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Objectives of the Study 

The Missing Children Research Project was undertaken as 

part of the Federal Solicitor General's missing children 

initiative announced in December, 1985. The broad aims of 

the research were to increase public understanding of the 

missing children problem while providing police and social 

service agencies with information that could assist them in 

devising effective operational strategies. More 

specifically, it addressed three major sets of research 

issues: (a) the extent and nature of missing children cases; 

(b) the nature of the relationship, if any, between missing 

children cases and other types of social problems such as 

family violence, child physical or sexual abuse, and 

juvenile delinquency; 1  and (c) the perceived and actual 

responses to missing children cases by police and social 

service agencies. 

Organization of the Study 

Advisory committees for each site in the stlidy included 
members of the project team and representatives from 

provincial departments responsible for social service and 

policing. These participants provided an invaluable source 
of knowledge and expertise in designing the study and in 

developing strategies for obtaining the information 

necessary to address the research questions effectively. 

The study was carried out between the summer of 1986 
and the winter of 1988 in four police agencies in Canada - 

Due to resource constraints, the methodology adopted proved 
to be incapable of addressing this issue. The Phase 2 findings 
did, however, provide considerable descriptive information on the 
types of social problems and family histories with which chronic 
runaway children must cope. 
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the Surrey R.C.M.P. Detachment, Edmonton Police Service, 

Metro Toronto Police Department, and Montreal Urban 

Community Police Department. 

The data collection involved two overlapping phases. 

In Phase 1, data were obtained directly from police 

occurrence reports collected over a 12-month period from 

December 1, 1986 to November 30, 1987. The Phase 1 database 

was designed to permit analyses that addressed the first 

research question regarding the extent and nature of missing 
children cases. 

Preliminary occurrence data clearly showed that 

runaways represented the largest proportion of the police 

case load (repeat runners comprised about one-half of all 

missing children cases) so it was assumed that the running 
behaviour of these missing children would be most likely to 

have associated problems that could be addressed in Phase 2. 

For these reasons, and because of the limited resources 
available for this project, the focus of the study was on 
runaways. 

Phase 2 involved an in-depth study of 341 missing 

children identified as repeat runners in the study. A 
questionnaire was designed to examine the relationship among 
runaway cases and other types of social problems in cases of 

repeat runaways, in addition to providing information about 

police and social service agency responses. At Surrey, 

Edmonton, and Toronto, interviews were conducted with case 
workers selected by matching social service agency files 
with Phase 1 police occurrence records. In Montreal, 
children and parents as well as case workers were 

interviewed. 

Initially, the intention had been to interview parents 

and children at all  sites. However, because of the 

requirement for police officers to report instances of 
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crimes, including alleged child abuse, the Ministry decided, 

in consultation with the provinces and police involved in 

the study, that the police constables who were the 

researchers in Surrey, Edmonton, and Toronto would not 

interview parents and children. The issue of charging 

responsibility was not a factor in Montreal since the 

researcher was not a police constable. 

Phase 1 Findings 

The major finding of Phase 1 is that the majority . of 

missing children cases reported to the police are runaways. 
Of the 12,446 cases reported to the four police agencies 
over the 12-month period of Phase 1, abductions represented 
only 3% and stranger abductions less than 1% of the total. 
In the study 6,079 runaway children accounted for 86% of the 
total number of cases  reported to the police. Twenty-nine 
percent (29%) of the children identified as runaways were 
classified as repeaters who accounted for 60% of the 10,696 
runaway cases. Thus repeat runners representing 52% of the 
total number of missing children cases constituted the 
largest proportion of the worklôad for police and other 

community resources responding to missing children cases. 

The largest proportion of runaway children (71%) ran 
away from the home of a parent or guardian, 23% from an 
institution or treatment home, and 6% from a foster home. 
The proportion of repeat runners and their rate of 

repetition was higher for institutions. Runners from 
institutions were more likely to be male than female, while 
the reverse was true for runners from parental and foster 
homes. With respect to the frequency of running away during 
the period of research, one child ran away 24  tintes,  while 
only 15% of the children ran away more than twice, 6% more 
than four times, and less than 2% more than eight times. 
The actual frequency of running may.be  higher than indicated 
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by police data, if, for example, there is a reluctance on 

the part of parents to report incidents after a child has 

run away several times. Only 37% of first-time runners 

appear likely to have a second incident; a repetition 

appears to be most likely within two months of the first 

run. 

Fifty-two percent (52%) of the runaway cases stayed 

away for a day or less, while 77% were absent for less than 

a week. The time of running is fairly evenly distributed 

over the days of the week. 

Phase 2 Findings 

Eighty percent (80%) of children identified as repeat 

runners were reported by case workers to have been involved 

in delinquent acts, with 69% using drugs; 14% were reported 
to have experienced physical abuse by the father; 12% by the 
mother or a sibling; and 10% were described as sexually 

abused. Almost two-thirds (60%) had been involved in 

parent/teen conflict and 33% were rejected emotionally by 

the parents. 

As mentioned previously, the study could not 

investigate the causes of running away. The analyses of the 
data obtained did show that, among repeat runners, there was 

invariably the presence of family problems such as parental 
drinking, parental conflict, family/child interaction 

problems, mental illness, spousal abuse, and child physical 
or sexual abuse. On the other hand, the study also showed 

that child's age, gender, number of surrogate parents, 
history of running, and delinquent behaviours were not 

associated with the behaviour patterns of runaways in this 
sample. 

The variety of patterns identified illustrates the 
complexity of the runaway problem and hence the problems of 



social  agencies and police in trying to develop policy 

frameworks and operational strategies to assist these 

missing children. 

Conclusions 

One of the major dilemmas faced by agencies responding 

to missing children incidents has been a lack of reliable 

information on the extent of the problem and on the 

characteristics of children who have gone missing. This 

dearth of relevant information has hampered the development 

of policy, strategies, and programs to deal with the 

problem. Albeit restricted to four police agencies and a 

12-month time period, this study provides a much clearer 

picture of the missing children problem than was previously 

available. Furthermore, the results complement the national 

statistics provided by the Missing Children's Registry of 

the R.C.M.P.. 

Although the importance of abduction cases should not 

be minimized, this study indicates that runaways represent 

the bulk of the missing children problem in Canada for 

police and coMmunity agencies and, indeed, for society. 

This is especially true for those runaways who are likely to 

become repeaters or who join the population of street youth. 

The nature of the runaway cases as described by the 

research results is very complex with no clear patterns 

emerging. Consequently, the implications for policy and 

strategy are much less clear than might have been 

anticipated after a study of this magnitude. It would 

appear, however, that the information generated by this 

study can, to some extent, assist police and social service 

agencies in developing appropriate methods of intervention 

by providing a clearer picture of the extent and nature of 

the missing children problem. 
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Specifically, the different types of missing children 

cases, including parental and stranger abductions, would 

seem to reflect different situations each requiring an 

individualized response for agency intervention and long-

term preventative programs. Importantly, the finding that 

repeat runners represent about 50% of the total number of 

reported missing children cases conclusively demonstrates 

the need to target this group of children for agency 

intervention in order to reduce the largest proportion of 

the workload for police and case workers and provide 

appropriate assistance to these children. 

This project also identifies descriptive categories 

that agencies, particularly the police, can integrate into 

their information systems in an effort to maintain current 

information to permit them to respond more effectively to 

reported cases of missing children. 

Among those case workers who expressed an opinion, 78% 

felt the police response to reported incidents of missing , 

children was helpful while 22% indicated the response was 

not helpful. When case workers were asked what more the 

police could do to improve their response, 24% believed the 

police were doing all they could and another 28% did not 

know what more the police could do. The results also 

indicated that agencies appear to be hampered by the load 
arising from unalleviated numbers of missing children cases, 

in particular, repeat runaways who represent the largest 

group for consideration of remedial action through agency 

intervention. 

Another important aspect of the missing children 

problem is the frustration felt by investigating officers 

and agency workers resulting from the apparent futility of 
their efforts to deal with runaway children being returned 

home "through one door only to leave through another". A 

further frustration is the very short period of absence for 
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about one-half of the runaways with the result that only a 

minimal time period exists for the investigation of and 

solution to the underlying causes of the problem. 

An integral part of the problem for social service 

agencies and police is that of spreading limited resources 

equably over the many areas for which they are responsible. 

Faced with dwindling resources, human service networks seem 

to be becoming more fragmented and increasingly unable to 

meet their own resource commitments let alone provide the 

necessary support to the community, thereby compounding the 

effects of social and economic conditions that significantly 

contribute to family breakdown and, a frequent aftermath, 

running behaviour. 

Furthermore, this study clearly suggests that the 

missing children problem is more of a community problem than 

a police problem. In the future, government intervention 

must endeavour to identify and address the root causes of 

the problem, provide education, formulate polipy, and tailor 

social programs that specifically address those missing 

children who represent the largest component of the workload 

that agencies deal with, notably, repeat runaway children. 

Finally, during the study, liaison between the police, 

social services, and other agencies figured prominently in 

deepening an understanding of each other's perspectives. 

The positive outcomes of these liaisons, along with the 

facilitating communication process that occurred among 

members of the Site Advisory Committees, strongly suggests 

that the missing children problem in Canada will best be 

dealt with through a similar co-operative effort within a 

suitably established network of community services. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The issue of missing children has emerged as one of 

several societal problems that have fuelled mounting public 
concern over the past decade. This concern has been 

reflected in increasing pressure from community-based groups 

for new approaches to these problems by the criminal justice 

system that includes relevant expansion of police resource 
commitments. The dilemma for police services in trying to 

meet these demands is to find a way of spreading limited 

resources uniformly over the many areas for which they are 

responsible without losing public trust and credibility in 
any one. With respect to missing children, efforts to plan 

and develop new operational strategies is hampered by the 

workload arising from unalleviated numbers of missing 
children cases, along with a lack of adequate information 
about them. 

Recognizing these facts, and with full understanding of 
the intensity of public sentiment surrounding the issues, 
the Ministry of the Solicitor General of Canada initiated 
the Missing Children Research Project (M.C.R.P.) in 

December, 1985 as one of four components comprising its 

initiative in the area of missing children. 2  This report 
describes the M.C.R.P., presents major findings, and 

concludes with recommendations regarding future research and 
policy development. 

2The other components of the initiative were the R.C.M.P. 
Missing Children's Registry, an examination of the feasibility of 
a Missing Children Centre, and a National Symposium on Missing 
Children. 



RESEARCH QUESTIONS AND OBJECTIVES 
• 

The first objective of the study was to acquire a clear 

picture of the extent and nature of the problem of missing 

children cases in Canada. A second focus involved a 

possible relationship between these cases and other types of 

1/ 	
social problems, as, for example, physical or sexual child 

abuse, spousal abuse, juvenile delinquency, and street youth 

behaviour. While public anxiety regarding such a 

possibility existed, a Ministry review of missing children 

literature3 found only a few studies suggesting the notion 

of a relationship between associated problems and running 

behaviour. More importantly, no study had attempted to 

explore comprehensively the Canadian situation. 

Finally, the study addressed police and social service 

perceptions to detect any possible discrepancies between 

actual efforts and perceived responses in dealing with 

reported cases of missing children. 

Specific questions relating to these research issues 

were designed to achieve the overall goal of providing the 

public with a better understanding of missing children cases 

11 	in Canada and of generating information that would assist police and social service agencies in developing appropriate 

methods of intervention. 

I/ 	3The result of the Ministry review in 1986 was documented in 
two unpublished papers entitled, Literature Review: Runaways  and 
Stranger Abduction and Parental Abduction: An Overview of the 
Literature.  In addition, another paper was prepared entitled 
Resource Material on Missing Children representing a collection of 

I/ 

	

	

papers on federal law, provincial legislation, and kidnapping by 
non-family members. 
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ANALYSES AND RESULTS 

PHASE 1: OCCURRENCE FILE DATABASE 

Unless otherwise indicated, the results are restricted 

to the 12-month period between December 1, 1986 and 

November 30, 1987 and deal with data combined over sites. 

Owing to varying age cutoffs at each of the sites, caution 

should be exercised in the interpretation of trends between 

15 and 18 years of age. 4  

The Extent of Missing Children Cases 

Data were collected for 12,446 cases. Exploration of 

the factors underlying the total number of cases is beyond 

the scope of this study and, given high variability among 

the data front  each site, attempts to generalize to the 

nation as a whole are not statistically appropriate. 

Further, the full extent of thé missing children problem for 

the four sites may not be accurate since many cases are 

frequently not  reported to police. For example, parents of 

repeat runners might feel awkward about reporting subsequent 

incidents. For reported cases, however, these data 

accurately represent the volume of cases in the three large 

cities of Edmonton, Toronto, and Montreal and also in the 

smaller community of Surrey for the categories, age ranges, 

and time period defined. 

These cities constitute approximately 29% of the 

Canadian population which, according to a Statistics Canada 

estimate, was 25,257,958 on January 1, 1988. 

4The age cutoff is 18 years at Surrey and Edmonton, 17 
years at Montreal up to July 1, 1987 and 18 thereafter, and 
15 years at Toronto. 
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The Characteristics of Missing Children Cases 

To obtain information regarding the nature of the 

missing children problem, specific target groups and their 

major characteristics were identified and described. Where 

appropriate, the results are cited either in terms of number 

of cases or number of children in order to distinguish 

between specific aspects of the data. 

(a) Type of Case  

The 12,446 cases were first broken down by type of case. 

Table 1 clearly shows that runaway cases predominate by 

representing 86% of the tota1. 5  Abductions form only 3% of 

the total, with parental abductions accounting for 2% of 

these, while stranger abductions represent less than 1%. 

Parental abductions where no custody order existed 

occurred almost four times more often than parental 

abductions where a custody order did exist suggesting that 

custody orders should be sought as soon as possible 

following a separation. 

The nine cases classified as stranger abduction 

involved three males, two aged 15 years and one aged 12, and 

six females ranging in age from 9 to 16 years. Of the six 

females, a 13-year-old girl was reported as a runaway on two 

previous and three subsequent  occasions; and a 15-year-old 

male was subsequently reported as a runaway. All but one of 

the nine were found either the same or the next day. 6  

5The figures in Table 1 are relatively consistent 
across sites for which corresponding tables for Surrey, 
Edmonton, Toronto, and Montreal respectively appear in 
Volume II. 

6The outstanding case involves a 12-year-old boy who 
left the house with his father and did not return. The 
father was found dead, and the child is presumed kidnapped 
by his father's assailant. 



Type of Case 

(All 

Categories) 

1 % 

2% 

Total Other 1,427 	 11% 

Grand Total 12,446 	100% 
.1> 
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Table 1 

Various Types of Missing Children Cases 

Abduction 

Stranger 	 9 

Parental (custody order) 	 63 

Parental (no custody order) 	 234 

Relative 	 7 

Non-relative/Known 	 10 

Total Abductions 323 	 3% 

Runaway 

Institution 	 4,024 	 32% 

Foster Home • 	 840 	 7% 

Parent/Guardiana 	 5,832 	 47% 

Total Runaways 10,696 	 86% 

Other 

Lost 	 381 	 3% 

Found/Not Reported Missing 	 178 	 1% 

Miscellaneousb 	 845 	 7% 

Unknown 	 23 

aThe term guardian implies surrogate parenthood provided by a 
relative or friend of the family. 

bThis category comprises the following subcategories: overdue; 
affaire-of-the-heart; invalid complaint; and throwaway. 
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The category "Other" includes 11% of the total number 

of cases, with the "Miscellaneous" category comprising 7%. 

Figure 1 illustrates the proportional differences among the 

three main categories of cases. 

Figure 1, Type of Missing Child Case (Total : 12,446 Cases) 

Abduction 

is Runaway 

E3 Other 

(b) Age by Type-of-Case  

The age data, collapsed in Table 2, show that whereas the 

majority of abductions tend to fall into the 1-to-9 years of 

age category (82%), the majority of runaway cases involve 

children in the 10-to-18 years of age category (94%). 7  

rhe trends in Table 2 are consistent across sites (see 
tables in Volume II). 
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Table 2 

Type of Case by Age Groups for Missing Childrena  

Type of Case 

Abduction 	Runaway 	Other 	Unknown 

Age Groups 

1-9 	232 	82% 	352 	6% 	711 	56% 	10 	63% 

10-18 	50 	18% 	5,679 	94% 	549 	44% 	6 	38% 

ob Total 	282 100% 	6,031 100% 	1,260 100% 	16 101-6-  

aAge data are missing for 89 children. 
bPercentages do not add to 100% due to rounding. 
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Partitioning these age categories further, Figure 2 shows 

that very young children between 1-3 years of age .(41%) 

clearly appear to stand the highest risk of abduction, most 

probably, by a parent; another 27% involved children aged 

4-6 years of age. 

Figure 2, Abductions by Age  Croups  (Total : 282 Cases)* 

7, IA,  

27% 
4 Age data are missing fur 23 cases 

Not surprisingly, Figure 3 depicts that 62% of reported 

incidents of runaways are children aged 13-15 years old with 

only 6% being children under 7 years of age. 

4 Age data are missing for 48 cases 
44 Runa-wa7s aged less than 7 years represent children 

who  had either wandemd off or fled a short distance 
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Future studies may wish to determine whether this early 

behaviour influences future running behaviour of children 

when they reach an older age group. 

(c) Single-Incident versus Multiple-Incident Cases  

Characteristics of missing children were further explored by 

examining the differences between children reported missing 

only once as opposed to those missing more than once. 

Table 3 illustrates that, of the 7,678 children accounting 

for the 12,446 cases, only 25% were multiple-incident 

children, and that this small group accounted for over one-

half (54%) of the cases. 

It is also apparent that the percentage of multiple-

incident children is fairly consistent across sites and  

that, for each of the four sites, a small proportion of the 

total number of children accounted for a substantial 

proportion of the total number of cases. The percentage of, 

cases accounted for by these children fluctuated slightly 

across sites ranging from a low of 46% in Montreal to a high 

of 60% in Edmonton. 

This variation is reflected in differences among the 

average numbers of cases for multiple-incident children, 

appearing in the last row of Table 3. These averages can be 

roughly interpreted as "repetition rates", with Surrey 

having the highest and Montreal the lowest repetition rate 

among the four sites studied. 

Any attempt to arrive at an understanding of the nature 

of missing children cases should take into account thoàe 

children who are involved in more than one incident. 

Appendix A shows that all but 6% (parental abduction - 1% 

and miscellaneous - 5%) of the multiple-incident group of 

children are runaways (94%). Of the latter cases, 51% ran 

from the home of a parent/guardian, 35% from an institution, 

and 8% from a foster home. It is interesting to note that 
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Table 3 

Distribution of Children and Cases for One-Incident and Multiple-Incident Groups, all Types, by Site 

Surrey Edmonton 	 Toronto 	 Montreal 	 Total 

Children 	Cases 	Children 	Cases 	Children 	Cases 	Children 	Cases 	Children 	Cases 

One-Incident 754 	77% 	754 	44% 1,133 71% 	1,133 40% 	1,877 76% 	1,877 	46% 	2,014 77% 	2,014 54% 	5,778 75% 	5,778 46% 

Multiple- 

Incident 	226 	23% 	979 	57% 	469 29% 	1,704 60% 	595 24% 	2,239 	54% 	610 23% 	1,746 46% 	1,900 25% 	6,668 54% 

Total 	 980 100% 1,733 101%* 1,602 100% 	2,837 100% 	2,472 100% 	4,116 100% 	2,624 100% 	3,760 100% 	7,678 100% 	12,446 100% 

Average No. of 

Cases for 

Multiple-Incident 

Children 

"Repetition Rate" 4.3 	 3.6 	 3.8 2.9 	 3.6 

*Percentages do not add to 100% due to rounding. 

Q  
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there were a number of abductions that were also repeat 

cases. 

The majority (74%) of one-incident children are also 

runaways, the remainder being split between the 

miscellaneous (20%) and parental abduction (5%) categories. 

These results clearly indicate that multiple-incident 

runaways represent the largest target group for 

consideration of any remedial action on the part of agency 

intervention. 

(d) From VVhen3 Did the anHdnen Run? 
Table 4 provides a comparison of one-incident and multiple-

incident runaways in terms of the type of runaway case and 

the location from which the child originally ran 

(Institution, Foster Home, or Parent/Guardian Home). As a 

percentage of the total number of children, the majority 

(71%) of the runaway children ran from  the home of a 

parent/guardian, 23% ran from institutions, and only 7% from 
foster homes. 

Seventy-seven percent (77%) of the children running 

from the home of a parent/guardian tend to be one-time 

runners. By contrast, runaways from institutions, comprising 

slightly more than one-half (52%) of single-incidents, show 

the highest rate of repetition (48%). Just over one-third 

(38%) of the foster home runners are repeaters and show a 

repetition rate much higher than that for the parent/ 

guardian category, but not quite as high as that for the 

institution category. 

Further understanding of the way in which multiple-

incident children are distributed across the three locations 

of running origin can be seen with the proportions under the 

Total column in Table 4. Here it is seen that 29% of 

runaway children are in the multiple-incident group and 



5.0 3.9 

Average No. 

of Cases for 

Multiple-Incident 

Children 

"Repetition Rate" 2.6 	 3.6 
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Table 4 

Distribution of Runaway Children and Cases 

For One-Incident and Multiple-Incident Groups 

by Type of Runaway Case 

Type of Runaway Case 

Institution 	 Foster Home 	 Parent/Guardian 	 Total 

Children 	Cases 	Children 	Cases 	Children 	Cases 	Children 	Cases 

Group 

One-Incident 	712 	52% 	712 18% 	245 62% 	245 	29% 3,333 	77% 	3,333 	57% 4,290 71% 	4,290 40% 

Multiple- 

Incident 	 664 	48% 	3,312 82% 	151 38% 	595 	71% 	974 	23% 	2,499 	43% 	1,789 29% 	6,406 60% 

1,376 100% 	4,024 100% 	396 100% 	840 100% 4,307 100% 	5,832 100% 	6,079 100% 	10,696 100% Total 

NJ 
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account for 60% of all runaway cases. 8  

In summary, the institution category has the highest 

rate of repeaters, the parent/guardian category the lowest 

proportions in both cases, and the foster home category lies 

between but closer to the institution than to the 

parent/guardian category. In different words, it can be 

said that most of the runaways ran from the home of a 

parent/guardian and tend to be one-time runners. Of these 

runaways, there is a relatively low rate of repetition, in 

contrast to runaways from institutions and foster homes. 

Any interpretation of these findings must consider a 

number of factors. The proportions of children running from 

the three types of home environments represent only those 

cases reported to the four police services  over the 12-month 

time period. They cannot be used to calculate the 

likelihood of children running away because they do not 

include those children who did not come to the attention of 

the police. However, at each of the sites, it is clear that 

parental homes far outnumber foster homes, and very likely 

that foster homes outnumber institutions. Therefore, the 

probability of running is likely lower for parental homes 

than for those in foster homes and, lower still, for those 

in institutions. However, even this reasoning is offered 

reservedly, as it is not known to what extent reporting 

rates differ among the locations from where the child ran. 

Although institutions and foster homes are, of course, 

required by provincial law to report all missing children 

incidents, parents may fail to report, especially if a child 

has been involved in several previous incidents. 

às 94% of all multiple-case children are runaways, it 
is not surprising that these figures are roughly similar to 
those in the Total column in Table 3. 
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The phenomenon of higher rates of running from 

institutions and foster homes as contrasted with those for 

running from parental homes is evidently related to other 

than demographic factors. Part of the explanation may be 

that children encounter what they feel is a more restrictive 

environment in institutions and foster homes and fail to 

experience a sense of belonging, lack stability, and miss 

the long-term commitment that is more characteristic of 

parental homes. Another factor may be that 

institutionalized children may lack the problem-solving 

skills evident in non-institution children. 

In general, problems of the kind underlying running 

behaviour are probably more easily resolved in parental 

homes; for example, it may be that, after one or two runaway 

episodes, parents are better able to talk things out with 

their children than are foster parents or supervisors in 

institutions. It may also be true that children in 

institutions and foster homes tend to have a more extensive 

history of problems than children who live at home. 

(e) Running Habits of Runaway Children  

The number of times children ran away is depicted in 

Figure 4. 

Figure 4. Number of Running Incidents Reported to Police 
for Runaway Children (Total = 6,079) 
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It is apparent that as the frequency increases, running 

episodes are less likely to be reported to the police. A 

possible explanation is that parents/guardians become 

resigned to the fact that the running behaviour of their 

children cannot be corrected and see little point in 

reporting the incident. It is also plausible that the 

12-month time period examined for this study may have 

influenced these results by restricting the identification 

of seasonal and monthly trends. 

Figure 5 shows the volume of runaway cases for the days 

of the week last seen and found. While there appears to a 

trend for runaway children to leave on a Friday on their 

away-from-home episodes, there is no consistent pattern in 

the day of their return. Sunday and Tuesday appear to be 

the favoured days of return across the sites with Monday 

being the second most frequent day in each site. Further, 

since tliese data represent the volume of cases reported, it 

is not possible to determine whether the same children who 

leave on a Friday are also the same children who return on a 

Monday. These data do not lend, then, credence to the 

belief that, for most children, running away is a weekend 

"lark". 

That Monday is not the most frequently occurring day of 

return is not altogether surprising in view of the finding 

that 52% of runaway cases were a day or less in duration and 

only 17% were for a two to three day absence (see Figure 6). 

In conclusion, there does not appear to be a strong trend 

regarding days of the week for either running away or 

returning., , Leaving on Friday,  does, however, seem; to be i  

consistent. 
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Figure 5, Volume of Runaways for Days of the Wek Last Seen and Found, by Site 	(Total  = 1@,696 Cases) 
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In any case, Figure 6 clearly documents that 69% of the 

runaways returned home within 72 hours, and about 24% of the 

runaway cases involved an absence of a week or more. 

Figure 6, Duration of Absence for Runaway Cases (Total 	1@ ; 696) 

What is not clear is whether only a very few children are 

inclined to stay away for long periods or whether cases in 

which children stay away for long periods are just not 

reported. This contention is reflected in Figure 7 which 

shows the volume of runaways reported by month of first 

incident indicating no significant seasonal trends during 

the 12-month time frame of the study. 
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Figure 7. Volume of Runaways Reported by Month of First Incident 
(Total = 5,724 Children) 
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Jan 	Feb 	Mar 	Apr 	May 	June 	July 	Aug 	Sept 	Oct 
Month of First Incident 

In order to predict whether a first-time runner would 

become a repeater, runaway incidents were recorded for 

January to October to determine in which month the child 

became a repeater case. 9  Table 5 and Figure 8 show the 

month in which each of these children ran for the second 

time. The findings suggest that one-half of runaways who 

repeat will do so within two months and three-quarters of 

them within four months of the first running incident. 

9,January, rather than December, was selected as the 
starting month for this analysis because of a lack of 
historical information in the database on December's 
runaways. 
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Table 5 

Number of Second Incidents Among 

January's 704 First-Time Runaways for 

Each Month, by Site 

Site 

Surrey Edmonton Toronto Montreal 	Total 

Month of 

Second 

Incident 

January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

	

32 	16 	 7 	62 	24% 

	

23 	23 	14 	69 	27% 

	

5 	10 	17 	33 	13% 

	

10 	 9 	 6 	29 	11% 

	

4 	 7 	 5 	18 	7% 

	

6 	 2 	 2 	11 	4% 

	

2 	 3 	 4 	10 	4% 

	

2 	 3 	 4 	10 	4% 

	

1 	 3 	 4 	 9 	3% 

	

1 	 - 	 - 	1 	- 

	

- 	 1 	 2 	7 	3% 

Total 	31 	86 	77 	65 	259 100% 
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Figure 8. Percentages of January's First-Time Runaways 
who had a Second Incident, By Month of Second Incident 
(Total = 704 Children) 

2nd 	3rd 	4ih 	5ih 	6 in 	?th 	8th 	9Ïh 	lith 	Ilth 
I 	. 	 4 

Month of Second Incident 

These results are similar across all four sites studied 

denoting a geographically consistent pattern. w  It is not 

clear, though, whether the patterns are affected by seasonal 

factors. These data did not permit an examination of the 

effects of selecting different months as the starting month 

for tracking runaways. These are questions to be resolved 

by Police Management Information Systems which track missin g . 

children files over time in order to reveal potential 

seasonal fluctuations. 

MA summary of the full results of the tracking, which 
was carried out for each site appears in Volume II. 
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Summary of Findings from Total Sample of 7,678 Children 

In brief, the extent of the missing children problem in 

Surrey, Edmonton, Toronto, and Montreal is such that, 

between December 1, 1986 and November 30, 1987, 12,446 cases 

were reported to police organizations at these four sites, 

their combined populations comprising about 29% of the 

Canadian population. 

Abductions comprised only 3% of the cases reported, 

with parental abductions accounting for 2%, and stranger 

abductions less than 1%. Parental abductions where no 

custody order existed occurred almost four times more 

frequently than parental abductions where a custody order 

did exist. All but one of the nine cases of stranger 

abduction were found either the same or the next day. 

Forty-one percent (41%) of the abductions involved very 

young children 1-3 years of age and another 27% involved 

children in the 4-6 years of age category. 

The majority of the cases were runaways, and within 

this group, multiple-incident children, especially those in 

institutions, constituted the largest work load for police 

because, although they represent only 29% of the runaway 

children, they account for a total of 60% of runaway cases 

and, thus, represent the bulk of the case loads for the 

police participating in this study. 

Runaways from institutions tended to be male, while 

runaways from a parent/guardian or foster home tended to be 

female. Ninety-four percent (94%) of the runaway children 

fell into the 10-to-18 age category with the bulk (62%) of 
the reported incidents being children aged 13-15 years of 

age. 

Generally, children who run away are not likely to 

repeat within a year (71% are one-timers). Among those who 
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repeated, only 15% ran away more than twice, only 6% more 

than four times, and fewer than 2% more than eight times. 

It is, however, not known to what extent these findings are 

influenced by a reluctance on the part of parents to report 

children who run away several times. 

About 77% of the runaway children stayed away for less 

than a week, and 52% were absent 24 hours or less. About 

37% of first-time runners appear likely to have a second 

incident; a repetition appears to be most likely within two 

months of the first run. 
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PHASE 2: QUESTIONNAIRE FILE DATABASE 

Introduction 

Phase 2 involved an indepth study of a sample of 

missing children identified as repeat runners in order to 

examine the relationship between runaway cases and other 

types of social problems. Repeat runaways were selected 

because preliminary occurrence data clearly showed that they 

represented the largest proportion (about one-half) of all 

missing children cases dealt with by the police. It was 

also assumed that the running behaviour of these children 

would be most likely to have associated problems that could 

be addressed in Phase 2. Information was also provided 

about the perceived and actual responses of police and 

social service agency workers with respect to runaway cases 
of missing children. 

A total of 341 Case Worker questionnaires were 

completed (Surrey (71), Edmonton (92), Toronto (109), and 
Montreal (69)). In addition, 31 Parent and 19 Child 
questionnaires from the Montreal site were used for special 
comparisons. 

These small numbers dictate that generalizations cannot 

be made from the Phase 2 results to the total runaway 

population in Canada and, indeed, caution should be 
exercised in making interpretations. Nevertheless, these 

data represent a valuable source of preliminary information 
and contribute to a clearer understanding of the 

relationship between running away and social problems in 
Canada. 

Interview responses from the 341 case workers 

supervising chronic runaways formed the basis of the Phase 2 

analyses. Because of the small sample, data from the 
questionnaires were combined over sites. 
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General Findings 

X General Characteristics  of the  Repeat Runaways  

Since all of the 341 children were registered with a case 

worker, practically all of them in the sample had serious 

problems of adjustment or behaviour. These findings are 

summarized in the following discussion. Figure 9 highlights 

a variety of problem behaviour exhibited by these children. 

Figure 9, Reported Problem Behaviours of Repeat Runaways 
(Total : 341 Children) 

Sexually Abused11111123 

Physically Abused 

Parent/Teen Conflict 

Argues with Parent(s 

History of Deling 

Drug/Alcohol Usage 

School Behav Problem 

91 

259 	300 

School Behaviourial Problems 

The majority (75%) of the children were registered for 

school, mostly for full time attendance, with 77% in either 

elementary, junior high, senior high, or technical school, 

and the remainder in some sort of special education program. 

Seven percent (7%) had been suspended from school. 

Attendance was reported to be very irregular in 31%, 

somewhat irregular in 21%, fairly regular in 29%, and 

regular in 18% of the cases. Performance was reported as 

poor or failing in 60%, average in 26%, good in 9%, and 

excellent in 3% of the runaways. 

9 58 190 150 
Freq 

290 
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Table 6 shows that almost all (92%) of the runaways 

exhibited at least one type of behaviour problem at school, 

with 80% demonstrating several problems. The most 

frequently cited category of problems was discipline (61%), 

followed by failure to do homework (57%), not paying 

attention and irregular attendance (each 55%), temper 

displays (44%), uses abusive language (40%), aggressive 

behaviour (36%), and fights (32%). 

Drug Usage 

Of the 341 runaways, 236 (69%) reportedly used drugs. 

Alcohol was cited in 56% of these, marijuana (49%), hashish 

(33%), cocaine (11%), glue (8%), and crack in 4%. Heroin, 

pills, acid, and Talwin/Ritalin were also reportedly used by 

small percentages of the drug-using children; Pam cooking 

spray and cough syrup were listed for only one child each. 

History of Delinquency .  

A large number of the children (80%) were reported as 

having been involved in delinquent activities, primarily as 
a means of support while away. Of these, shoplifting (44%) 

and stealing money (31%) were the most frequently reported, 

followed by prostitution (19%), vandalism (16%), car 

theft/joy riding and drug dealing each for 30 (11%), and 
breaking and entering (8%). 

In sum, property-related offences predominate while 

crimes against the person", vice-related offences 

(excluding prostitution), and custodial and probation 

offences were reported for only very small percentages of 
the runaways in question. 

11 Includes Arson, Assault, Robbery/Mugging, 
Threatening, and Weapons. 
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Table 6 

Case Workers' Reports of Problem Behaviours 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaways) 
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at School 

Type of School Problem 

Discipline Problem 

Does Not Pay Attention 

Irregular Attendance 

Failure to Do Homework 

Temper Displays 

Uses Abusive Language 

Aggressive Behaviour 

Fights 

No Motivation 

DelinquenCy-Relatedc  

aFrequencies represent multiple responses for the v 

bPercentages are by row, based on the sample of 236 
cited as having problems at school. 

cIncludes promiscuity, stealing, drug use, and peer 

ariable. 

children 

problems. 
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Problem Home Behaviour 

Reported behaviour characteristics of the children 

within their home environments are summarized in Table 7. 

Case workers report that behaviours involving interactions 

with family members (can't be disciplined, argues with 

mother or father, and temper tantrums) are the most 

frequent. About two-thirds (63%) of the runaways have 

parents who are separated and the child was living with the 

mother. 

Disabilities 

The findings reveal that 187 (55%) of the children have 

a disability; 155 (83%) of these being of an emotional  

nature and 12 (6%) with suicidal tendencies, an outcome that 

is unsurprising given the fact that all children in Phase 2 

were registered with a case worker. Thirty-five percent 

(65) of the children suffered from learning problems. There 

is little evidence of sensory or physical disability. 

Leisure Evening Activities 

Table 8 lists various activities in which the 341 

runaways reportedly engage during the evening. Recreational 

activities predominated, some of a sedentary nature carried 

on at home (e.g. chatting with friends (41%), watching T.V. 

and listening to music (35%)), and others associated with a 

high level of excitement and delinquency risk carried on 

outside the home (eg. hanging out in streets (41%), malls 

(23%), pool or video halls (19%), bars (12%), and subways 

(10%)). In contrast, those activities involving Supervised 

Social Activity, Self Development, and Discharge of 

Responsibility attracted considerably fewer numbers of 

children. 
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Table 7 

Case Workers' Reports of Various Behaviours 

of Runaway Children in the Home 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 

Physical/Sexual Activities 

Sexually Abusive 	 1 

Physically Abusive 	 3 	 1% 

Promiscuious 	 1 

Interactions with Family Members 

Argues with Mother 	 172 	 50% 

Argues with Father 	 85 	 25% 

Fights with Siblings 	 66 	 19% 

Can't be Disciplined 	 192 	 56% 

Won't Communicate 	 4 

Temper Tantrums 	 139 	 41% 

Other 

Lies 	 2 

Steals 	 5 	 1% 

No Apparent Problem Behaviour 	 21 	 6% 

Don't Know 	 10 	 3% 

Missing Value 	 38 	 11% 

aFrequencies represent multiple responses for the variable. 
bPercentages are based on the total sample of 341 children. 
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Table 8 

Case Workers' Reports of Various Types of Evening Activities 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 

29 

Supervised Social Activity 

Drop-in Centre 	 6 	 2% 

Youth Group/Church 	 3 	 1% 

Self Development 

Sports 	 33 	 10% 

Music 	 7 	 2% 

Hobbies, Reading 	 18 	 5% 

Discharge of Responsibility 

Homework 	 30 	 9% 

Farm/Group Home Chores 	 5 	 1% 

Other 	 6 	 2% 

Diversions at Home 

Chatting with Friends 	 139 	 41% 

TV/Listening to Music 	 119 	 35% 

Sleeping/Sitting 	 4 	 1% 

Street Activity 

Hanging out in Streets 	 141 	 41% 

Hanging out in Malls 	 80 	 23% 

Hanging out in Bars 	 40 	 12% 

Hanging out in Subway 	 34 	 10% 

Playing Video Games, Pool 	 64 	 19% 

Other 

Overnight with Boyfriend 	 4 	 1% 

Partying 	 3 	 1% 

Bicycling Around 	 1 	 - 

Don't Know/Missing Value 	 53 	 16% 

aFrequencies represent multiple responses for the variable. 

bPercentages are based on the total sample of 341 children. 
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Employment 

Only 67 (20%) of the 341 children are reported as 

working, mostly part time or periodic seasonal employment. 

Jobs include kitchen work, store clerking, waiting on 

tables, babysitting, and various other low-paying tasks, 

with no particular type predominating.  Information  

regarding problems at work was not available for 20 (30%) of 

the children with jobs; another 12 (18%) were reported as 

not having any problems at work. Among the remaining 35, 

inability to take criticism was cited in 15 (43%), irregular 

attendance in 12 (34%), and late arrival in 10 (29%) of the 

cases. 

(b) Living Environment of the Repeat Runaways  

Figure 10 illustrates where the 341 children live. Almost 

one-half (48%) of the runaway children were living in an 

institution at the time they ran away while another one-

quarter (26%) lived at the home of â parent or guardian. In 

comparison with the data in Phase 1, children residing in 

institutions are clearly over-represented. 

Figure 10, Existing Living Environment of Repeat Runaways (Total 	340 Children)* 

4% 

6% 
4 Data are missing for  1  ease 
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It is interesting to note that among those children who 

ran away more than once, they were most likely to be living 

with a parent/guardian as opposed to in an institution (see 

Table 4, page 12). It may well be that the preponderance of 

institutionalized children in the Phase 2 sample - in 

contrast to those in Phase 1 - is due to the fact that 

institution/group home residents be registered with a social 

service agency. 

The status of the natural parent(s) with whom the child 

was living at the time of reporting is set out in Table 9. 

It is clear that, in the majority of cases (71%), the child 

parents were separated and, in most cases, the child was 

living with the mother. It is also noteworthy that the 

mother was more inclined to still be on her own, while the 

separated male parent was as equally likely to be with 

another spouse as he was to be alone. 

Although information about household income was not 

available for 135 of the cases since it is not an item that 

is routinely answered on case worker intake files, Table 10 

suggests that for 43% of the sample it was under $15,000. 

Forty-one percent (41%) had an annual income between $15,001 

and $35,000, and 16% had $35,001 or more. 

Table 11 presents information about various problems in 

the homes where the children were living (or last lived) 

with at least one of their natural parents. While there are 

a wide variety of problems, a few predominate. Of these, 

parent/teen confLict, a term case workers use in describing 

problems involving interaction between children and parents, 

emerges conspicuously as the key problem (60%). In contrast, 

problems for which the child has less control, as, for 

example, parental rejection, parental drinking, parental 

arguing, and spousal abuse are less frequently reported. 

Within the general category of . child abuse, only parental 

rejection is cited frequently (33%); by contrast, slightly 



Table 9 

Various Categories Describing Status of Natural 15arent(s) 

of Runaways with Whom Child Now Lives or Last Lived, 

as Reported by Case Workers 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 
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Total 

Status of Parents Child Lives 

(Lived) With 

Parents Together 	 71 21% 

Child with Male Parent 	 32 	9% 

Parent Alone 	 16 	5% 

Parent with Another Mate (Female) 15 	4% 

Parent with Another Mate (Male) 	1 	- 

Child with Female Parent 	 212 	62% 

Parent Alone 	 119 	35% 

Parent with Another Mate (Male) 	91 27% 

Parent with Another Mate (Female) 	2 	1% 

Don't Know 	 10 	3% 

Missing Value 	 16 	5% 

Total 	 341 100% 

o 
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Table 10 

Case Workers' Reports of Levels of Household Income 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 

Less than $15,000 	 89 	 43% 

$15,001 - $25,000 	 51 	 25% 

$25,001 - $35,000 	 32 	 16% 

$35,001 - $45,000 	 19 	 9% 

$45,001 - $55,000 	 6 	 3% 

$55,001 - $65,000 	 5 	 2% 

More than $65,000 	 4 	 2% 

Don't Know • 	 126 

Missing Value 	 9 

Total 	 341 	 100% 
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Table 11 

Case Workers' Reports of Various Types of Problems 

in Home of One or Both Natural Parents 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 

Child Abuse 

Excessive Discipline 	 6 

Parental Rejection 	 114 

Neglect 	 15 

Physical Abuse by Father 	 49 

Physical Abuse by Mother or Sibling 	41 

Sexual Abuse by Parent 	 35 

Family/Child Interaction 

Parent/Teen Conflict 	 206 

Sibling Conflict 	 3 

Communication Problem 	 2 

Home Background 

Parental Drinking Problem 	 109 

Family Drug Problem 	 5 

Parents Argue 	 83 

Physical Abuse of Mother by Father 	51 

Physical Abuse of Father by Mother 	5 

Physical Abuse of Sibling by Parent 	1 

Sexual Abuse in Family 	 10 

Criminal History in Family 	 7 

Mental Illness in Family 	 15 

Physical Illness in Family 	 2 

Parents Divorcing 	 1 

No Apparent Problems 	 17 

Don't Wish to Say/Don't Know 	 17 

Missing Value 	 23 

aFrequencies represent multiple responses for the variable. 
bPercentages are based on the total sample of 341 children. 
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over one-quarter of the cases reportedly experience physical 

abuse (26%) and one-tenth sexual abuse (10%)  • 12  

Figures for physical or sexual abuse directed at 

someone other than the child (mother, father, sibling) show 

that the child's father physically abused the mother in 15% 

of the cases. Domestic violence, however, does not appear 

to pose as large a threat in the overall picture as do other 

problems in the home. More specifically, parental drinking 

(32%) and arguing (24%) appear to be behaviourial traits 

which the case workers found particularly apparent. 

Table 12 presents various types of problems for the 62 

runaways living in foster homes. Although information is 

unavailable for 32% of these children, the available data do 

not point to serious difficulties. Specifically, no 

apparent problems were reported for 62% of the runaways. 

Again, parent/teen conflict was cited in about one-quarter 

of the cases. Only one child was reported to have been 

sexually abused by his/her foster parent(s). 

Table 13 depicts reports of abuse for children in 

institutions. Of the 164 children, 90% reported no 

instances of abuse while residing in an institution or 

treatment home. However, case workers reported 14 cases of 

child abuse (10 sexual; 2 physical; 1 both physical and 

sexual; and 1 emotional) among these runaways. Some of 

these children may have been similarly abused in the homes 

12At the Toronto Street Youth Symposium in November, 
1987, Covenant House indicated that 90% of the children in 
their intake files had suffered repeated physical or sexual 
abuse in the home. Since the subjects in the Covenant House 
sample came from an older age group, the children in this 
study may have been reluctant to report physical or sexual 
abuse to their case workers. Further, a bias may also be 
inherent in the Covenant House results because subjects were 
Toronto street youth who went to a particular place for 
sanctuary, whereas the M.C.R.P. sample was derived from 
cases reported to the police. 



of Known 

Cases Type of Problem 

■•••• 

Total 62 	• 	99% a  

Table 12 

Various Types of Problems for Runaways in Foster Homes, 

as Reported by Case Workers 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 

36 

Child Abuse 

Sexual Abuse 	 1 	 2% 

Interaction With Child 

Parent/Teen Conflict 	 11 	 26% 

Sibling Conflict 	 2 	 5% 

General Environment 

Mental Illness in Family 	 1 	 2% 

Sibling Suicide 	 1 	 2% 

No Apparent Problem 	 26 	 62% 

Don't Know 	 1 

Missing Value 	 19 

aPercentages do not add up to 100% due to rounding. 
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Table 13 

Case Workers' Reports of Child Abuse 

for Runaways in Institutions 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 
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None 	 122 	 90% 

Physical 	 2 	 1% 

Sexual 	 10 	 7% 

Both Physical and Sexual 	 1 	 1% 

Emotional 	 1 	 1% 

Don't Know 	 7 

Don't Wish to Say 	 1 

Missing Value 	 20 

Total 	 164 	 100% 
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of their natural parents before being institutionalized (see 

Table 12). 

(c)  Social Service  Agencies and Police Responses  

Table 14 shows the length of involvement of the 341 children 

with the reporting social service agency. While 49% had 

apparently been involved for less than a year, just as many 

(51%) had been involved longer, 12% longer than seven years. 

Although not presented here, the majority of case 

workers (75%) reported feeling that the treatment they had 

provided to the children had been somewhat or very helpful. 

Only 3% indicated that it was not at all helpful, although 

5% either selected the Don't Know category or did not 

answer. Among the 311 who apparently felt the child had 

been helped, making the child feel that someone cared (41%) 

and helping him/her to understand the problems (41%) were 

the most frequently cited positive effects, followed by 

giving the child a sense of self-worth (28%). Of the 70% 

who responded to what rfly have detracted from the 

helpfulness of treatment sessions, failure of the child to 

understand the problem (32%), not taking the sessions 

seriously (25%), and not showing up (19%) were factors most 

often mentioned. To a lesser extent, 14% of the case 

workers attributed ineffectiveness to a slow start in 

treatment, 7% to parental attitude, and only 4% to a 

historically problematic family. 

The case workers' assessments of police helpfulness in 

responding to runaway cases appear in Table 15. Over three-

quarters (78%) of the known responses reported police 

response as either very or somewhat helpful, 22% as either 

not very or not at all helpful. Sixty-eight case workers 

chose the Don't Know category. 



f 

% 

of Known 

Cases Number of Years 

39  

Table 14 

Length of Involvement with the Reporting 

Social Service Agency, as Reported by Case Workers 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 

Up to 1 Year 	 162 	 49% 

1-2 Years 	 72 	 22% 

2-7 Years 	 56 	 17% 

More than 7 Years 	 38 	 12% 

Don't Know 	 6 

Missing Value 	 7 

Total 	 341 	 100% 



of Known 

Cases Level of Helpfulness 

Very Helpful 

Somewhat Helpful 

Not Very Helpful 

Not At All Helpful 

Don't Wish to Say 

Don't Know 

Missing Value 

93 	 38% 

97 	 40% 

42 	 17% 

13 	 5% 

1 

68 

27 

40 

Table 15 

Case Workers' Assessments of Helpfulness of 

Police Response to Runaway Cases 

(Sample of 341 Repeat Runaway Children) 

Total 	 341 	 100% 
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In terras of suggesting improvements in police response, 

the study revealed that 24% felt the police were doing all 

they could, 20% suggested an increased use of outside 

resources, 16% indicated putting on more staff, while 14% 

urged faster action. Greater collaboration between parents, 

case workers, the courts and the police was considered to be 

important by 4% of the case workers. Interestingly, four 

case workers advised amending existing legislation to 

increase police authority in dealing with runaway cases. 

Linkage Among Other Social Problems 

It must be stressed again that almost all of the 

children in the sample had experienced problems such as 

physical or sexual abuse, domestic violence or juvenile 

delinquency and that they were all categorized as repeat or 

chronic runaways. There was not, therefore, a comparable 

group of non-runaways so the study was unable to establish a 

relationship between runaway behaviour and frequently 

suggested associated problems. Nevertheless, several 

distinct patterns among these frequently suggested problems 

were identified. These patterns are useful in understanding 

the complexity of the problems with which repeat runaway 

children must deal and hence potentially useful in 

suggesting strategies for dealing with these children. 

In order to facilitate the identification of the major 

characteristics of each of the various "problems" under 

consideration, the KnowledgeSEEKERTm  software program was 

used. This is a program which provides the key factors 

useful in describing the behaviour being studied. Three 

unique analyses, summarized in Figures 11, 12, and 13 were 

generated. 
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a) Child Abuse  

Figure 11 presents the key variables useful in predicting 

the characteristics of repeat runaways who had been abused 

at home. The figure shows that the most important factor to 

predict whether a repeat runaway child had been abused is 

whether there were background problems. Note that among 

those runaways who lived in homes where there were 

background problems, 69% were abused. In contrast, only 35% 

of runaways who lived in homes with no background problems 

identified were similarly abused. 

Following the logic of this analysis, it is noted that 

the major characteristics describing abused repeat runaways  

are that they tended to come from homes with background 

problems such as parental arguing, drinking, and spousal 

abuse; they had a poor level of adjustment in the home; and 

they lived in institutions, treatment homes, or the home of 

a relative or friend. In contrast, non-abused repeat  

runaways tended to come from homes with no background 

problems; they tended not to use marijuana; and they did not 

demonstrate physically or sexually abusive behaviour to 

other family members. 

(b) Family/Child Interaction Problems  

In Figure 12 the most important factor characterizing repeat 

runaway children with family/child interaction problems was 

whether or not they argued with their parent(s) at home 

(76%). In comparison, only 44% of children with interaction 

problems did not argue with their parent(s) at home. 

The major characteristics useful in describing repeat 

runaways with interaction problems is that they tended to 

experience parent/teen conflict, used marijuana, 

demonstrated physically or sexually abusive behaviour at 

home, and came from homes showing poor levels of adjustment. 

In direct contrast, those repeat runaways with no 



Among those With Home Problems  01=168), 
69% were Abused 

Among those with No Home Problems,  (N=169), 
only 35% were Abused 

Child Lives With 
Family/Child Interaction 	 Child Physically/ 
Problems (Parent/Teen Conflict) 	Sexually Abusive 

Level of Adjustment in 
Home Itself 

Very Good 
to 

Somewhat Poor 

30% 
Abused 
(N=30) 

89% 
Abused 
(N=73) 

64% 
Abused 
(N=25) 

63% 
Abused 
(N=40) 

Abusive 

50% 
Abused 
(N=22) 

26% 
Abused 
(N=19) 

No Conflict 

24% 
Abused 
(N=97) 

Not Abusive 
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FIGURE 11: PROFILES OF ABUSED REPEAT RUNAWAYS 

(Includes Physical, Sexual, and Mental Abuse, Neglect, and Parental Rejection) 
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(N=119), only 29% 
were Abused 
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65% 
Abused 
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FIGURE 12: PROFILES OF REPEAT RUNAWAYS WITH FAMILY/CHILD INTERACTION PROBLEMS 

(Includes Parent/Teen Conflict, No Communication, Excess Parental Discipline, Sibling Conflict) 
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(N=186), 76% had Interaction Problems 

T- 
Argues with Parent(s) at Home 
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interaction problems  did not argue with their parent(s) and 

came from homes reflecting good levels of adjustment. 

(c) General Ficwne Background Problems  

Figure 13, on the other hand, clearly shows the inter-

relationship between the various problems experienced by 

these repeat runaways. One-half (50%) of the runaways in 

the sample had experienced home background problems such as 

parental arguing, drinking, and spousal abuse. Children 

living with  these background problems were also found to be 

more likely than others to have experienced physical or 

sexual abuse at home (66%). For non-abused repeat runaways, 

only one-third (33%) revealed background problems of this 

kind. 

Repeat runaway children with no home background 

problems tended not use marijuana, demonstrated good 

adjustment levels at home, and tended not to be abused. 
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FIGURE 13: PROFILES OF REPEAT RUNAWAYS WITH  HOME BACKGROUND PROBLEMS 

(Includes Parents Argue, Drink, Spousal, Suicide/Mental Illness, Physical Illness, Criminal History) 
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Summary of Findings from the Sample of Repeat Runaways 

The Phase 2 data indicate that 83% of the runaways 

registered with a case worker had an emotional problem, and 

35% also demonstrated learning problems. Seventy-seven 

percent (77%) of the children attended school full-time and 

almost two-thirds (60%) of these were either poor performers 

or were failing. Over 90% exhibited problem behaviour at 

school including, irregular attendance, aggressive 

behaviour, temper displays, and failure to do homework. 

A large number (83%) were also involved in delinquent 

activities with shoplifting being the one most frequently 

cited (44%). Sixty-nine percent (69%) of the children are 

reported to be drug users, most notably, alcohol (56%) and 

marijuana (49%). 

In terms of a linkage among other social problems, 

these analyses showed that there was a strong relationship 

between and among readily observable "problems" such as 

child abuse, home background problems, family/child 

interaction problems, and parent/teen conflict. 

These analyses suggest a complex interplay of variables 

that does not lend itself to simple explanation and the 

implication for the development of strategies to address the 

problem are, at this point, not as clear as one would hope 

for. It would appear, then, that an individualized response 

is required for police and social service providers and that 

intervention and long-term preventative programs will have 

to address the underlying problems associated with running 

away such as physical or sexual abuse, alcohol or drug 

abuse, domestic violence, and parent/teen conflict. 

Future studies would do well to compare runaway 

children with those who do not run in an effort to clearly 

identify the links between running behaviour and social 

problems and thereby provide assistance in the development 
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of appropriate intervention strategies by police, by social 

service agencies, and by educational institutions. 
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Type of Case f 	% 	f 	% 	f 	% 

Abduction 

Stranger 	 7 	- 	1 	- 	8 

Parental 	 273 	5% 	12 	1% 	285 	4% 

Relative 	 7 	- 	- 	- 	7 

Non-Relative/Known 5 	- 	- 	- 	5 

Runaway 

Institution 	712 	12% 	664 	35% 1,376 	18% 

Foster Home 	245 	4% 	151 	8% 	396 	5% 

Parent/Guardian 3,333 	58% 	974 	51% 4,307 	56% 

Other 

Miscellaneous a 	1,179 	20% 	96 	5% 1,275 	17% 

Unknown 	 17 	- 	2 	- 	19 

o Total 	5,778 	99-6.b  1,900 	100% 7,678 100% 
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Types of Cases by One-Incident and 

Multiple-Incident Groups of Missing Children 

Group 

One- 	Multiple- 

Incident 	Incident 	Total 

aIncludes Miscellaneous category appearing in Table 2, as well 
as Lost, and Found/Not Reported Missing. 

bPercentages do not add up to 100% due to rounding. 
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