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H epyaocia avaptifnke pe v ouykatdabeomn tng cuyypoeims

[apovoiacn 10V TPOYPAUNATOS KOLVOVIKNG EXAVEVTUENS

«To eumerpino npoeii s Kowotikns Exavodov veapay opactov coflapay eykiudrmy
G& OVO OOTIKES TTOAEICH

Meranmtoaxny eortitpra: Mdko Bloréta

Ewayoyn

Ta poypappata eravodsov ety Kowvétyta (Community re-entry programs ) pacilovtot
OE 0. TPOCEYYION «OLaYEIPIoNg TOV AEPITTOGEMV» (Case management approach) kot
KaAOTTOUVY €va edopa tapepufacewv. Avtég o Ttapepfaoelg Exovv oxedlaoctel yia va fondodv
TOVG KPATOVHEVOVS Vo mpoetolpdlovion yio v oamelevfépmwon tovg amd v kpdtnon,
Bonbavtag tovg va amokTGoVY TIG 0eE10TNTEC TOV OMOLTOVVTOL Y10 VO TPOCUPUOGTOVV LE
gmTLYlOL KOTA TNV EMGTPOPY] TOLG GTNV KOWOTNTO, VO OVIIUETOTIGOUV TIG TPOCMTIKES
TPOKANGELS Kol TOVG TTaPByovTeg OV GYeTILOVTOL Pe TNV EYKANUATIKY) GUUTEPLPOPE KOl VoL
OMNUOVPYNGOLY TIG AmOPOiTNTEG EMAPES KOl oyEcelg e v kowotnta. [MoAdd, av Oyt ta
TEPIGCOTEPQ, ATO OVTE TOL TPOYPAULOTO TEPILOUPEVOVY KATOt0L Lopen emonteiog.

H endvodog oy xowvotnta €£xel meplopiopéveg mbavotnteg emrvyiog. Koatd yevikn opoioyia,
01 £PEVVEG TTOL OVALPEPOVTUL GTNV ETAVEVTOEN EXOLV OVAOEIEEL OTL LITAPYOLV YOUNAG TOCOGTA
VEQPOV OPOCTAOV TOV EMGTPEPOVY GTO GYOAEI0 Kol AoPolTovV, VYNAL T0GOGTH acTadovg
EMOYYEAUOATIKNG OMTOKOTAOTAONG KOl oaveoptnoiog katd v evnAikioon, xabdg kot

AVNGLYNTIKA TOGOGTA EMGTPOPNS TV VEAPADV OPACTMV GTO GUGTNLO TOWVIKNG dIKOLOGVVNG,

L C.T. Griffiths, Y. Dandurand, D. Murdoch, “The Social Reintegration of Offenders and Crime Prevention”,
The International Centre for Criminal Law Reform and Criminal Justice Policy (ICCLR), April 2007, p.5



HOMC Ay xpovioL PETE TV TPOTN Tovg epmAokh.> Toueova pe toug Lipsey, Wilson and
Cothern (2000) to 50% t@v veapdv Jdpoactdv Oa emMOTPEYEL 6T0 ZVOTNUO TOWIKNG
Sucarocvvic .2 Mio épgvva mov €yve o oyéon e o Tpdypappa “Delaware’s Serious Juvenile
Offender Program” avédei&e 61t to 60% tmv veapav dpactdv tov Delaware Eavé culinebnke
gVTOC 6 UNVOV amd TV nuepounvio. amairayng tov.*

Ol Tp®@TOL PNVES LETA TNV AmEAELOEP®OT QaiveTal Vo elval TOAD KPIGIUOL GE GYECGN HE TOVG

veapovg dpaoteg . Louemvo. e tovg Altshuler kot Armstrong (1994) n tepiodog akpiBmg peto

TNV OTOPLAGKIOT €ivol 1O1{TEPO GNUAVTIKT Y10 TV HEIMON TOV TIOOVOTHTOV ETOVEUPAVIONG

™G EYKANUOTIKNG CUUTEPLPOPAG.>

[Mapovoiaon g épevvag

H ovykekpévn perétn e€etdlel v dladikacio TG KOWOTIKNG emavodov (Community re-
entry) oe 413 épnPovg dpdoteg, ot omoiot aédnkay erevbepot pe enonteio amd dnuodco M
Wiotcd popéo (Juvenile Court Commitment)® ano to Sikaothplo ovnhikov, oty Maricopa
¢ molteiog Arizona tov HITA «at otv Philadelphia v molteiog g Pennsylvania to
npdTo eEaunvo mapépPaocng. H épegvva toviler v onpacio tov “getting started right” (éva
omoTo6 Sekivpa), SNAadn v avdykn GuecNS Kot OVCLUGTIKNG Tapéufacng ansvbeiog peta
TNV OTOPLAAKLIOT) TV VEAP®V SpacT®V, Yo TNV TPODONGN Kot TNV SLoTpnoT LG EXLTVYOVG
LOKPOTPODEG NG TPOGUPHOYHC.

2mv épevva coppeteiyov 413 dropa to omoio elyav dampder coPfapd eyKAnpata, GtV
TAgoyneia Tovg, Kakovpynuata. To detypa nrav, loravoewvol (15%) avopeg (92%), Appod-
QUEPIKAVIKNG KaTAy®mYNS (23%), katd péco 6po, nikiag 16,5 ypovov, evd povo 1o 4% ntav

un Ionavéemvng kor Kavkdoiog kot dAlov eBvikottov. Ot teptocOTEPOL TPOEPYOVTAV OO

2 H. Chung, C.A. Schubert, Ed. P. Mulvey, “An Empirical Portrait Of Community Re-entry Among Serious
Juvenile Offenders In Two Metropolitan Cities” Criminal Justice and Behaviour, Vol.34, No.11, November 2007,
p.1403

3 M. W. Lipsey, D. B. Wilson, and L. Cothern, ~Effective intervention for serious juvenile offenders”, U.S.
Department of Justice (USDOJ), Office of Justice Programs (OJP), Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention (OJJDP) Washington DC , 2000.

4 H. Chung, C. A. Schubert, Ed. P. Mulvey, “An Empirical Portrait of Community Re-entry Among Serious
Juvenile Offenders.... Op.cit., 2007, p. 1403

> D. M. Altschuler, T. L. Armstrong, “Intensive aftercare for high-risk juveniles: Policies and procedures’” U.S.
Department of Justice (USDOJ), Office of Justice Programs (OJP), Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention (OJJDP) , Washington, DC 1994, pp. 1-32

6 0 6pog “commitment” £3d apopd 6TV TOWH TOL TPUAEL TO SIKAGTAPLO, T OTOIC GUVETAYETOL T LETAPOPE.
NG VOUIKNG €0BVVNG TOL TOd100 GTO KPATOG KOl GLYVA TEPIAAUPAVEL TNV TOTOOETNON TOL GE WO1MTIKN N KPOTIKN
doun. (Bréme oyetkd “juvenile court terminology” oto https://njdc.info/juvenile-court-terminology/)

" H. Chung, C.A. Schubert, Ed. P. Mulvey, “An Empirical Portrait of Community Re-entry Among Serious
Juvenile Offenders....” 2007, Op. cit, p.1405



v moAtteia g Phadérpelag 77% kol amd LLOVOYOVEIKEG OIKOYEVELEG LE TNV UNTEPA VO
amotelel TOV TPOTAPYIKO YOvEX 52% . LyeTikd e TO LOPPMTIKG EMIMEOO TMOV YOVE®V, NTOV GE
1060010 82% andpottot yopvaciov. O HEcog 6POg TOV GUVOAK®OV TPONYOVUEVOV OVAPOPDV
07O JIKOGTHPLO avNAik@V TV 3 Kot 1 o cofapn SKAGTIKN Katnyopia Tov vEmv ATav T
gykAquata Kot tpocodnmv (37%), To eykARpoTa Kotd g 1toktaiog avépyoviay oto 29%,
ot AT VopKoTIKOVY katd 18% kot aduipata 6miov katd 11%.8

To detypo twv 413 ocvppeteydviov oanedevbepddnke amd Tovg 0kOAOVOOVLE TVTTOLG
EYKOTACTAGEDV :

e  Movdoeg dmov mapéyoviat vanpecies dtapovig 66%

o Ilpoypbppata oyorikng exknaidoevong 15%

e  Movdaodeg TapoyNG VINPECIOV GYETIKA LE TNV YuyikT vyeia 11%

o  Ovlokn 4%

e Movadec 6OV TOPEXOVTOL VINPEGIES GYETIKA LE TOL VAPKOTIKE KoL TO aAkoO) 3%°
Mo cvvortikd, eéetdomray técoepig (4) THmot dedopévmv Tov Ba propovoay va oyetilovtot
LLE TNV EMLTLYN TPOGAPUOYT| KOTE TO TPAOTO EEAUNVO TapEpPaong :

o ANUoypoaeIKa yopaKTNPoTIKd (VA0 , nAkia , eBvikdOTNTA)

o [lopdyoviec mov VTOSEIKVOOVY PEAAOVTIKO KIVOLVO EYKANUATIKNAG CUUTEPLPOPAS 1

GAa opvnTiKG omoteAéopoTald .

o Ot oY£0E1C TOV VEMV L€ TOVG GVVOUNAIKOVS ,TOVG YOVEIS Kot GAAL EVIATKA TPOCMTO

avapopag.

e Ta €idn ™c emTipNONS TOV dikaoTpiov (probation) kot ta 16N TOV KOWOTIK®OV

apoypappdtov (Community- based Services ) (CBSs)

o Aedopéva GYETIKA LLE TNV EPYUCLUKIT] UTACYOA|O KOl TV GOUUETOYN OTV GYOAKY

TOPOKOA0VON OGN KOl OEOOUEVO CYETIKA LLE TNV «OECUEVCT TOV AVIAIKOV pNE TNV

kowétnTor(engagement )1t

8 lbid. pp. 1405-106

% Ibid. p. 1407

10Q¢ napdyovteg emkivdvvoTnTag opiloviar cpupave pe tov Hawkins to epeavi yopakmpiotiké kKivdhvov mov
UTOPOVY VOl EMNPEAGOVY TA. EXLTVYT OTOTELEGLOTO TPOCAPLOYNG KOt ETAVOd0V oty Kowvotnta . Tétow giva :ta
YOPOUKTIPLOTIKA TNG YELTOVIOG , TO EKTOLOEVTIKO EMIMESO TOV YOVEMV , TO IGTOPIKO OVTIKOWMVIKNG CUUTEPLPOPAS
, TO OKOONUOIKO 1 YVOOTIKO EMIMESO , Kot TO 16TOPKd TPoPAnudtov yoykng vyeiog kot eéaptoewv. (PAéne
oyetikd Hawkins, J. D., Herrenkohl, T., Farrington, D. P., Brewer, D., Catalano, R. F., & Harachi, T. W. < A
review of predictors of youth violence’’. In R. Loeber & D. P. Farrington (Eds.), Serious & violent juvenile
offenders: Risk factors and successful interventions, Thousand Oaks, Sage, CA,1998 p.p. 106-146

1 H. Chung, C. A. Schubert, Ed. P. Mulvey, “An Empirical Portrait of Community Re-entry Among Serious
Juvenile Offenders....” Op.cit. pp.1408-1410



O1 véol Tov deiypatog katd ™ ddpKelo, TOV TPMOTOV EEAUNVOV GUUUETEIYAV o6& Téooepls (4)
TUTOVG SIKACTIKMV TPOYPUUUATOV ETITNPNONG Kol G 6 TOTOVE KOWVOTIKDV TPOYPUUUAT®V.
Ta dwaoTikd TPOypAUHTE ETITHPNONG TEPIAAUPAVOV:
e Tnv anmkn empnon (Tpdo®TO pe TPOCHOTO 1] TNAEPOVIKEG GUVOAVTNGELS UE EVOV
APHOSI0 OEIMUOTIKO ETITNPNONG)
e Ilpoypdupata eviatikng emmpnong (onuovpyio OUASIKOV GLVOVTIGEMVY Y10 TNV
evaitsOnronoinon tov Bvudtov kot drug court).
Ta  KowotTik@ mpoypaupate mePAAUPovoy  aTtopikd 1/Kol  OHadIKE  TPOYPALLOTO,
TPOYPAUUOTO EVTOG OTITION, HEPIKO TPOYPOUUUO VOCNAELNG, TpoypaupoTo PBaciopéva ot
OYOAIKN TOPAKOAOVONGN Kot TPOYPAUUOTO ETOYYEALUATIKNG KOTAPTIONC.
Q¢ deikteg OeTIKNG TPOGAPUROYIS OTN KOWOTNTO OempnONKaV: 1| GUUUETOYN GTO GYOAELD, M
EPYOOLOKN OTAGYOANGT Kal 1) dEGUEVOT e TNV KowdtnTo (engagement) ,n onoia avapEpeTon
0TO GLVOLACUO GYOAKNG GLUUETOYNG KO EPYAGLOKNG OTAGYOANOG.
Q¢ dgikTeS APVNTIKNG TPOSUPROYNS BepOnKav: 1 OVTIKOVOVIKY] GUUTEPLPOPA Kol M

gumhokn Eavd oto Tootpa Mowikhg Stkotocivng .12

= TABLE1: Comparisan of Demog mphic and Risk Factos Acrcss Community Reiniesgmtion Ceicomes
=
System invehemant N = 413)  Antisocial Actvity (N = 355)  Sehool Atendance N = 281) Engagemant N = 355}
¥os 1= 143) Nof=270) Yesfh=96 Nojh=25§) Yesjh=188) MNof=83) Yesh=205 Nojh=70
\driabie % % £ % * £ % %
Cemograshic Betrs
Sim pe 08 P .o ns ns
P 682 807 8.8 834 a3 TS 80.0 7o
AZ X8 %3 w2 168 187 w5 oo a4
Gancer ns ns ns ns
Wala 851 800 BB %03 0.4 #E 23 888
Famals 49 we 52 L L] a4 7 "4
Etriciy p= 08 ng ns na
CaucABan 182 137 8.7 134 148 a4 154 88
Hispari 21 88 o 183 187 M|y n4 a4
African American 483 87 5.0 44 621 9.0 58.3 a7
Cihar 35 a7 52 A 35 A8 38 28
M {S0) M (S0) M [50) M (80) M (8D) M S0} M (S0} M [80)
Idaan age 1874(1.08) 1TOINE™ 1TO4N2N EEE(1IT)  185T(1.08) TIR(108)™ 1688 [1.21) 1741 (104"
Fisk faciors
Mean neighborheed deadvanmge 076 {0.82) Q70 (0 B8) oT2(084) .75 (0.88) Q.73 (08T) 084 (0.59) 071 [0.88) 08T (0.88)
Mean parent acucaion 271 ({081) 266 (0.78) 27T(080) 285 (078) (0.78) ) 272(079) 250(0TH)°
Maan age at irst priar 1383 (1.58) 1421 1EM™ 134T (1.80) 1424 (150) 1420 (1.53) 14.08 (1.54)
Mean no.of pricrs (pastyear) 109 (1.48) 071 (087)™  08B(098) 081 (1.10) O7E(1.08) 077 (087
Maan aggressive offending 0.38 (0.20) 030 (019" 0.31 (0.20) 0.3 (020) 031 [0.18) 032 (0.21)
Maan incama o fendng Q44 (0.24) IT [0 2y™ 0aT[2.25) 237024 038 [024) 038 (224
Mean academic commiment <009 (0.48) 002 (082)° =001 (05 -0.00(0.51) 001 (081) =008 (0.52)
% % % » % % » »
Cagnitve defcis 2.4 244 ;0 2.4 243 Fik 25 ;7
Macdfectve Dx 198 10.0 CE] "y 0.2 108 10.2 128
Substance use Dx 50,0 s ar %3 M5 1y £ a4
Friar CBSs 545 07 “®a Qg ®s .4 a5 “r
Note. D = dagnosis: GBSis = community-based services.
“pe 05, “p< 01,* pe 0N

ITivaxog 1

12 |bid.pp.1409-1410



O mivakag 1 mopovctdlel dedopéva GYETIKA pHe TNV €UMAOKN oto Xvotnuoa Ilowvikng
Ako106HVNG , TNV GVTIKOIVOVIKT] GUUTEPLPOPA, TNV GYOMKN TAPAKOAOVON O, TNV EPYACIOKN

ATOGYOANOT| KOl TNV OEGLEVOT| LLE TNV KOWVOTNTO.

Enrioxkn 6to Xvotnua Howikiic Atkoroevvne

Kotd to e€dpnvo mapépPacnc mov perembnke to 65% tov detypoatog dev giye Eava eumAokn
pe to Zuotnud [owikng Atkatoovvng. To 35% mov &lye pumhoxn NTav vedTEPOL TNV NAIKia,
elyav TIG TEPICCOTEPES TPONYOVLEVES OVOPOPES GTO OKAGTNPLO, €AV TNV TPMTN TOLG
avaeopd 6To SIKOGTHPLO G€ veapn NAKia kot glyov dampdéel kupimg adtknpato Bloto Kot
Khomég. Emiong elyav emdei&el pukpn GLUUETOYN OTIC OKOOMUAIKEG OEGUEVGELS KOl TTOV

EMPPETEIS GTN YPNION OLGLAV.

AVTIKOW®OVIKT] GUUTEPLOOPA.

H épevva avédeiEe 0t polic 1o 27% tov ovupeteydviov avépepe OTL ovupeteiye oe
AVTIKOWVOVIKT dpactnplotnTa avtd o eEaunvo Tapéufaong.

2YOMKI TOPpOKoL0VON 6N

2V ook mapoakoiovdnomn cvppeteiye o 71% tov delyparog, evad 10 47% tov delypotog
GUVEYIGE TNV GYOAIKT] GUUUETOYN TOLAGYIGTOV Y10l TO NGV TNG TEPLOJOV.

Epyocwukn artacyoinon

To 42% tov detypatog avépepe OtL epyalotav TtovAdylotov 21 mpeg v Poopdada kot Eva
LEYAAO HEPOG TOV SElYLLATOG OLOTHPNCE TNV EPYACIN TOV TAPOUTAV® OO TOVS PIGOVS UAVES TOV
e&aunvov mapépPfaocnc.

Aéopgvon pe Tnv KowoTnte (engagement)

To 80% t®V GUUUETEYOVI®OV OMOGYOAOVVTIOV EITE EPYOCIOKE €(TE GUUUETEIYE OTN GYOAIKY|
napokorovOnon. Ot véol e avt TNV LETAPANT NTAV, KATA YEVIKY] OLLOAOYIO, LEYAAVTEPOL GE
nAkio Kot TPoEPYOVTAY amd OIKOYEVEIEG LE DYNAOTEPO HOPPMTIKO €MIMESO GE GUYKPION LE

TOVE VIOLOUTOVG VEOUC TOL deiypatoc.t3

13 |bid pp.1410-1413



1414 CRIMINAL JUSTICE AND BEHAVIOR
TABLE 2: Use of Postrelease Court Supervision and Community-Based Services During the Aftercare
Period (N = 355)
Months Unail
Frequency First Contact Intensity Duration
% M sD " sD n SO
Court supervision
Probation (n - 302) 851 123 074 33s 350 418 1.76
Intensive supervision (n = 37) 104 132 094 13.00 16.75 286 165
Court-ordered groups (n ~ 7) 20 1.74 1.50 664 8.30 186 1.86
Drug court (n = 2) <10 1.00 1.00 800 989 250 07
Total supervision (n = 303) 854 1.16 1.61 440 6.60 420 1.73
Community-based services (CBSs)
Individual (n = 61) 172 174 1.30 587 563 a0 1.60
Group (n=27) 786 184 140 530 430 300 1.73
In-home (n -~ 18) 51 217 1.62 368 1.92 300 .n
PartiaVday program (n = 10) 28 130 048 11.72 2.02 150 08s
School-based (n = 29) 82 149 1.02 917 754 290 1.75
Vocational (n - 24) 68 263 1.70 867 9.96 .n 1.00
Total CBSs (n = 124) 349 1.60 1.12 751 738 ais 1.78

Iivoxog 2

O mivakag 2 Teptypaeet Ty avaAoyio Kol Tov oplipd Tov vEmv Tov cuppeteiyav o KOs TOTO
dpacTNPLOTNTOS KOOMG KOt TNV SLAPKELL KOt TNV EVTAOT] TOV TPOYPUUUATOV.

H évtaen (intensity) avimpoconedel Tov aptud tov enap®dv Tov iyav ot vEol €iTe pe ToVg
EMPAETOVTEG TOVC, EITE LE TIC VANPESIES TPOYPOUUUATOV.

H dwapkera (duration) avimmpocwnedel tov aptud Tov VoV T0V GUUUETELOV Ol VEOL GE
pa dedopévn dpactnprora. Onmg avagépetat 6tov mivaka to 85% TtV vEmv GUUUETEXE GE
KAmowo €100¢  JIKOOTIKNG emripnons oAAd povo 1o 35% ovppeteiye o€ KOWOTIKA

npoypéppara (CBSs). M

14 |bid. pp.1413-1414



TABLE 3: C parison of D grapl and Risk Factors among Offenders Who Did and Did Not Use
Postrelease Supervision and Community-Based Services (N = 355)
Supervision Community-Based Servces
Yes i = 303) No fn = 52) Yes in 124) No i = 231)
Vanatie ~ ~ -~ =
Demographic factors
Site p< 001** pe<.Ot
PA 828 615 710 844
AZ 172 385 200 156
Gender ns ns
LEST o914 23 203 2
Female 86 7.7 o7 78
Ethrucity p<.01 p<.On
Caucasian 132 192 218 10.0
Hispansc 215 212 234 66.7
Alrican Armencan 620 538 500 203
Other a3 58 48 30
M SD) M SD) M (SD) M (SD)
Mean age 16.91 (1.21) 17.55 (0.80)" 16.56 (1.16) 1723 (114"
Risk factors
Mean neighborhood desadvantage 0.76 (0.89) 0.62 (0.76) 0.59 (0.84) 082 (0.88)"
Meoan parent aeducation 267 (0.7TT) 2.74 ©92) 2.75 (0.82) 264 (077)
Moan age at first poor 14.15 (1.55) 14.31 (1.42) 14.15 (1.31) 14.18 (1.64)
Mean no. of priors (past year) 0.76 (0.99) 088 (1.41) 0.88 (1.24) 072 (098s)
Mean aggressive offending 0.30 (0.19) 0.37 0.23) 0.32 {0.20) 031 (0.20)
Meoan income offonding 0.36 (0.24) 0.45 ©.24)* 0.38 (0.25) 037 (0.29)
Meoean academic commtment 0.01 (0.51) 0.01 (0.52) 0.01 (0.51) 0.00 (0.52)
- < a, -,
Cognitive deficits 241 173 137 281~
MoodVaffective Dx 103 135 o8 113
Substance use Dx 382 500 455 370
Prior CBSs 432 481 532 30"

Iivoxog 3

O mivakag 3 meptypdeel SNUOYPOELKOVS TOPAYOVTES Kol TOPAYOVTES ETIKIVOVVOTNTOS TOL
EVTOTIGTNKOAY GE EKEIVOLG IOV OEV GLUUETELY OV KOBOLOL GE KAmolo Lopen TopEUPaong Kot G
ekelvoug mov cuppeTeiyav ite TNV JIKAGTIKN EMTNPNGOT, €ITE GE KOWOTIKO TPOYPALLLATO.
Onwg eaivetar kot otov mwivako, oty O1AadEAPELD VITAPYEL LEYUADTEPO TOCOGTO SIKOGTIKNG
emtpnong 89% oe oxéon pe mv [evovAPavia 72%. EmmAéov, mapatnpeitar 41t ot véor mov
GUUUETEIYOV GTO KOWOTIKA TPOYPAUHOTa NTay KUplog vedtepol o€ MAkia, amd AyotEPO
vroPaduiopéves cvvolkieg Ko giyov AdPer Eovd oto mMapeABOGV LOGTAPIEN KOWOTIKADV

npoypappdroy. °

15 |bid pp.1014-1415



TABLE 4: Logistic Regression Models of System Involvement, Antisocial Activity, and Engagement
System Involvement* Antisocial Actvity” Engagement*
(N = 395) N = 340) N - 335)
Predictor Variable B OR B OR B OR
Demographic charactenstics
Philadelphia County -0.49 061 0.14 1.15 1.00 037
Male 097 264) 12 33% 087 239
Age -0.35 o -0.09 0.91 -0.55 058"
Ethnicity ns ns ns ns ns ns
African American® -0.15 086 025 0.78 073 048
Hispanic* 052 168 048 162 0.3 135
Select risk factors
Parental education - - 025 1.2 0.66 194
Antisocial behavior® 020 122 — - - -
Substance use disorder -0.10 090 -
Academic commitment -0.48 062 - - - -
Previous community services 0,62 054 - - — -
Supervision and services
Supervision—intensity 0.03 1.03 0.03 1.08 0.62 185
Supervision—duration -058 056 076 04 083 0.44
Services—ntensity 0.13 088 0.02 098 026 1.30
Services—duration 018 120 -0.08 0.9 0.2 075
Final model stafistics
Chi-square (df) 98.62/13* 91.6710* 83.56/10"*
NA? (% dassdied correctly) 31734 WA 3645
Note. Final analyses were limited to Caucasian, African Amencan, and Hispanic participants because small
bers of youth in the “other” ethnic group caused problems with model gence. B = logistic regr

Iivoxoc 4

O mivaxkog 4 Topovclalel 000UEV CYETIKA LE TNV mionun eumAokn 610 Xvotnuo [Towvikng
Awkotoobvng. Ze oxéon HE TOVG OMNUOYPOQPIKOVS TOPAYOVIEG KOl TOLG TOAPAYOVTES
emKvouvoTTag Qaivetar 0Tt 000l NTOV GE HEYAALTEPN MAKio kol glyav KAver ypnom
KOWOTIKOV TPOypappdtov 610 mTaperbov, elyav Atydtepeg mbavotteg va epumiakodv 61O
Yvomua [owikng Awkarosvvng. Eniong, @aivetat 6tin didpketo kot 1 £VIOGT TOV VINPECIOV
KOl TNG OIKOGTIKTG EMTNPNOoNG cvoyetiletal OeTikd pe v peiwon towv mbavot)Tov ELTAOKNG.

[MopdAinia, @aivetor m ovénuévn Sldpkeld TG OKOCTIKNG EMTNPNONG Vo pelwoe TIg

TOOVOTNTEG GUUUETOYNG OE AVTIKOVOVIKT] GUUTEPLPOPAL.

EmnAéov, mapamnpeiton 6t évraon g emmpnong adénoe tig mbavotnreg 0EGUELONG KATA

85% . H 6éopevon frav mbavotepn otoug kpdtepovg o€ NAkio dpacTeG OOV 01 YOVEIS TOVG

glyov VYMAO PopPOTIKS eminedo. 1

16 |bid pp. 1415-1417




TABLE 5: Follow-Up Logistic Regression Models of Offending and Engagement
Antisocial Activity Engagement*
(N = 166) (N = 163)

Predictor Variable B OR B OR
Select demographic and risk characteristics

Age — — -0.55 0.58*

Gender -1.58 0.21 — —

Parental education — — 0.65 1.91°
Select contextual factors

Peer deviance -0.15 1.45 -0.82 0.44™

Diversity of caring adults -0.09 1.03 0.47 1.60"

Parental monitoring -0.37 1.03 0.09 1.09
Supervision and services

Supervision—intensity 0.03 1.03 0.34 1.40°

Supervision—duration -0.80 0.45*** -0.59 0.55*

Services—intensity 0.03 1.03 0.53 1.70

Services—duration -0.06 0.95 -0.29 0.75
Final model statistics

Chi-square (df) 43./70 8*** 48.55/9""*

NR? (% classified correctly) .34/75.9 .38/79.8

Iivoxog 5

Ytov mivaka 5 Topovctdovtal To AmOTEAEGLATO GYETIKA LE TV OVTIKOWVMVIKT GUUTEPIPOPA
KoL TNV 0EGLEVCT LLE TNV KOWOTNTA, GE GXECN UE TNV NAKIO KOl TO QUAO, TO EKTOULOEVLTIKO
EMinedo TV YoVE®V, TO EMIMEdN TAPEKKAIONG GLVOUNAIK®VY, TNV YOVIKY| emifAeym, TV
EVNAIK®OV TPOCAOTOV OvVAQOPAS OALL Kol GE OXECN UE TNV OPKELD KOL TNV EVTOOT TNG
OKOGTIKNG EMTHPNONG KOl TOV KOWOTIKOV TPOypopupdtov. Daivetar 411 T0 HOPPOTIKO
eninedo TV yovémv, M mAkio kot M Odpkelo Kot M EvTaoTn NG OIKOCTIKNG EMITNPNONG

aEGvouy TIC TOAVOTNTEC dEGpEVONG e TNV Kowvdtnto (engagement).t’

Y VUTEPUCLULOTIKEC TTOPATNPNOELC

AvT 1 HeEAETN TOPEYEL Lol OAOKAN POUEVT] TEPTYPOON KO AVAALGOT TNG O1001KAGT0G ETOVOOOV
AVIAIKOV dpacTdV GORapdV OdIKNUATOV KATO TO TPATO e&dunvo mapépuPaocng, ol onoiot
cvpeova pe tov Snyder (2004) Bsopovvior TANOVGREG «OYNAOD Kivdvvouy. 18
Yvvoyilovtog To evpipata Tapoatnpeitat ot
v H dwkaoctikny emthpnon eiye UeyaldTEPO. TOGOGTO GULUUETOYNC OE OYECM HE TO,
KOwoTwkd mpoypappata. To younAdtePo MTOGOGTO GULUUETOYNG OTA KOWOTIKA
TPOYPALUOTO EIVOL KOTOVONTO OEOOUEVOL OTL OVTEG Ol VIINPETIEG GLVIGTAVTOL KVPIWG
otav €xel evtomoTtel €va GLYKEKPIUEVO TTPOPANUA Kot 1 GLUUETOYN &lvanl cuvnOmC

efedovtikn. QotOGO 01 gpeguvnTég emonuaivovy TV avaykoldtto avénong tomv

KOWOTIKAV TPOYPOUUAT®V Y10, T KOTYopio dpacT®dV vYNnAoy Kivdvvov.

17 Ibid. pp. 1417-1419
4. N. Snyder, “An empirical portrait of the youth re-entry population” Youth Violence and Juvenile Justice, VVol.
2 No. 1, January 2004, pp.39-55.



v 210 60VoAO T®V VE®V TOL delypotoc vrotporiace novo 1o 35%

v Eviumoociokd onueio oxetikd pe to amotedéopota tng emoavéviaéng Osmpeitor to
veyovog 6t to 80% Tov detypoTog elxe VYNAQ eNITESD GLUUETOYNG GTO GYOAEID Ko TNV
EPYOCLOKT ATOCYOANON.

v Ocot eiyav eumiokn pe 1o XOotnuo Ilowikng Atkatoovvng B mopovoialay
OVTIKOWVOVIKT GUUTEPLPOPA, KOTA Eva LEYGAO TOGOGTO, GLVEPRN TOV TPAOTO U VA TOV
e€aunvov mapépuPaong yeyovog mov VTOONADVEL TV 6NPOGIN TOV v EEKIVAG 60T
(getting started right) apéowc petd v endvodo oty KOwoOTnTaA.

V' To dNuoypa@iKd YoupaKTNPLOTIKG Kol 0L TopAyovTee ETKIVOLVOTITAC QaiveTal va pny
emmpedlovv onuovtikd to omoteléopota, 10iog Otav ocvoyetilovior pe AGAleg
petafintés. H povn petafAnt onpoypaeikod YopakInpo Tov eavnke vo ennpedlet
Vv eumAok) oto Xvotnua [Towwkng Awotoovvng frav n nikio, kabog edvnke, 0Tt ot
HeYOADTEPOL GE MAIKIOL OPACTES iV UEWOUEVEG TOAVOTNTES EUTAOKNG, OAAL Kot
peltmpéves mBovOTNTEG GLUUETOYNG GTO KOWOTIKE TPOYPEULATAL.

v H moapékihion Tov cuvounAik®v Kol To EVAMKE TPOCOTO AvoPOPiS OIOTELEGAY
ONUOVTIKOVG TTOPAyovTeg Yo TV Oécpevon pe v kowotnta. Ta gvpiuato avtd
emPBePaidvouv TN oNUOGI0 TOV KOWOVIKOD TAOLGIOV HEGO GTO OTOI0 EMIGTPEQPEL O
OVIAIKOG GE€ GYECT LE TNV OULOAT TPOGAPLOYT TOL GTN KOW®Via.

v’ Zg yevikéc ypappéc, eoiveTal ol Kovmvikol mapdyovieg va exnpedlovv v OeTiky
TPOGOPUOYY] TOVG GTNV KOWOTNTO, €VA 1 OWKOCTIKY ETITHPNON KOl TO KOWOTIKE
TPOYPALLOTO VO LELOVOLV Ta apvNTIKG amoTteAéspata. [To cuykekpipéva, 6Gov apopd
TOL KOWVOTIKG TPOYPAULOTO, 1| EVTACT] TNG GLUUETOYNG KOL Ol GLYVES EMOPES LLE TOVG
VEHOLVOLG TV TPOYPOUUATOV, Lei®GOV TIC TOAVOTNTES CLUUETOYNG OTO ZVCTNUO
[Towikng Awooovvng .

Téhog, evd obupove pe TPOyevESTEPES £€peuveg 1 OKOOTIKY emitnpnon  &lvan
OVOTTOTELECLLATIKY], 1] CVYKEKPUEVT £pevva giye O0eTika amoterléopata. Avtod eénysitan
Ywti gotiooe 610 TPpOTO EAUNVO TOPERPaong, KATL TO omoio dev elyav KAvel ot GAAEG
épevves. 'Etot, avadelyOnke O6tL avty n mepiodog amotelel pa iaitepa Kpioun ypovikn

nepiodo, omov o1 TaPeUPAGELS LTOPEL VO EIVOL KOTAAVTIKES Y10l TNV OLLOAY] ETAVEVTAED.
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Evvololoyikéc mapatnpnoelg Kot Oewpntikég mpoceyyioelg

H évvola ¢ Kowveovikng erovévtagng

Me 10V 0p0 «KOWOVIKY ETavEVTAEN» VOEiTAL : «] vTofonBnon twv Katadikwy atny Tpoomadeio
TOVG, TOOO KATA TV EKTION THS TOIVHS TODS 000 KO UETO, A0 OOTHV, VO, ETITOYXOVY THV OUOAN
UETGPacN TOVS oTHY KOIVWVIO, améxovias amd v tédeon véwv eyrinudrovy® H kowovi
EMOVEVTOEN GLYVA TEPLYPAPETOL OC 1) VITOCTNPLEN TOV TAPEXETAL GTOVG KOTAOIKACHEVTEG KT
Vv O1dpKeED. TG €MOVOOOV TOVG GTNV KOW®ViDL HETO TNV OmO@ULAAKIoT. Qot0c0, £vag
evpOTEPOG OpPopOg mepthapfdavel kol opiopéves mopepnPdoelg ov omoieg pmopovv va
TPAYLATOTOMN B0V LETA TNV GUAANYN TOL OPACTY, LE EVOAAOKTIKG LETPOL TNG GTEPNTIKNG TNG
elevbeplag mowvng kol o€ ocuvdvaoud HE TNV KOTAAANAN peToyeipton Tov Opdotn va
AmOTPEYOLV TNV EUTAOKN TOV UE TO GUOTNUO, TOWIKNG Otkaoovvne. H petayeipion avty
pmopet vo meptiapPavel v emPorn KupOGE®V PACICUEVOV GTNV KOWOTNTO Kot Ol TNV
(QLAAKION, LE GTOYO VO, ATOPELYHOVV 01 GTIYUATIOTIKEG GUVETELES TNG TOWVNG TOV EYKAEIGLLOV.
Ao Vv GAAN Y 660V KOTaSKALOVTOL GE TTOWN QUAAKIONG ,1 KOTOAANAN peToyEiplon
nephapPdvetl S10pOTIKG TPOYPAULOTO KOTE TNV SIAPKELL TOV EYKAEIGLOV Kol «TOPERPAGELS

neténerta gpovridacy (aftercare period interventions)?

Hapayovreg draxivovveveng

Baoikdg muddvag tov  amotelecpoTik®v tapeppdocwv eraveévtadng, sivaln mpdyvoon tov
«apoyovtov drakivovvevenoy(risk factors) mov pmopei va 0dnyncovv oty vrotpony.
«2oupwva ue ™ Pifrioypapio. o1 TOPAYOVTEG «OIOKIVODVEDGHSY YIO. THY DTOTPOTH OLOKPIVOVTOL
0€ «GTATIKOUG) KAl «ODVOUIKOUSH. 2THV TEPITTWTN TOV (GTATIKMOV) TAPAYOVTWY (1.). nAikio,
P00, 10TOPIKO TOPOPOTIKNG COUTEPIPOPAS) OEV EIVOL EPIKTH N TOPEULOCH KOl TPOTOTOINGN GE
avtifeon pue Tovg «SVVOULKODSH ToPayovTeS o1 omoiol Oswpodviol v OvVAuEL UETOPOAAOUEVOL
(ovTiKoIvavikes alies, OUUTEPIPOPES, QVTIANWEIS) KOl MG €K TODTOD TPOOPEPOVIAL VIO THV

QVATTTOEN TTPATHYIKDY TPOANYNS KOL OVTIUETOTLONS THS DITOTPOTHCH

B KA. Zmvéln , N. E. Kovpdaxng , M. T1. Kpovidiotn, «AeCixé eyrinuatoloyiagy», Toémog, ABva. , 2018 , 6.729
20 T, Curt, Ph.D. Griffiths, Y. Dandurand, D. Murdoch, “The Social Reintegration of Offenders and Crime
Prevention’’ The International Centre for Criminal Law Reform and Criminal Justice Policy (ICCLR), April
2007, pp. 3-4

X . Zapagavitov, E. Kovtomovrov, M. Agpméon, K. TTavéyog, «To QaivOpEVo TS VITOTPOTHS OOGUARKIGHEVOVY
otv EAMGda: Epmepikd dedopéva kot katevbHveelg yio v avteyKANUOTIKY TOMTIKY] KOl TNV KOW®OVIKN
emavévtaény Emdvodog, Aeképfprog 2017, o. 20
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2T00G «OVVOUIKOVS TaPAyovTES) TepAauPdvovtol moapdpetpol ot onoiec oyetiovion pe
OTOMIKE Kot TEPPAAAOVTIKG GTOLYEIDL ,0TTOC SLAPOPO YOPAKTNPLOTIK( TG TPOSHOTIKATNTOS TOV
aTOLOV, M SloTaPay] CUUTEPIPOPAC, 1| XPNOT VOPKOTIKAOV 0VGIMV, 1) bITofadicpuévn meploym
KOTOWKIOG, TO YOUNAO KOW®MVIKO KOl OIKOVOUIKO EMITEDO TOV TEPPAAAOVTOG EVTHG TOV 0TOI0V
SProvet Eva ATOHO, 01 PIMKES GUVAVACTPOPES e AAAOVG GLVOUNAIKOLG TaPaPaTES K.AT. LAV
Kol €xet dlepeuvnOel Lo TAELAO TOPAYOVTI®V CYETIKE LE TNV VTOTPOTN, Ol TAPAYOVTEG OVTOT
dvvavtal vo Topovctdlovy dlopopomoinon avaioyo pe To 100G TG EYKANUATIKNG OpAcG Kot
TO NAIKLOKO GTAS0 TO 01010 d1avOEL £val ATOUO KOODS Kot avaAoYa e TNV OAANAETIOPOGT) TOV
ToPoVCIALovy He GAAOVE TOPAYOVTEG «OLOKIVOVVEVCTG» OAAL KOL LLE KTPOCTATEVTIKOVS) OO
TNV LTOTPOTN napéwovrag.zz

Ilpoorarevtinoi mapdyovreg

«Or Losel kau Farrington xatpyopiomoinooy tovg «mpoGTATEVTIKOVS) TOPAYOVTES 0E 5
opaoeg: (1) atouixa yaparxtnpiotika, (2) owkoyévela, (3) oyoiiko mepiffoiiov, (4) covouniikor
5) yopaxtyprotia meproyns koroikiog. H dpaon tov « mpoototevtikody mopdyovio Umopel ite
va. aufldver Ty Opaon evOg mapPGyoOVIa. «OLOKIVODVEDOHSY EITE VA OLAKOWEL TH OPACH UIOG
QAVTIOOG TOPOYOVIWV «OIOKIVODVEDGNCH 1 VO, EUTTOOIOEL EVIEAMS TNV EUPAVITN THS OPATHS EVOS
Tapayovro. «010k1vovveoansy. Ol «TPOOTATEVTIKOLY TOPAYOVIES OLOKPIVOVIOL GE EYYPEVEIS
(XOPOKTHPLOTIKG, TPOCWOTIKOTNTOS, ENITEOO QVTOEAEYYOV, OUTOEIKOVA. K.AT..) Koi EE@YEVEIS N

TEPITOCIOKODS (01KOYEVELQ, TVVOUALKOL, GYoMKG TEPLfEALoV, KovoTHTA K.AT. )»%

H nepiodog ¢ peténeito gpovtidag (aftercare period)

O opog aftercare period «petémerta QPovTido» TePypapel GLVNOMS Lo, YPOVIKT TEPI0OO
LETE TNV OMOPULAAKIOT) OTOV 01 VEUPOTL dPAGTEG TOPAUEVOLV LITO TNV SKAL0O0GT TNG TOVIKNG
dkatoovuvng avnAikmv. O 0poc avaeépetatl oe o Tepiodo 6 UNvoV KATA TV OLAPKELD TNG
omoiog M mapoyr| emonteiog HETE TV ameAevBépmon, N TepiBaiymn Kot 1 TOPOYN KOVOTIKDOV
vampecwdv Bewpeitonr (OTIKNG onuaciog Yy TNV TPo®Onom oG EMTLXOVS EQAPUOYNS
emovévtaéng oty Kowvotnto.?

Youpwvo pe tovg Altshuler ko Armstrong (1994) ypnoipomotodpe tov Opo KOW®VIKN

EMOVEVTAET Y10 VO TOVIGOVLE L0 OMOTIKY) TPOGEYYIOT) GE GYECN LE TO MG AEITOVPYOLV 01 VEOL

22 |bid. p.p.21-22

23 |bid. pp. 36-37.

2 H. Chung, C. A. Schubert, Ed. P. Mulvey, “An Empirical Portrait of Community Re-entry Among Serious
Juvenile Offenders....”, Op.cit., pp.1403-1404.
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HEGO OTIC OIKOYEVELEG TOVG, TIG KOWVOTNTEG, TO OIKAGTIKO GUGTNILO KOl TNV EVPVTEPT] KOWVOVIaL.
"Exelr vmoompiybei 611 o1 kowvotikég vanpecieg Ba eivan amoteleopotikég oto Pabud mov Ha
UTopovy va €EIGOPPOTNCOLVV TIG €VTOAES TOv Xvotnuatog [lowikhg Awaioovvng pHe TIg
OVOTTTOELKES OVAYKES TOV VEAPOY Spactdv. 2

AvT6¢ 0 TOMOG «avamTLElaKNG TPOGEYYIoNS» AdpPavel VIOWYIV TOL TOGO TOVG TAPAYOVTEG
EMKIVOLVOTNTOG OGO KO TOVG TPOGTATEVTIKOVS TOPAYOVTEG Kot LIOYpouuilel v avéykn
€&ETAONG TOV AMOTEAEGUATOV, GE OXEGN OYL LOVO LE TNV AVTIKOW®VIKY CUUTEPLUPOPE KOl TNV
VTOTPOTN OAAG KOL LE TNV GYOAIKN TOPUKOAOVONGN KOl TNV EMAYYEALOTIKY OmacyOANOT).
Eniong vroypappiler v avaykn HEAETNG KOWMVIKOV TOPOYOVIOV OTMG Ol OIKOYEVEINKES
oy€oelg, 1 ofimon, ol emppoEs TG TOPENS TOV GVVOUNAK®V Kol AL, H épguva oyeTikd e
TV TOPOYN] KOWOTIK®V VLANPECIOV €ivol TEPLOPIGUEVT], O10TL Ol TEPICCOTEPEG MEAETEG
EMIKEVIPMOVOVTOL OTNV TEKUNPIOON TOV EYKANUOTIKOV OTOTEAEGUATOV Kol Oyl oIV

KOTOVONGT TOL TG o eMTEVYOEL 1] TPOGAPLOYH TOV VEAPOV SPAGTHOY TNV KOvoOTHTAL. 2

To povtélo IAP (Intensive Aftercare Program)

Méypt onuepa ta MO TEPEKTIKA OEOOUEVO GE GYECT UE TNV «EMAVOOO GTNV KOWOTNTO»
TPOEPYOVTOL OO TIG TEWPOUATIKEG EKTIUNGEG ToL «povréhov IAP» (Intensive Aftercare
Program) to omoio dtatummbnke amd tovg Altshuler kar Armstrong (1994). To povtého avtd
BacileTon e ELPNUOTA TOV OVAOEIKVOOLV OTL 1 EXITHPNOT UETA TNV AmEAEVOEPOT dev apKel
Yoo TV pelmon TG LVROTPOTNG TV OVNAMK®V KOl GUVICTO TNV TOPOoY OLYVIS Kol
GUVTOVIGUEVIG EMITHPIG|G KOL TOVTOYPOVI] EQUPLOYT KOWVOTIKAV tpoypoppdatov (CBSS)
TPV KoL LETA TNV ameAevBEépwon Tov avnAikov dpactav . [TapdAinia tovilel tnv peAétn tov
TEPLOYDV TOL GLVMOSTILOVTOL 01 VEOL, 01 OTOiEC GVVOLOVTOL BE®PNTIKE KO EUTEIPIKE pE TNV
VIOTPOTY GE GYECT| LE TV TOPEKKAIGT ToV cuvopnikev (peer deviance).?’

To «povtého AP Baciletar og mévte Pacikég apyég TPOyPALLOTIKNG dpdiong ot omoieg glvan
OTOPOLTNTEG Y10 1oL EMLTVYY] TOPEUPOCT KATA TNV TEPIOO0 TNG KUETEMELTA PPOVTIONC.

[T ovykekpéva:

% D. M Altschuler, T. L Armstrong, “Intensive aftercare for high-risk juveniles: Policies and procedures’” U.S.
Department of Justice, op.cit. pp.1-32

% H, Chung, C. A. Schubert, Ed. P. Mulvey, “An Empirical Portrait of Community Re-entry Among Serious
Juvenile Offenders.... Op.cit. pp.1403-1404

2D. M Altschuler, T. L Armstrong, “Intensive aftercare for high-risk juveniles: Policies and procedures’” U.S.
Department of Justice, pp.1-32
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» Tlpoetolpacio TV veapdv dpactdv Yo ovénuévn vrevbovotnta kot erevdepia
KIWVIGEMV KOTA TNV ETIGTPOPT] TOVS GTNV KOWOTNTO

»  AlevkoéAvvon g OAANAETIOPOOTG KOt TNG GUUUETOYNG TV VEOV LE TNV KOWOTNTO

» Zovepyooio TOV VEUPOV dPOCTAOV [E TO VTOGTNPIKTIKO KOWWOVIKO TEPPUAAOV TOVG
(owoyéveleg , mopéeg CLVOUNMK®V ,GYOAEl0, €PYOOOTEC) Yo TNV Ompiovpyio
EMOIKOOOUNTIKNG OAANAETIOpOONC Kot TNV O1EVKOAVVOT TNG EMTVYOVS TPOCUPLOYNG
NV KOwoTNnTa

» Avémtuén TOpwv Kol VTOGTNPIKTIKOV TPOYPOUUAT®V OTTOV Ypetdletal

» 'Eleyyoc kot mopakoAodnon 1060 TV VEAP®Y dpacTiV, 0G0 Kol TNG KOWOTNTOG
OYETIKA IE TO OV 1] CAANAETIOPOOT] TOVS GUUPBAAEL OC TPOG TNV TAPOUYDYIKOTNTO, KO

TV &Yo pepdv 28

Melhovtikég KatevBivoelg

Eme1dn apketéc Epevveg £xovv avadeiEetl 6tin déopevon pe Ty Kowvotnta (engagement) dev
KPOTAEL Yo peydAa ypovikd dtaoctiuoto 0o tpénet va diepevvnOel mepetaipo n dadikoacio
EMOVEVTOENG Y10 LEYOADTEPA YPOVIKE SLoGTHLATA £TGL OGTE Vo ovadelyBodv TpofAnpata wov
umopet va oyetiCovron pe to Lvotnpa [owikng Awotoshving kot Tig mapeOUEVESG VIINPECIES.
Emiong elvar onuavtikd va diepguvnbel yiati or mePoedTEPOL VEOL OEV PN OLUOTOIOVV
Kowotikd mpoypdupata. ITo ovykekpiuéva mpémer va dgpevvnbel 1 modtto TV
TAPEXOUEVOV VANPECIOV KOt T KATOAANAOANTO OVTIOTOTYIONG TV VEWOV LE TO TPOYPELLLLLOTOL
VINPESIOV. ANAadn KATA TOGO QVTO OVIIGTOLOLV OTNV EEATOUIKELUEVT] TPOCEYYION TNG
TPOCOTIKOTNTAG TOV OVNMK®V, 6€ cuvdLAcUO pHe GAAOVLG Topdyovteg mov Umopel va
emmpedlovv v ocvumeprpopd tovg. Téhog elvar onuovtikd m gvBovn 10V EAEYYOL TOV
KOWOTIKAV TPOYPAUUATOV VO ETUEPIGTEL GTO TOMIKO SIKAGTIPLO GE GLVEPYUGIOL LLE TO TOTIKE.

KOWVOTIKG, TPOYPAUILATO KOL VOL [NV EMOPIETOL GE £VOL KPATIKO OpYOVIGUO emomteiog. 2

8310 1810 ogh. 4
HeLen Chung Carol A. Schubert Edward P. Mulvey, > An Empirical Portrait of Community Re-entry Among
Serious Juvenile Offenders.... d.z p.p.1422-1423
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