 2008 41.1% of children in 
substitute care were in kinship care; and from September 1, 
2008 through May 31, 2009, 39.4% of children in substitute 
care were placed in kinship care. The expansion of the kinship 
program through additional staff and continued monetary as-
sistance to kinship caregivers will further support kinship 
placements as an option for children.  

3.  Children are leaving the foster care system faster than they 
are entering. At the end of July 2008, there were 17,203 chil-
dren in paid foster care, 1,069 fewer (or 6% less) than just 12 
months earlier. Further, the number of children for whom 
DFPS is legally responsible (those in both paid foster care and 
non-paid forms of care such as kinship care) has declined by 
1,379 in the same time period. Reform initiatives have contrib-
uted to this movement to permanency. For example, the 
Strengthening Families initiative has allowed 377 children to 
date to return home from foster care sooner than was antici-
pated. The expansion of Family Group Decision-Making for 
children in substitute care has resulted in shorter stays in care 
and increased family reunification.  

 
(Continued on Page 3) 



Page 3 

Although Texas did not achieve substantial conformity with 
any of the other six CFSR outcomes, the State did achieve 
overall ratings of Strength for the individual indicators pertain-
ing to foster care reentry (item 5), placing children in close 
proximity to their parents (item 11), and placement with sib-
lings (item 12).  
 
Texas meets the national standard for the data indicator per-
taining to the absence of recurrence of maltreatment but does 
not meet the national standard for the data indicator pertaining 
to the absence of maltreatment in foster care. The State also 
does not meet the national standards for the data indicators 
pertaining to the timeliness and permanency of reunification 
(Permanency Composite 1), timeliness of adoptions 
(Permanency Composite 2), achieving permanency for chil-
dren in foster care for extended time periods (Permanency 
Composite 3), and placement stability (Permanency Composite 
4).  
 
The CFSR also identified key areas of concern with regard to 
achieving outcomes for children and families. Permanency 
Outcome 1 (Children have permanency and stability in their 
living situations) was substantially achieved in only 37 percent 
of the cases reviewed. Within Permanency Outcome 1, the 
State’s lowest rating was for item 9 (adoptions), which was 
rated as a Strength in 42 percent of the cases reviewed. Texas 
also was rated low for item 8 (reunification, guardianship, or 
placement with relatives), which was rated as a Strength in 54 
percent of the cases reviewed. 
 
Concerns also were identified with regard to Well-Being Out-
come 1 (Families have enhanced capacity to provide for chil-
dren’s needs), which was substantially achieved in only 39 
percent of the cases. Item 17, which pertains to meeting the 
needs of children, parents, and foster parents, and item 18, 
which pertains to child and family involvement in case plan-
ning, received the lowest ratings.  
 
The State’s low performance with regard to the CFSR out-
comes may be attributed, at least in part, to the following key 
factors:  
 
¨ In many areas of the State, caseworkers carry high 

caseloads, and there is a high rate of turnover in the case-
worker position.  

¨ Across the State, the number of foster homes and place-
ment resources is insufficient to meet the needs of chil-
dren.  

¨ The State’s most effective approach to engaging families, 
Family Group Decision Making (FGDM), is not utilized 
statewide.  

¨ There is a lack of sufficient mental health and substance 
abuse treatment resources for children and families.  

¨ The State’s practice of assuming Permanent Managing 
Conservatorship (PMC) for some children without termi-
nating parental rights does not provide these children with 
timely permanency.  
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Key CFSR Findings Regarding Systemic Factors 
 
Systemic Factors 
 
¨ Statewide Information System 
¨ Case Review System 
¨ Quality Assurance System 
¨ Training 
¨ Service Array 
¨ Agency Responsiveness to the Community 
¨ Foster and Adoptive Parent Licensing, Recruitment, and 

Retention  
 
With regard to systemic factors, Texas is in substantial confor-
mity with five of the seven systemic factors: Statewide Infor-
mation System; Quality Assurance (QA) System; Training; 
Agency Responsiveness to the Community; and Foster and 
Adoptive Parent Licensing, Recruitment, and Retention. Texas 
is not in substantial conformity with the systemic factors of 
Case Review System and Service Array. 
 
Click here to see the full Final Report: Texas Child and Family 
Services Review 
 
 
 

The ABCD’s of Texas Education: Benefits 
and Costs of Reducing the Dropout Rate 

 
This report conducted by The 
Bush School of Government and 
Public Service at Texas A&M 
University and commissioned by 
United Ways of Texas, shines new 
light on the economic implications 
of Texas’ dropout crisis.  In Texas, 
the dropout rates are high and 

trends show they are increasing. A high dropout rate could 
potentially have significant and long-term effects on the eco-
nomic well being of the state and its ability to address public 
needs. Each year, the federal Congress and state legislatures 
spend millions of dollars trying to correct the perceived drop-
out problem. 
 
The report found that dropouts from the class of 2012 alone 
will cost the state of Texas up to $9.6 billion over the course of 
their lifetime.  The figure is based on cost projections for lost 
productivity, increased welfare payments and increased incar-
ceration and crime costs. 
 
Current demographic trends show that the number of minori-
ties in the state is increasing every year. If nothing changes 
between now and their graduation, the class of 2012 (whose 
cohort consists of over 300,000 students) would have between 
40,519 and 73,692 dropouts—or around 12.2 percent to 22.2 
percent.  Both Hispanic and African American populations 
show the highest dropout projections. However, the latest fig-
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ures indicate that the number of Hispanic dropouts will be 
nearly three times greater than the number of dropouts for any 
other ethnicity by 2012. If something is not done about the 
growing dropout rate, the repercussions could be potentially 
devastating to the state as a whole, especially if the fastest 
growing racial/ethnic population in Texas is being left behind. 
 
Compared with high school graduates, dropouts are less likely 
to be employed, earn less when they are employed, pay less in 
taxes, receive more in direct welfare payments and are more 
likely to be incarcerated. In order to estimate the economic 
impact dropouts have on Texas the report predicts the effect 
that attaining a high school diploma would have on annual 
earnings, the potential lost tax revenue due to the difference in 
annual earnings, and the effect a diploma has on the amount of 
welfare payments received by an individual. 
 
Economic Impact 
 
Employment - In Texas, having a high school diploma had a 
4% positive impact on the probability of an individual being 
employed. Males were slightly more likely to be employed 
than females, but having a high school diploma had a larger 
effect on a female’s likelihood of being employed, 5% com-
pared to that of the males 3% impact. A high school diploma 
has the largest impact on those who were black, with a 6% 
increase in the probability of being employed for those gradu-
ating high school.  
 
Hourly Wage - Attaining a high school diploma affected an 
individual’s hourly wage by 10%. This means by graduating 
high school a person increased their hourly earnings on aver-
age by 10% over their working life. An employed female 
graduate made about 8% more an hour than a female dropout. 
Male graduates earned about 11% more than male dropouts. 
 
Total Annual Hours - Those with a high school diploma 
worked approximately 211 more hours annually than those 
who dropped out of high school, all other things being equal.  
A male high school dropout worked about 181 hours less than 
a male high school graduate, while a female dropout worked 
approximately 253 hours less than a female graduate.  A high 
school diploma had a larger effect for females in terms of the 
number of hours worked annually than for males. This may be 
because if a female has children at home, it negatively affects 
hours worked, while the opposite is true for men. However, 
there is a circular argument of whether the lack of a high 
school diploma may lead to having children, and therefore 
fewer hours, or if having children leads to the lack of a high 
school diploma. 
 
Welfare - When the difference in welfare received by high 
school dropouts and graduates was estimated the figures 
showed that on average, high school dropouts received $1,714 
more annually in welfare than high school graduates. Having a 
high school diploma had the largest impact on the non-
Hispanic whites than any other subgroup analyzed.  The State 
of Texas will spend between $86 million and $156 million 
more per year on welfare for high school dropouts than high 
school graduates, which is a present value of between $404 (Continued on Page 5) 

million and $736 million, assuming recipients remain on wel-
fare for five years. Other factors such as an individual’s num-
ber of children also strongly affect the amount of welfare a 
person receives, but this too can be attributed to their level of 
educational attainment. Increased educational attainment pro-
duces an increase in hourly wages; therefore, female graduates 
will typically have fewer children and work more than drop-
outs because the amount in potential wages makes working 
worth their time. Because of this, a high school diploma’s im-
pact on the amount of welfare received potentially has an even 
larger impact on the Texas economy. 
 
Gross State Product (GSP) - Dropouts earn approximately 
$4,935 less each year than high school graduates. This could 
mean an annual decrease of lost potential earned wages of be-
tween $193 million and $350 million dollars. This annual de-
crease in wages also directly leads to an equivalent decrease to 
the Gross State Product (GSP) for Texas. While this is rela-
tively small when compared to the $1.24 trillion of the total 
GSP, this amount is also that lost from only one cohort of 
dropouts. Unless something changes the dropout trend in 
Texas, the GSP will continue to decrease by this number, or 
greater, each consecutive year.  
 
Tax Implications - Texas high school dropouts also have a 
significant impact on Texas’ tax revenues.  A high school 
graduate pays about $267 more than a high school dropout in 
state sales tax annually. Given between 40,519 and 73,692 
dropouts from the class of 2012, this is an estimated potential 
loss of between $10.8 million and $19.7 million per year in 
state sales tax revenue. This means the dropouts from just the 
cohort of 2012 will have a present value potential tax revenue 
loss between $279 million and $507 million over the duration 
of their working lives. 
 
Incarceration - The link between lower levels of education and 
crime is well documented. If the graduation rate was increased 
by 10%, arrest rates in general would decrease by about 7% 
(also pointed out that since there are more crimes than arrests, 
the total crimes reduced would be higher than 7%). Property 
crimes would be reduced by 6%, violent crimes would go 
down by 8%, murders and assaults down by 20%, and motor 
vehicle crimes down by 13%. Somewhere between 19,000 and 
33,000 fewer crimes would be committed, leading to an annual 
social benefit between $74 million and $126 million dollars. 
 
Cost to Educate Dropouts 
 
The Texas Education Agency (TEA) reports that it costs 
$7,826 per year to educate one student (Texas Education 
Agency 2008). This means that it would cost Texas between 
$317 million and $577 million per year to educate all of the 
dropouts for the class of 2012 for one additional year. The 
three most recent dropout reports from TEA state that the high-
est number of dropouts comes from the senior class.  However, 
so as not to get too low of an estimate for the impact educating 
those who drop out would have on the state, an average of two 
years of additional schooling per dropout was assumed. The 



Page 5 

(Continued on Page 6) 

present value of educating all the potential dropouts for an 
additional two years is $15,424 per dropout. This means an 
approximate cost to the state between $625 million and $1.14 
billion. 
 
Conclusion 
While it is expensive to educate these students, it is important 
to remember the big picture numbers mentioned above, as well 
as the unquantifiable aspects such as quality of life for these 
students and quality of the labor force for the state. In the long 
term it is more beneficial for the state to educate these students 
than to have them dropout. This is made evident when compar-
ing the cost to educate the students (between $624 million and 
$1.14 billion) to the potential loss in GSP (between $5.0 bil-
lion and $9.0 billion), the potential loss in Texas sales tax 
revenue (between $279 and $507 million), the increased wel-
fare payments (between $404 million and $736 million), and 
the potential increase in crime related costs (between $595 
million and $1.0 billion).  With the state of Texas losing this 
vast amount from only one cohort, it is essential that policy 
makers, as well as non-profit organizations devoted to the is-
sue, begin making this a priority in an attempt to reverse the 
current trends and their implications on the Texas economy. 
  
The report also discusses current dropout prevention and inter-
vention efforts both within the state as well as across the na-
tion. The full report is available at: http://bush.tamu.edu/
research/capstones/mpsa/projects/2009/TheABCDs.pdf.  
Source: United Ways of Texas email, 8/24/09 
 
 
 

Texas No. 1 in Cutting Teen Traffic Deaths 
By Juana Summers, Austin American Statesman, July 28, 2009 
http://www.statesman.com/news/content/news/stories/
local/2009/07/28/0728trans.html 

 
Texas leads the nation in the decline in fatal 
crashes involving teen drivers. Fatalities in-
volving 16- to 19-year-old drivers fell 33 
percent from 2002 to 2007, more than double 
the national rate of decline, according to a 
study released Monday.  
 
Driving experts attribute the decrease to the 
rigorous multistep program Texas teens must 
endure to get a driver's license, along with a 

push for peer-to-peer education programs in high schools, ac-
cording to the study by the Texas Transportation Institute at 
Texas A&M University. 
  
"We often don't listen well to adults, but we do listen to each 
other," said 17-year-old Alberto Torres, president of the 
Laredo Teens in the Driver Seat program. More than 300 
Texas high schools have programs which help teens talk to one 
another about the dangers of unsafe driving behaviors such as 
texting while driving, speeding and not wearing seat belts. 
Central Texas schools, including campuses in the Austin and 

Hays districts, have participated to varying degrees.  
 
Nationwide, more than 5,000 16- to 19-year-olds die in car 
crashes each year. In 2007, the most recent year for which 
statewide data were available, 419 teens died in crashes, and 
driving-related deaths were the No. 1 killer of Texas Teens.  
State Rep. Lois Kolkhorst, R-Brenham, called the high death 
rate "one of the most urgent public health crises."  
 
The transportation institute study, funded by the Texas Depart-
ment of Transportation and State Farm Insurance, compared 
teen fatality rates in Texas with other states that kept at least 
five years of graduated driver's license data. Graduated driver's 
license laws restrict new drivers but offer more freedom as 
they grow older and typically include a permit stage followed 
by a provisional license. In Texas, the graduated driver's li-
cense law, passed in 2001, limits the time of day young drivers 
can be on the road. It also bans them from using cell phones 
while driving.  
 
Texas is among 33 states to earn a good rating, the highest 
offered by the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety for 
graduated license programs. Ten states were fair, seven mar-
ginal and none poor, the lowest rating.  
 
In 1995 Texas dropped the road test as a requirement for get-
ting a license; studies show teen auto fatalities increased soon 
afterward. But fatalities started to fall in 2002, and Kolkhorst 
said it is a sign that the graduated driver's license law is effec-
tive.  Legislation that she co-sponsored will bring the road test 
back for drivers under 18 starting Sept. 1.  
 
 
 

Two New Providers Selected 
for Autism Services 
 
The Department of Assistive and Rehabilitative Services 
(DARS) has selected two new providers under a program to 
serve Texas children with autism spectrum disorder. The selec-
tion of these two new providers represents an expansion of 
services for children ages 3 through 8. Pending final contract 
execution, the following providers will receive a combined 
total of $1.6 million for their autism programs: 
 
¨ Any Baby Can – San Antonio: services to Bexar County 

and the surrounding contiguous counties 
¨ Center for Autism and Related Disorders- Austin: services 

to the greater Austin area 
 
The new providers are in addition to four current providers, 
each of which received a two-year extension to their contract. 
The current providers are: 
 
¨ Texana Center: serving primarily Fort Bend, Austin, 

Matagorda, Colorado, Wharton, Waller, Harris, Mont-
gomery and Galveston counties. 
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¨ Mental Health Mental Retardation Authority of Harris 
County: serving Harris County and the surrounding area, 
in partnership with the University of Houston at Clear 
Lake Department of Applied Behavior Analysis. 

¨ Easter Seals of North Texas: serving Dallas and Denton 
counties and the surrounding area, in partnership with the 
University of North Texas Department of Behavior Analy-
sis. 

¨ Child Study Center: serving Tarrant County and the sur-
rounding area, in partnership with the University of North 
Texas Department of Behavior Analysis. 

 
To find out more about the agency’s services, call the DARS 
Inquiries Line at 1-800-628-5115. Information about DARS is 
also available at www.dars.state.tx.us. 
 
 
 

Thomas Suehs Named New HHSC  
Executive Commissioner  
 
Governor Rick Perry has selected Thomas Suehs of Austin to 
be the next Texas health and human services executive com-
missioner. The appointment is effective September 1. Suehs 
has served as deputy executive commissioner for financial 
services at Health and Human Services Commission (HHSC) 
since 2003. His responsibilities include providing administra-
tive leadership, oversight, and direction for the financial man-
agement of the five health and human services agencies. 
 
Suehs also has served as the deputy commissioner of the Texas 
Department of Mental Health and Mental Retardation. He is a 
former executive director of the Texas Health Care Associa-
tion, past president of the American Society of State Health 
Care Executives and former special adviser to the Texas Indi-
gent Health Care Task Force. He received a bachelor’s degree 
from Texas State University and Master of Business Admini-
stration from the University of Texas. 
 
 
 

Operation Lone Star Offers Free Medical 
Care to South Texas Communities  

 
Operation Lone Star, which provided 
health care to more than 11,000 South 
Texas residents in just two weeks last 
year, expanded this summer to provide 
free health clinics in even more loca-
tions. Military personnel, state and 

county officials and hundreds of volunteers provided free 
health services at locations in Brownsville, Raymondville, 
Lasara, San Juan, La Joya, Laredo, Hebbronville, Rio Grande 
City and Zapata this year. State health and human services 
workers provided information about health and wellness pro-
grams to prevent substance abuse, help people with disabilities 
and protect vulnerable children and adults. Local nonprofit 
organizations also had staff available to provide information 

News submitted by Services to At Risk Youth (STAR) service 
providers.  The STAR Program is funded by the Department of 
Family and Protective Services (DFPS); services are available 
in all 254 counties in Texas. 
 
 

Youth & Family Counseling Services - 
Angleton 
 
STAR Success Story 
One of my favorite success stories is that of a 14-year-old fe-
male referred to us through a juvenile probation program 
where she had received a warning for her aggressive behavior 
towards her mom. Culture was a huge factor in this case, as 
she was Asian and her feelings were forbidden in her family. 
Once they built up, she let loose and hit her mom.  
 
This behavior was very odd for the family to experience and 
they sought out therapy for their daughter. Over time through 
therapy, we discussed issues such as coping skills for anger, 
awareness of anger, cultural viewpoints on anger, and even 
gender influence on anger. It was very important for my client 
to realize that having feelings was allowed and to continue to 
encourage her family to support the idea of expressing feelings 
in healthy ways.  

about their services.  
 
The two-week event was a joint project of the state health and 
human services agencies, Texas State Guard, Army and Air 
National Guard, county health departments, local service 
groups and civilian volunteers. Operation Lone Star covers 
seven counties and is the largest humanitarian effort of its kind 
in the United States. “People turn out for free medical services, 
and we also tell them about state programs that will provide 
year-round access to health care,” said Texas Health and Hu-
man Services Executive Commissioner Albert Hawkins. 
“Operation Lone Star provides us with an excellent way to 
reach out to Texans who can benefit from our services.” Op-
eration Lone Star also serves as a way for state and local offi-
cials to train for a medical emergency. Setting up the two-
week, multi-site clinics becomes a real-time exercise on how 
to respond to a public health crisis. 
Source: HHSC News Release, Texas Health and Human Ser-
vices Commission, 7/21/09 
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YAC.  The large 50 lb banner with the logo was awarded to 
Amarillo and can be seen proudly hanging at the North Branch 
YMCA.   
 
The group was only home for two days before five of the six 
youth (participants at the NYMCA CYD program) joined other 
CYD youth and headed to San Angelo, Texas for an Extreme 
Leadership Conference.  The team met with youth from across 
the Texas Panhandle to learn about building an action plan for 
a community project or event.  The conference focused on 
motivating teens to become active in preventing youth vio-
lence by raising awareness and educating their peers. Two 
weeks later, the DSI Society youth were back in Amarillo 
hosting the Lubbock Youth Advisory Committee during the 
Regional CYD Summit.  
 
 
 

Waco 
 
Girl Scouts of Central Texas  
Two girls served by Girl Scouts of Central Texas through the 
Community Youth Development Grant attended resident camp 
sessions at Girl Scouts’ Camp Texlake. Camp Texlake is the 
council’s 455-acre outdoor program area located on Lake 
Travis. One attended the “Summer Sampler” session. She thor-
oughly enjoyed the sessions, as she was able to learn about 
camp traditions, swim, and participate in lake activities. The 
other attended the “Horsing Around” camp session. She was 
thrilled that she was able to learn to interact with horses! For 
both girls, this was their first experience at camp, away from 
their families for any extended length of time. They appreci-
ated their time and did not experience any bouts with home-
sickness.  News submitted by Community Youth Development (CYD) 

service providers.  The CYD Program is funded by the Depart-
ment of Family and Protective Services (DFPS); services are 
available in 15 targeted ZIP codes in Texas. 
 
 

Amarillo  
 
Dream of the Future...Speak Out About It...  
Influence Change 
YMCA’s DSI (Dream of the Future…Speak Out About It…
Influence change) Society (Youth Advisory Committee) youth 
from the North Branch YMCA were busy in July.  Six DSI 
Society youth were chosen to represent their peers and Ama-
rillo in Austin.  These young men and women, accompanied 
by their two chaperones, flew to Austin in July to participate at 
the annual statewide CYD Teen Summit.  For many of the 
teens, the flight to Austin was their first airplane ride. The 
group met other Youth Advisory Committees (YAC) from 
around the state to participate in two days of activities.   
 
The DSI Society received a trophy and individual awards for 
their work in 2009.  DSI youth were also recognized for being 
the sharpest dressed YAC team at the summit.  The logo and 
theme for the 2009 CYD Teen Summit, “Dream…Speak…
Influence…It’s a YAC Thing” was submitted by Amarillo’s 

One individual session we painted anger. I let her use whatever 
colors she wanted. She started off with brown, calm, collected 
and very rigid. By the time she worked to the top, it was of red 
and black handprints, splattered and smeared across the paper. 
This huge butcher paper represented her anger. We discussed it 
and put it away. The next couple of sessions, I would tape the 
anger art on the wall and she would just stare at it throughout 
our sessions. I would never bring it up; I would never tell the 
mom what it was. I just saw the tears that would come to her 
eyes as she would glance over at it in the room.  
 
At our last session, as she made amazing progress, I allowed 
her to tell her mom about the painting. She had no problem 
telling her about it. She was proud of her art. She then took it 
off the wall and took it home and we ended therapy. I was 
amazed at how such an introverted adolescent could speak so 
loud in her art and how it could make such an impact in ther-
apy. I truly was blessed to have been part of this therapy and to 
have been in the presence of her anger, expressed in a healthy 
way.  

���������
���	
�

New Report on Kids in the Adult  
Criminal Justice System 
 
The following text is adapted from the Executive Summary of 
“From Time Out to Hard Time: Young Children in the Adult 
Criminal Justice System," a report released by the Lyndon B. 
Johnson School of Public Affairs at the University of Texas at 
Austin.   
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In the United States, children are 
treated as different from adults, and 
most laws and policies acknowledge 
that difference, except when it comes 
to criminal law.  Children cannot 
drive, vote, drink, or even obtain a 
rental membership from a video store.  
We see them as in need of protection 

from the outside world and as insufficiently mature to justify 
being treated as adults.  The one glaring exception to this rule 
appears in criminal law.  Children who commit crimes are of-
ten perceived as “adults” and suddenly become “adults” for 
purposes of prosecution, trial, sentencing, and punishment.   
 
Various high-profile cases have drawn recent attention to the 
issue of pre-adolescents in the adult criminal justice system, 
including the cases of the 8-year old in Arizona who allegedly 
shot and killed his father and another man; 11-year old Jordan 
Brown in Pennsylvania, accused of killing his father’s preg-
nant girlfriend; and 12-year old Christopher Pittman in South 
Carolina, who received a 30-year mandatory sentence without 
possibility of parole for killing his beloved grandparents fol-
lowing a bad reaction to anti-depressant drugs.   
 
This report provides the first-ever comprehensive look at how 
the nation treats young children who commit serious crimes, 
analyzes the available data with regard to the transfer of young 
children to adult criminal court, documents the extremely 
harsh and tragic consequences that follow when young chil-
dren go into the adult criminal justice system, examines inter-
national practices, and offers policy recommendations to ad-
dress this situation. 
  
Major findings include: 
 
¨ Harsh and arbitrary outcomes for pre-adolescent children 

in adult court 
¨ The rest of the world treats children differently when they 

commit serious crimes 
¨ Young children need to be treated differently 
¨ The adult criminal justice system does not work for chil-

dren 
¨ Juvenile courts are better suited to handle young offenders 
 
Children-especially pre-adolescents under age 12- do not be-
long in the adult criminal justice system, regardless of the seri-
ousness of their offense.  
  
Policy recommendations issued in the report include: 
 
1. Keep young children in the juvenile justice system. 
2. Eliminate automatic transfer laws and direct files laws as 

they apply to young children in favor of judicial waiver.   
3. Enact reverse transfer laws allowing criminal court judges 

to return a young child to juvenile court at any stage in the 
trial or sentencing process.   

4. Allow procedural accommodations for juveniles tried in 
adult criminal court.   

5. Disallow mandatory sentencing of young children in adult 
criminal court.   

6. Require judges to take a “second look” at the age of ma-
jority for young children sentenced in adult court. 

7. Always provide an opportunity for parole for young chil-
dren transferred to the adult criminal justice system, re-
gardless of the length of the sentence.   

8. Young children in the adult criminal justice system should 
be housed in juvenile facilities.   

9. Require any adult correctional facility holding juveniles to 
comply with professional standards and subject these fa-
cilities to independent oversight of the conditions in which 
these children are held.   

10. Improve data collection on young children in the adult 
criminal justice system.  

 
 
 

Study Reaffirms Mental Health Needs  
of Transitioning Youth 
 
A study funded by the U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services that will be published in Children and Youth Services 
Review, found that 45% of youth with prior involvement with 
the child welfare system had at least one mental health prob-
lem as they transitioned to adulthood. The study sampled over 
5,000 children from 92 child welfare agencies across the coun-
try. More than a quarter of the youth were in the clinical range 
for depression. 
 
The study also examined the youths' surrounding life circum-
stances, finding that at least 60% lived in households at or be-
low the national poverty line and over a quarter were living 
with at least one child. The study's authors call for researchers, 
policymakers, clinicians, and service system administrators to 
acknowledge these extreme needs and work better with this 
vulnerable population. 
 
One piece of legislation that Congress is working on to address 
this is the Healthy Transition Act, H.R. 2691. The bipartisan 
bill, reintroduced by Representatives Pete Stark (D-CA), Mary 
Bono Mack (R-CA), and Dave Camp (R-MI), was first intro-
duced in the 110th Congress in conjunction with a Govern-
ment Accountability Office report finding that in 2006, at least 
2.4 million young adults aged 18 to 26 experienced a serious 
mental illness. 
 
To help this population access needed services and make a 
successful transition to adulthood, the bill would provide plan-
ning and implementation grants to states to develop statewide 
coordination plans to help adolescents and young adults with 
serious mental illness. States would be urged to target specific 
populations, including but not limited to those involved with 
the child protection and juvenile justice systems. The legisla-
tion would establish a federal committee to coordinate service 
programs helping young adults with mental illness, and pro-
vide technical assistance to states. A Senate companion bill has 
not yet been reintroduced. 
  
Source: Children’s Monitor Online, © Child Welfare League 
of America, Vol. 22, Issue 29, 8/3/09 
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Corporal Punishment of Students with 
Disabilities  
 
Landon K., a six-year-old boy with autism, was in first grade 
at his Mississippi elementary school when his assistant princi-
pal, “a big, 300-lb man, picked up an inch thick paddle and 
paddled him [on the buttocks].”  His grandmother, Jacquelyn 
K., reported, “my child just lost it… he was screaming and 
hollering… it just devastated him.”  Jacquelyn knew that pad-
dling was harmful for children with autism: “I had already 
signed a form saying they couldn’t paddle.  I sent that form in 
every year. When a child with autism has something like that 
happen, they don’t forget it.  It’s always fresh in their minds.”   
Landon was traumatized and became terrified of school.  “He 
was a nice, quite, calm boy,” noted Jacquelyn, but after the 
paddling, “he was screaming, crying, we had to call the ambu-
lance, they had to sedate him… The next day, I tried to take 
him to school, but I couldn’t even get him out of the house.  
He was scared of going over there, scared it would happen 
again… We carried him out of the house, he was screaming.  
We got him to school but had to bring him back home… Now 
he has these meltdowns all the time.  He can’t focus, he cries.”   
Jacquelyn withdrew Landon from school, fearing for his physi-
cal safety and mental health.  She was threatened by truant 
officers: “[They] said I’d go to jail if I didn’t send him back to 
school… If I felt he would have been safe in school, he would 
have been there.  I’m sure they would have paddled him again.  
I don’t trust them.  If they don’t know what they’re dealing 
with, how can they teach a child?  And the sad thing about it, 
he can learn.  He can learn.”   

*** 
Jonathan C.., a 15-year-old boy with autism, was repeatedly 
subjected to corporal punishment at his Florida school.  On 
October 2, 2008, for example, he was picked up by a male 
staff member and thrown “into the tile floor, face-first,” after 
screaming in the cafeteria and running away from a staff mem-
ber.  Staff members dragged him to a meeting room, where the 
male staff member “put him in a chokehold.”  Other staff 
members [came] running.  Three or four of them tackle[d] him, 
and he [was] thrown to the floor again.”  The staff members 
used their strength and body weight to pin Jonathan, face-
down, to the floor. 
   
After Jonathan sustained injuries, including a deep cut to the 
bridge of his nose and bruises to his forehead, Rose C., Jona-
than’s mother, was able to obtain a video of her son’s treat-
ment at school.  She was shocked.  “They had been picking 
him up, throwing him into the tile floor like a wrestler.  
They’d…pick him up by all four limbs.  You can see where 
they’re dragging him… They’re carrying him like a wild ani-
mal.”  
  
Jonathan started to get more and more agitated during the 
months he was subjected to physical abuse.  He was “having 
aggressive episodes, he was knocking people over… I asked 
him, what was wrong.”  Jonathan, like many children with 
autism, has limited communicational abilities.  “He can’t ex-
plain… Every time he got upset, he would scream at the top of 
his lungs… He was throwing fits because he was getting hurt.”  

Ultimately, Rose withdrew her son from school and enrolled 
him in a different program.  Nonetheless, she feels consider-
able guilt.  “I trusted the school, I trusted them to do the right 
thing… All this abuse happened on my watch.  It never should 
have happened.  I feel so guilty.”   

*** 
A 2008 American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU)/Human 
Rights Watch report found that corporal punishment in public 
schools is routine in many parts of the US, and that almost a 
quarter-of-a-million school children were subjected to this 
violent, degrading punishment in the 2006-2007 school year.  
Twenty states permit corporeal punishment; in states where the 
practice is permitted, hundreds of school districts make routine 
use of it.  Corporal punishment comes with risk of serious 
physical injury and lasting mental trauma. Studies show that 
beatings can damage the trust between educator and student, 
corrode the educational environment, and leave the student 
unable to learn effectively, making it more likely that she will 
drop out of school.   
 
Students with disabilities – who are entitled to appropriate, 
inclusive educational programs that give them the opportunity 
to thrive – are subjected to violent discipline at disproportion-
ately high rates.  Students with disabilities make up 19 percent 
of those who receive corporal punishment, yet just 14 percent 
of the nationwide student population.  Human rights law pro-
tects students with disabilities from violence and cruel and 
inhuman treatment, and guarantees them non-discriminatory 
access to an inclusive education.  Furthermore, as President 
Obama noted when signing the UN Convention on the Rights 
of Persons with Disabilities on July 24, 2009, US law has at-
tempted to ensure that “children with disabilities were no 
longer excluded… and then no longer denied the opportunity 
to learn the same skills in the same classroom as other chil-
dren.”  Yet in countless US public schools, students with dis-
abilities – who already face barriers to attaining a quality edu-
cation – face physical violence that further discourages them 
from reaching their full potential.  
  
Texas had 49,157 instances of paddling reported during the 
2006-07 school year, which breaks down to just under 300 per 
school day, and in 10,222 of those cases, the paddling was 
administered to students with disabilities.  Paddles used to hit 
Texas students are typically around 15 inches long, between 
two and four inches wide, and one-half inch thick, with a six-
inch handle at one end.  Texas is one of 20 states that still per-
mit corporal punishment, although individual districts can de-
cide not to use it, and Texas ranks eighth in terms of spankings 
per student, behind Mississippi, Arkansas, Alabama, Tennes-
see, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Georgia.  
 
The ACLU and Human rights Watch recommend a complete 
prohibition on the use of corporal punishment against all stu-
dents in US schools.  Until that point, [they] recommend that 
federal and state governments and/or all relevant school dis-
tricts implement an immediate moratorium on the use of cor-
poral punishment against students with disabilities.   

For the list of recommendations, see http://www.aclu.org/pdfs/
humanrights/impairingeducation.pdf#page=14��
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Experiment Yields Drop in  
Juvenile Detention 

 
An experiment designed to di-
vert teens -- especially teens of 
color -- from the juvenile justice 
system has produced a dramatic 
decline in detention use, Ram-
sey County reporting a 57 per-
cent drop since 2005 and Hen-
nepin and Dakota counties re-
porting 33 percent. The three 
metro counties in Minnesota are 
part of an experiment taking 
place across the nation, in which 
dozens of communities are pur-
posefully choosing to offer teens 

"alternatives" to jail and are closely monitoring the results. 
 
The Juvenile Detention Alternative Initiative (JDAI) is based 
on research showing that most young offenders don't need to 
be jailed to get them to show up in court or keep the streets 
safe, organizers said. That's especially true for lower-risk of-
fenders who enter detention because of truancy, curfew viola-
tions and fifth-degree assault. Project leaders acknowledged 
that the idea of letting more young offenders stay on the streets 
can make some people uneasy. But three years into the initia-
tive, counties report no increase in court no-shows, in crimes 
committed while awaiting a court hearing, or beyond, they 
said. 
 
The counties launched their experiments in 2006, following a 
model that's been promoted nationwide by the Annie E. Casey 
Foundation. Instead of routinely sending young offenders into 
detention after they're apprehended, they use a new "risk-
assessment tool" that rates offenders based on their risk to so-
ciety and chances of showing up for court, explained Peter 
Jessen-Howard, co-coordinator of the initiative in Ramsey 
County. 
 
With a rating of zero to nine, the teen gets to go home. A rat-
ing of 10 to 15 means he is not sent to detention, but is ordered 
to participate in an "alternative." That could range from house 
arrest to community-based services to day-treatment programs. 
Those scoring 15 and above are sent to detention. Their num-
bers are relatively few. Ramsey County, for example, reported 
that the average daily population in its juvenile detention facil-
ity dropped from 89 in 2005 to 50 in 2008. Hennepin County 
reported a drop from 95 to 64 during the same period. Dakota 
County's numbers fell from 33 to 19. But the change is more 
than just numbers, said Ramsey County Commissioner Tony 
Carter. It's a whole new way for communities to look at the 
role of juvenile detention. 
 
Full article available at: http://www.startribune.com/local/
south/50088772.html  
Source: Texans Care for Children email, 7/08/09 
JEAN HOPFENSPERGER, Star Tribune 
 

Extending Foster Care to Age 21: Costs vs 
Benefits  
 
Each year, approximately 26,000 young people age out of fos-
ter care in the United States. A majority of them are only 18 
years old at the time of this transition because few states have 
allowed young people to remain in care much beyond their 
18th birthday. This reflects the fact that federal reimbursement 
for the costs of out-of-home care has been limited to foster 
youth under age 18, or under age 19 if they are likely to gradu-
ate from high school or an equivalent program before their 
19th birthday. Several factors – including an evolving under-
standing of normative development, growing knowledge about 
the diverse need of foster youth, and changing views of the 
state’s role and responsibilities as parent when children are 
removed from home – are leading policymakers to reassess 
how to support young people transitioning from foster care to 
independence. 
  
The Fostering Connections to Success and Increasing Adop-
tions Act of 2008 allows states to claim federal reimbursement 
for the costs of caring for and supervising Title IV-E eligible 
foster youth until their 21st birthday.  As states consider 
whether to respond to this legislation by extending foster care 
beyond age 18, they must weigh the benefits to foster youth 
(and to society) against the costs to government.  
 
This issue brief provides preliminary estimates of the potential 
costs to government and the benefits to young people if states 
extend foster care to age 21.  The analysis focuses on the in-
crease in postsecondary educational attainment associated with 
allowing foster youth to remain in care until they are 21 years 
old and the resulting increase in lifetime earnings associated 
with postsecondary education.   
 
Researchers estimate that lifetime earnings would increase an 
average of two dollars for every dollar spent on keeping foster 
youth in care beyond age 18. If states adopt a policy of allow-
ing young people to remain in foster care until their 21st birth-
day, the potential benefits to foster youth and society will thus 
more than offset the costs to the government.  
 
The full issue brief is available at: 
 http://www.chapinhall.org/sites/default/files/publications/
Issue_Brief%2006_23_09.pdf  
Source: Chapin Hall Alert, June 2009 
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Having a Say: Youth and  
Educational Activism 
 
Ever since school was made compulsory for American chil-
dren in the early 20th century, efforts at reform rarely included 
input from youth. But that is changing, as U.S. institutions are 
beginning to value the opinions of youth, and as youth them-
selves have realized their collective power through new net-
working media.  
 

Youth activism on educational 
issues takes many forms. It in-
cludes volunteering within the 
school to help staff or students. It 
also includes fundraising for vari-
ous school projects and programs 
and lobbying administration offi-
cials for changes in policy or cur-
riculum. Other forms of activism 
happen outside of school. Youth 
write letters or launch rallies to 

press elected officials and administrators for changes they be-
lieve in. They also attend board meetings and city council 
meetings to present their cases for reform. 
 
One of the biggest shifts in the past ten years is the presence of 
youth on policy-making boards. Many institutions are realizing 
that youth need to have input on policies that concern them.  
But while sitting on policy boards is important, grassroots 
youth activism, where youth identify a problem in their 
schools and communities and work to fix it, are the most com-
mon—and inclusive—form of activism.  
 
Across the nation, youth raise funds for school programs they 
value, like sports and language clubs, and they counsel their 
peers about health, violence and lifestyle concerns. They pro-
test standardized testing and lobby for more test prep and in-
ternship opportunities. They press lawmakers for more funding 
by taking photos, writing letters and holding rallies, and they 
appeal to city and school officials for help with safety and 
transportation issues. 
 
New technology has been a boon to activism of all kinds. Not 
only does it help youth find pertinent information related to a 
cause, but they can use it to disseminate that information 
quickly and widely. In addition, social networking sites, such 
as Facebook and MySpace, have been extremely useful tools 
for organizing events and lobbying influential individuals. But 
being fluent with technology isn’t enough. To optimize educa-
tion activism, it is first necessary to identify the conditions 
needed to inspire youth to make changes on a local level. 
 
Activism opportunities in the classroom are key to making 
lasting changes in communities. Nicole Yohalem, a program 
officer at the Forum for Youth Investment, explains that lead-
ership training needs to start in the place where youth spend 
much of their time. Equally important is that students take an 
interest in their education. Adults will be unlikely to take you 
seriously unless you are a serious student.  

 
There is power in numbers—especially when it comes to youth 
activism. Thaddeus Ferber, manager of the Youth Policy Ac-
tion Center and program director at the Forum for Youth In-
vestment says, “Youth are more likely to listen to other 
youth.”According to Jeff Duncan-Andrade, co-director of edu-
cation equality at the Cesar Chavez Institute at San Francisco 
State University, recruiting peers has an additional benefit—it 
ensures the longevity of an organization.  
 
But youth can’t work in a vacuum. A sympathetic adult will 
help youth activists not only by sharing his or her experiences 
but also by helping youth gain access to others who might not 
be so open to new ideas. But it isn’t always an opponent who 
prevents youth activists from reaching their goals. Lots of or-
ganizations fizzle out because they have set their aspirations 
too high. According to Duncan-Andrade, setting a reasonable 
goal gives all people the highest chance of success.  
 
Youth activism can be very successful on a grassroots level. 
But, even on that local level, communication with education 
and political officials is a must to make lasting changes. 
 
The full article can be viewed at: http://wkcd.org/
featurestories/2009/07_having_a_say/index.html. 
Source: YouthLearn Newsletter, Issue 161, 8/18/09 
 
 
 

Forty Years After Woodstock, a Gentler 
Generation Gap 
 
Forty years after the Woodstock music festival glorified and 
exacerbated the generational fractures in American life, the 
public today says there are big differences between younger 
and older adults in their values, use of technology, work ethic, 
and respect and tolerance for others. 
   
But this modern generation gap is a much more subdued affair 
than the one that raged in the 1960s, for relatively few Ameri-
cans of any age see it as a source of conflict – either in society 
at large or in their own families. Moreover, there’s now broad 
agreement across the generations about one realm of American 
culture that had been an intense battlefield in the 1960s: the 
music. 
   

In the four decades since Wood-
stock, rock and roll has made the 
journey from the defiant sound-
track of the counterculture to the 
most popular music in the land, 
according to a nationwide tele-
phone survey by the Pew Re-
search Center’s Social & Demo-
graphic Trends project conducted 

from July 20 through Aug. 2 among a nationally representative 
sample of 1,815 people ages 16 and older. 
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Two-thirds of respondents say they listen to rock often (35%) 
or sometimes (30%), placing it ahead of the six other musical 
genres tested in the survey: country, rhythm and blues, hip-
hop, classical, jazz and salsa.  Back in 1966, a national survey 
found that rock and roll was by far the most unpopular music 
in the country.  Nearly half of adults (44%) said they disliked 
it, and only 4% said it was their favorite kind of music.  Today, 
the lone holdouts from rock’s fan base are older adults.  But 
for every age group below age 65, rock is at the top of the 
charts. 
   
One goal of this latest Pew Research survey was to probe more 
deeply into a finding from a Pew Research survey conducted 
earlier this year that showed that 79% of Americans say there 
are major differences now in the point of view of younger and 
older adults.  Forty years ago, in an era of far more overt con-
flict between the generations than there is now, a slightly 
smaller share (74%) of the public said yes to the same ques-
tion.   
 
What could explain the similarities in the two numbers in the 
face of such differences in the two eras?  This latest survey 
appears to solve the mystery.  Yes, there are big differences 
between young and old today in their values, attitudes and be-
haviors, but no, these differences haven’t created conflicts 
between the generations.  To borrow a phrase, the generations 
appear to have found a way to disagree without being disagree-
able.  
  
Moreover, where perceived generational differences exist to-
day about moral values, work ethic and respect for others, to-
day’s young adults – by heavy margins – believe that these 
differences have arisen because their generation hasn’t lived 
up to standards set by older adults. 
   
Some key findings from the survey: 
 
¨ Only about a quarter of the public (26%) says there are 

strong conflicts these days between young people and 
older people.  By contrast, much higher shares of the pub-
lic see strong conflicts today between immigrants and the 
native born (55%); between rich and poor (47%); and be-
tween blacks and whites (39%).   

¨ Despite this spirit of generational rapprochement, over-
whelming shares of the public say the young and old are 
different in many aspects of their lives, including in the 
way they use new technology (87% say very or somewhat 
different); their taste in music (86%); their work ethic 
(80%); their moral values (80%); the respect they show 
others (78%); their political views (74%); their attitudes 
toward different races and groups (70%); and their reli-
gious beliefs (68%).   

¨ By lopsided margins, the public says that older adults are 
superior to younger adults when it comes to their moral 
values, work ethic and respect for others.  Even younger 
adults share in these assessments.  The only exception to 
this pattern has to do with attitudes toward people of dif-
ferent races.  Here, a plurality of the public says that 
younger adults have the upper hand.   

¨ Just as people don’t see much generational conflict today 
in society at large, they don’t see much generational con-
flict in their own families – at least not as much as there 
had been a generation ago.  Only 10% of parents of older 
children say they often have major disagreements with a 
teenage or young adult child.  By contrast, nearly twice as 
many adult respondents (19%) say that when they them-
selves were in their late teens and early 20s, they often 
had major disagreements with their parents.   

¨ Seven-in-ten respondents in our survey were able to cor-
rectly identify what Woodstock was, but among respon-
dents ages 16 to 24, only about half could.   

¨ Descriptions of Woodstock offered by survey respondents 
serve as a reminder of the passions and polarization of the 
times.  For some, it was “a hippie drug-fest”; “a total 
moral mess”; “wild kids having sex.”  For others, it was “a 
love-in”; “a celebration of freedom and new ideas”; “a 
peace festival that was supposed to bring unity and togeth-
erness.”   

 
Source: “Forty Years After Woodstock, A Gentler Generation 
Gap” by Paul Taylor and Richard Morin, Pew Research Cen-
ter, August 2009.   The full report is available here. 
 
 
 

Putting Middle Grades Students on the 
Graduation Path 
 

In a new study from 
Johns Hopkins Uni-
versity, researchers 
were able to pin-
point the time in 
middle school when 
students can be seen 
to have ‘fallen off 
the path’ to high 
school graduation. 
The study sought 
high-yield indicators 

that identified students who, absent intervention, would have 
low odds of graduating and identified at least 25 percent of 
future non-graduates or dropouts.  
 
The report found that sixth graders who failed math or English/
reading, or attended school less than 80 percent of the time, or 
received an unsatisfactory behavior grade in a core course, had 
a 10- to 20-percent chance of graduating on time. Less than 1 
of every 4 students with at least one off-track indicator gradu-
ated within one extra year of on-time graduation. 
 
The study found that in high-poverty environments a student’s 
middle-grade experiences have tremendous impact. During the 
middle grades, students in high-poverty environments are ei-
ther launched on the path to high school graduation or knocked 
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TNOYS – A Time of Transition 
 
August 31st, which marks the close of TNOYS’ fiscal year, 
also denotes the end of an era for TNOYS.  After 24 years of 
contracting with TNOYS to deliver training and technical as-
sistance (T&TA) to the Services to At Risk Youth (STAR) 
Program, and for 10 years to serve the Community Youth De-
velopment (CYD) Program, the Department of Family and 
Protective Services elected instead to award training grants of 
$3,500 to each of the community-based programs DFPS con-
tracts with to provide child abuse prevention and delinquency 
prevention services.  As of 9/1/09, providers must assume re-
sponsibility for seeking out needed training and technical as-
sistance services, per specific guidelines and requiring state 
approval of their choices. 
 
The loss of this contract left a sizable hole in TNOYS’ budget.  
Beginning September 1st some staff lay-offs were necessary, 
and those remaining were operating on a reduced schedule.  

off-track. It is a time when they can close achievement gaps 
and enter high school ready or at least close to ready for stan-
dards-based instruction that leads to college readiness. Alterna-
tively, it is a time when students’ achievement gaps widen; 
forcing them to enter high school still in need of a good middle 
grades education. 
 
Central to increasing the positive impact of the middle grades 
on the nation’s graduation rate is engaging students in the 
quest. Middle grades students need to believe that hard work 
will bring life success, that positive behavior is recognized and 
desired, and that they need to invest their personal agency and 
apply effort to succeed. In many low-performing middle 
schools, however, what students learn is that rules and rewards 
are applied capriciously (i.e., each teacher has different rules), 
that school is something to be endured, that negative behavior 
gets attention, and that doing just enough to get by and pass is 
acceptable.   
 
The most critical challenge is finding ways to improve the 
quality of middle grades coursework and course performance. 
Students who receive high-quality instruction and course as-
signments will learn and advance and, ultimately, graduate 
college-ready. 
 
The full study is available at: 
http://www.nmsa.org/portals/0/pdf/research/
Research_from_the_Field/Policy_Brief_Balfanz.pdf  
Source: YouthLearn Newsletter, Issue 159, 7/14/09 
Referred by: PEN Weekly NewsBlast 
 
 
 

National Runaway Prevention Month - 
November 

 
November is National Runaway Pre-
vention Month. Since 2002, this cam-
paign's goals, spearheaded by the Na-
tional Runaway Switchboard (NRS) 
and the National Network for Youth 
(NN4Y), have been to: 
 

• Increase the awareness of the issues facing runaways, and 
• Educate the public about the solutions and the role they can 
play in preventing youth from running away. 
 
National efforts put a voice to this national problem. In Octo-
ber 2002, President Bush hosted the landmark White House 
Conference on Exploited and Runaway Children. Leaders from 
across the country convened to discuss challenges related to 
runaway youth that our nation must face today. The responsi-
bility to protect America’s young people is shared by all mem-
bers of our society, by government at every level, and by par-
ents in every home. 
 
Over the years, members of Congress have taken steps to com-
memorate National Runaway Prevention Month (NRPM); sup-
porting and recognizing its goals and ideals by introducing 

both House and Senate Resolutions. Proud sponsors of NRPM 
resolutions have included Rep. Judy Biggert (R-IL), Rep. 
Ruben Hinojosa (D-TX), Rep. Jon Porter (R-NV), Rep. Steve 
Israel (D-NY), Sen. Patty Murray (D-WA), Sen. Susan Collins 
(R- ME), Sen. Orrin Hatch (R- UT), Sen. Richard Shelby (R-
AL) and Sen. Blanche Lincoln (D-AK). 
 
Also, in October 2005, England’s Children’s Society invited 
NRS to speak with members of the British Parliament. Spurred 
by the priority the United States has placed on the needs of 
runaway and homeless youth, the Children’s Society called on 
the British Government to set up a national network of shelters 
for runaway children—similar to the system of care including 
NRS' hotline and referral model used by NRS in the US. 
 
When a youth runs away, the impact is felt throughout the en-
tire community. All of us—individuals, businesses, commu-
nity groups, teachers, elected officials, and human service 
agencies—are encouraged to participate in National Runaway 
Prevention Month. Working together to identify resources and 
to help youth develop life skills can make the difference be-
tween a youth running away and/or finding needed resources. 
 
For additional information and resources visit: http://
www.1800runaway.org/rpm/rpm.html  
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Fortunately, TNOYS was already engaged in capacity-building 
efforts to increase earned revenues via fee-for-service T&TA 
and small private contracts, increase membership, and support/
expand existing programming through new grantwriting and 
fundraising strategies.  As this newsletter goes to print, we are 
delighted to report some promising new developments; it en-
courages us to hope for continued good fortunes!  Read on for 
details. 
 
 
 

Meadows Foundation Awards  
Grant to TNOYS  
 
The Texas Network of Youth Services (TNOYS) is proud to 
announce the award of a grant of $151,000 from The Meadows 
Foundation, to maintain our training and support services for 
organizations and staff that serve at-risk youth.  
 
Like most organizational networks, TNOYS supports the infra-
structure of its many members; mostly nonprofit agencies 
struggling to serve their communities with shrinking resources. 
While many networks bolster the executive level, TNOYS’ 
emphasis is on equipping frontline direct care staff and super-
visors with necessary skills and cutting edge interventions re-
quired to help children, youth, and families overcome the chal-
lenging circumstances that would otherwise adversely influ-
ence their futures. Directly benefitting youth, TNOYS pro-
vides therapeutic camp experiences and other youth engage-
ment and enrichment programs employing a positive youth 
development approach—one that celebrates each youth’s 
unique talents, skills, abilities and future potential. 
 
The Meadows Foundation is among the most recognized pri-
vate philanthropies in the country. The Foundation looks for 
programs and services that employ imaginative, innovative 
ways to solve community problems. It seeks to support pro-
jects that can alleviate pain, enhance social skills and promote 
better human relations. TNOYS is appreciative of the support 
of The Meadows Foundation and gratified to be among the 
foundation's esteemed grantees. 
 
 
 

CYD Teen Summit Contract 
 
The Department of Family and Protective Services (DFPS), 
which manages the Community Youth Development (CYD) 
Program as one of its delinquency prevention programs, re-
leased procurement this summer for a contract to provide the 
CYD Teen Summit program.  The Teen Summit is a special 
conference for youth leaders from all 15 funded CYD Pro-
grams across the state; TNOYS held the contract to provide 
this service for eight years previously, but the contract had not 
been re-procured for several years. We look forward to renew-
ing our work with DFPS and with CYD Programs around the 
state, to support this worthwhile project! 
 

Staff Changes at TNOYS 
 
One of our least favorite things is saying goodbye to staff who 
have been vital to the services TNOYS provides.  We had the 
privilege of working with Orlando Martinez as a staff member 
and colleague for over 10 years.  Many CYD and STAR pro-
viders relied on him for remaining both informed and patient 
in helping them navigate changes in the PEI database; he was 
also an energetic trainer who provided regional trainings for 
CYD youth advisory committees (YACs), and much more. 
Orlando and his service-with-a-smile will be missed by many, 
but we are thrilled to report that he is doing very well in a new 
position that will continue to allow him to serve others.  We 
also said good-bye to Sue McElligott.  While Sue’s time at 
TNOYS was shorter her contributions were no less important.  
She was an asset to the programs she served whether in a 
trainer capacity or coordinating delivery of T&TA services.  
We wish them both the very best in their next steps and appre-
ciate their contributions as part of our team! 
 
We also welcome our newest Youth Development Specialist, 
Carina Moreno.  Currently a freshman attending the University 
of Texas at Austin, Carina has been very active in her commu-
nity, and has several years’ experience as a Peer Leader at 
TNOYS PEAKS Camps.  Her responsibilities (10 hrs/wk this 
semester) include assistance with “News for Us” – a quarterly 
newsletter for youth in foster care; PEAKS camps; and the 
CYD Teen Summit.  
 
 
  

TNOYS Conference  
 
This year’s 26th annual training conference, The Strength of 
Youth.  The Power of Community, took place August 19-21 at 
the Doubletree Hotel in Austin.  We were happy to see ap-
proximately 480 youth work professionals attending confer-
ence events.  
 
The Annual TNOYS Membership Meeting, New Member Re-
ception and Annual Awards was held in conjunction with the 
TNOYS conference, on Wednesday, August 19th.  The event 
also included a silent auction.  The PEAKS 25th Anniversary 
Celebration was held on Thursday, August 20th and included a 
buffet dinner, dance, silent auction and  raffle.  
 
     
 

New Members 
 
TNOYS would like to welcome three new individual mem-
bers: Judy Harkins, Hockley; Heather� Stautmeister, Waller; 
and Daniel Anderson, Waller. 
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lies,” in which the Foundation calls on federal leaders, state 
and local decision makers, and children’s advocates to trans-
form how they use data to improve the lives of children. The 
Center for Public Policy Priorities article is available at: http://
www.cppp.org/research.php?aid=901. The 2009 KIDS 
COUNT Data Book is available at: http://
datacenter.kidscount.org/databook/2009/Default.aspx.  
Source: CPPP, Center for Public Policy Priorities, 7/28/09 
 
Report Presents National Data on Child Well-Being 
The Federal Interagency Forum on Child and Family Statistics 
has released "America's Children: Key National Indicators of 
Well-Being, 2009." The Office of Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention is one of the 22 Federal agencies that con-
stitute the Forum. Since 1997, the Forum has published this 
annual report, which provides detailed information on the wel-
fare of children and families, alternating between a compre-
hensive report, as is the case this year, and a condensed ver-
sion highlighting selected indicators. This year's comprehen-
sive report tracks three demographic background measures and 
40 key indicators and features children with special health care 
needs.  The full report can be viewed at: http://childstats.gov/
americaschildren/index.asp.  
Source: JUVJUST, OJJDP, 8/3/09 
 
New Youth Housing Resources Webpage 

To encourage increased pro-
duction of youth housing 
among national and local 
field leaders, the National 
Alliance to End Homeless-
ness has posted a webpage 
dedicated to youth housing 
models, best practices, fund-
ing, and public policy.  The 
webpage also has links to 
various resources developed 
by U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Devel-

opment (HUD), U.S. Department of Health and Human Ser-
vices (HHS), the Corporation for Supportive Housing, and the 
Finance Project. The hope is that the resources will be helpful 
to local organization’s effort to expand the spectrum of hous-
ing opportunities to homeless youth. The National Alliance to 
End Homelessness website is available at: http://
www.endhomelessness.org/content/general/detail/2471.  
Source: National Center for Homeless Education, SERVE 
Center at University of North Carolina at Greensboro 
(UNCG), 8/18/09 
 
Thousands of Ways to Serve 
Find local volunteer opportunities for young people at 
Serve.gov, a new Web site from the Corporation for National 
and Community Service. Search by ZIP Code and keyword. 
Results list how far away opportunities are and whether they 
are suitable for teens. For more advice on locating volunteer 
opportunities, see National Clearinghouse on Families & 
Youth's Lend A Hand brochure. 
Source: National Clearinghouse on Families & Youth, June 
Youth Initiatives Update, June 2009 

A Comprehensive Look at the  
Opportunities to Learn in the U.S. 
The Schott Foundation for Public Education 
has released a new 50-state report on the op-
portunity to learn in America. “Lost Opportu-
nity” is a state-by-state analysis of student 
performance data, reported by state depart-
ments of education, that determines the op-
portunity to learn in all 50 states and the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The Schott Foundation 

used resource models to identify the four core minimum re-
sources that are necessary if a child -- regardless of race, eth-
nicity, or socioeconomic status -- is to have a fair and substan-
tive opportunity to learn: high-quality early childhood educa-
tion; highly qualified teachers and instructors in grades K-12; 
college preparatory curricula that will prepare all youth for 
college, work, and community; and equitable instructional 
resources. Full performance data is available at: http://
blackboysreport.org/otlwebsite/. 
Source: YouthLearn Newsletter, Issue 156, 5/26/09 
Referred by: PEN Weekly NewsBlast 
 
The Children's Budget 
First Focus has a comprehensive guide to federal spending on 
children going back five years, along with descriptions of more 
than 180 programs, graphs and made-to-your-specifications 
analyses.  Discover annual funding information for each feder-
ally supported program that aims to help our nation’s children. 
Boxes are provided which allow you to search for individual 
programs, compare categories of children’s spending, and even 
create a custom category of the programs that matter to you.  
The guide is located at: http://www.childrensbudget.org/  
Source: CFK Update, Connect for Kids, 7/15/09 
 
Troubling Signs for Texas Kids 
Texas kids must come first. Unfortunately, data shows that 
Texas kids are lagging behind. Texas ranks in the bottom third 
of states (34th of 50) on child well-being in a study released by 
the Annie E. Casey Foundation. The national 2009 KIDS 
COUNT Data Book reveals that compared to 2000, in 2007: 
more Texas children lived in economically insecure families, 
and key indicators of infant health worsened. These data are 
particularly troubling because, while they represent most up-
dated information available, they were gathered prior to the 
current economic recession—meaning these indicators of child 
well-being will likely continue to worsen as the data catches 
up with our recent harsh economic realities. The question re-
mains: will Texas remain one of the worst states for child out-
comes, or will we make the necessary investments in public 
structures that encourage child health and economic security?  
This year’s report includes an essay, “Counting What Counts: 
Taking Results Seriously for Vulnerable Children and Fami-



Page 16 

October 26-29, 2009: Office of Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention (OJJDP) national conference, Ensuring 
Safe and Fair Treatment of Youth in the Juvenile Justice Sys-
tem. Austin, TX. 
 
October 28-30, 2009: Texas Child Care Administrators’ Con-
ference, Texas Alliance of Child & Family Services. Omni 
Colonnade Hotel, San Antonio, TX.  For additional informa-
tion go to: http://www.tacfs.org.  
  

Controlling the Spread of H1N1 
The Center for Disease Control has 
issued guidance for homeless and 
emergency shelters related to proce-
dures for controlling the spread of the 
H1N1 virus. Shelters that serve home-
less persons can help protect the health 
of their clients, staff and volunteers 

during this outbreak of novel influenza A (H1N1) by taking 
actions to prevent the spread of influenza. The homeless popu-
lation is diverse, transient, and includes single adults, children 
and families. Much of the homeless population is sheltered, 
but over 40% of them are unsheltered. In addition, events such 
as acts of nature (e.g., hurricanes), reduced access to everyday 
resources, or a disease outbreak may contribute to a rapid in-
crease in emergency shelter usage. Interim recommendations 
to reduce transmission of novel influenza A (H1N1) virus in 
this group setting are available at: http://www.cdc.gov/
h1n1flu/guidance/homeless.htm.   
Source: National Center for Homeless Education email, 9/3/09 
 
Runaway and Homeless Youth and the Law 
The American Bar Association Commission on Homelessness 
and Poverty and National Network for Youth have just re-
leased a new publication dedicated to improving state laws for 
homeless youth. Runaway and Homeless Youth and the Law: 
Model State Statutes is a unique publication that provides 
guidance for policymakers, advocates, attorneys and service 
providers on how state laws can assist homeless and runaway 
youth. The laws were developed by experts in the field with 
input provided during two national conferences. The compre-
hensive resource provides not only model statutes, but back-
ground information and research to provide context for each 
issue. Additionally, the authors have provided commentary to 
assist in the implementation of the law. This publication is a 
necessity for any person or agency interested in improving 
state laws so that these vulnerable youth can find safety, ser-
vices and stability. The book addresses the following legal 
issues faced by runaway and homeless youth and their service 
providers: education; status offenses; family law issues; access 
to health care; LGBTQ youth; immigration; access to custodial 
systems; discharge from custodial systems; housing; identifica-
tion (birth certificates, SS cards); public benefits; access to 
legal services; employment; and legal issues for runaway and 
homeless youth service providers.     
A second manual recently released, Educating Children With-
out Housing: A Primer on Legal Requirements and Implemen-
tation Strategies for Educators, Advocates and Policymakers, 
3rd Edition, provides innovative strategies for educators and 
school administrators, state coordinators and policymakers, 
and advocates and attorneys to play a role in ensuring the edu-
cation rights of children and youth experiencing homelessness.  
The revised edition includes new sections on creating access to 
early childhood education opportunities, the Head Start Act, 
IDEA, the Fostering Connections to Success and Increasing 
Adoptions Act, financial aid and college access and support 
programs.  This third edition contains strategies designed to 
assist communities to exceed compliance and move toward 
greater commitment -- to embody not only the letter but also 

the spirit of the law -- including a new section on collaborating 
with community agencies.  The book also includes a directory 
of resources for educators, advocates, and policymakers.  
  
For information on obtaining either of these manuals, go to: 
http://www.abanet.org/abastore/index.cfm?
section=main&fm=Product.AddToCart&pid=4180014 and 
http://www.abanet.org/abastore/index.cfm?
section=main&fm=Product.AddToCart&pid=4180015 
Source: National Center for Homeless Education (NCHE) 
email, 9/22/09 
 

UnitedHealth HEROES 
UnitedHealth Heroes is a Youth 
Service America grant program 
supporting educators, service-
learning coordinators, community 
groups or organization, and stu-
dents with up to $1,000 to plan 
and implement service projects 
that focus on teen and childhood 
obesity, engage youth ages 5-25 in 
the planning and implementation 
process, and take place during 
Semester Service 2010 (MLK 
Day, January 18, 2009 to Global 

Youth Service Day, April 23-25, 2010). Application deadline 
is Thursday, October 22, 2009 (with permission from YSA 
staff, the deadline can be extended to October 29).  More in-
formation and an online application for this grant is available 
at www.ysa.org/awards.  
Source: Youth Service America email, 10/14/09 
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We encourage you to share your copy of Tex-Net We 
We encourage you to share your copy of Tex-Net 
News with co-workers and friends.  Please let us 
know how we can serve you better! 
 
TEX-NET NEWS is the quarterly newsletter of the 
Texas Network of Youth Services (TNOYS), a 
membership organization whose mission is to pro-
mote excellence in youth service organizations 
through support, training and advocacy.  Membership 
is $50/year for individuals and for organizations 
ranges from $125—$2,200 per year.  For more infor-
mation about TNOYS, see www.tnoys.org.   

 
Theresa Andreas Tod, Executive Director 

Editor, TEX-NET NEWS 
-with Faith Gordon, Christine Gendron,  

Jack Nowicki 
Phone:  (512) 328-6860 
Fax:  (512) 328-6863 

November 4-6, 2009: 5th Annual Strengthening Youth and 
Families: Ideas, Tools, and Practices for Success, Texas Juve-
nile Probation Commission. Omni Austin Hotel at Southpark, 
Austin, TX.  Conference flyer. 
  
November 17-19, 2009: National Runaway and Homeless 
Youth FYSB Grantee Conference.  San Antonio, TX.  http://
www.rhyttac.ou.edu/.  
 
January 24-27, 2010: Symposium 2010: 35 Years of Helping 
Youth Realize the American Dream, National Network for 
Youth. Omni Shoreham Hotel, Washington, DC. For informa-
tion: http://www.nn4youth.org/our-work/symposium. 
  
February 22-23, 2010: 24th Annual Conference on Prevention 
of Child Abuse, Prevent Child Abuse Texas. Sheraton Dallas 
Hotel, Dallas, TX.  For more information visit: http://
www.preventchildabusetexas.org/nextconference.html?
id=ehBfjQoW 

February 24-26, 2010: 19th Annual Texas Social Work Confer-
ence: School Social Workers: Building Hope Today!, School 
of Social Work. Doubletree Hotel, Austin, TX. For informa-
tion visit: http://www.utexas.edu/ssw/ceu/ssw.html.  


