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Summary of AJCA’s Request for Opinions to Dr. Mitchell Wendell

03-18-1999 By Dr. Mitchell Wendell, L.L.B. Ph.D. 4.80
Questions: Is a home state mandated to return non-delinquent runaways under Articles IV,

VI and the Runaway Amendment. Does the mandate include payment of costs of
transportation. If so, does the obligation extend to youth whose parents do not seek such
return. '

03-18-1999 By Dr. Mitchell Wendell, L.L.B. Ph.D. 4.83
Question: Are there any circumstances when a receiving state many deny courtesy
supervision if the parent or legal guardian lives in the receiving state.

03-18-1999 By Dr. Mitchell Wendell, L.L.B. Ph.D. 4.87
Questions: |s a state legally obligated to return a juvenile after that state placed a warrant
into NCIC. Does this extend to “limited warrants.”

03-18-1999 By Dr. Mitchell Wendell, L.L.B. Ph.D. 4.89
Question: Does Article Xll mean that Compact Administrators have the authority to
establish an association which has the authority to establish bylaws, Rules and Regulations
that are binding on all party states and jurisdictions.

Summary of AJCA’s Request for Opinion from NCJFCJ 4.95

07-12-1996 By Judge Lindsay G. Arthur, Minneapolis, Minnesota (provided at the
request of Jim Toner, NCJFCJ for AJCA) 4.96

Situation: Home states not returning juveniles by claiming a lack of funds and it not being
their responsibility. Questions: Are home states that will not return non-delinquent
runaways, probation and parole absconder and escapees in violation of the ICJ. Are home
states required to provide funds for return transportation costs. Are methods of retum
transportation limited by the ICJ, or can they be limited by the AJCA rules and regulations.
Can Article 1l {re: ICJ not superseding parental rights) be used in conjunction with any other

Commentary 4.98
01-10-2003 State of South Carolina v. State of Arizona 4.99
01-14-2003 At Issue: The State of South Carolina has filed a grievance against the State of
02-19-2003 Arizona claiming that Arizona has refused to return to Arizona from South Carolina
a probation absconder who has been picked up in South Carolina and has been
detained there since October 2002. This juvenile has an active Arizona warrant on
file.
11-15-2000 State of Wisconsin v. State of Minnesota 4.106
At Issue: The State of Wisconsin filed a complaint through the emergency process stating
that a 14 year-old Minnesota probationer was placed in the State of Wisconsin illegally and
that even though Minnesota ICJ returned the juvenile to Minnesota, he later returned to
Wisconsin without Wisconsin's approval.
06-22-2000 State of Missouri v. State of Alaska | 4.109

At Issue: The State of Missouri filed a complaint through the AJCA Emergency Option
process stating that a non-delinquent 16 year-old female juvenile who was a runaway from
the State of Alaska and who, since 6-2-00, had been held in a detention center in Missouri
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based on a runaway report filed by the juvenile’s mother via NCIC, was not being returned
in a timely fashion.

06-22-2000 State of Wisconsin v. State of Tennessee | 4.112
At Issue: The State of Wisconsin filed a complaint through the normal process stating that a
19 year-old male juvenile who was an escapee from the State of Wisconsin was held in an
adult jail in Tennessee was not returned to the State of Wisconsin under the ICJ but instead
was released.

05-03-2000 State of Texas v. State of Colorado | 4115
At Issue: The State of Texas filed a complaint through the AJCA Emergency Option
process against the State of Colorado asking that a secure mode of transportation be
provided for the return of a 12 year-old female runaway to the State of Colorado. This 12
year-old was being held in a detention center in Texas pending her return to Colorado.

05-03-2000 State of Texas v. State of Wisconsin | 4.116
At Issue: The State of Texas filed a complaint through the AJCA Emergency Option
process against the State of Wisconsin asking that a secure mode of transportation be
provided for the return of a 16-1/2 year-old non-delinquent female runaway to the State of
Wisconsin. She was picked up in the company of a 30 year-old male and was being held in
a Texas detention center pending her return.

01-19-2000 State of Arkansas v. State of California | 4.117
At Issue: The State of Arkansas filed a complaint through the normal process against the
State of California. The juvenile had been held in a detention center in Arkansas for over a
month, with no steps taken by California to return her, meanwhile accumulating an
inordinate amount of costs in detention fees.

01-19-2000 State of Missouri v. State of Oklahoma | 4.118
At Issue: The State of Missouri filed a complaint through the normal process against the
State of Oklahoma. The “over-age” juvenile was incarcerated in Oklahoma; a Requisition
was issued for his return to Missouri, but the courts in Oklahoma failed to respond to the
requisition.

04-12-1999 State of Texas v. State of lllinois | 4.119
At Issue: The State of Texas filed a complaint through the normal process against the State
of lllinois claiming that Hlinois (Probation) failed to accept a referral on a Texas status
offender. Texas alleged Illinois had violated AJCA Rules and Regulations by refusing to
accept the case and provide supervision through ICJ. Texas further alieged Ilinois
breached ICJ confidentiality rules by releasing the Texas status offender’s records to the
school principal.

04-07-1998 State of California v. State of Indiana | 4.120
At Issue: The State of California filed a complaint through the normal process against the
State of Indiana (Probation) alleging Indiana failed to adhere to ICJ law and AJCA Rules
and Regulations. The specific allegation stated Indiana (Probation) refused to return an
Indiana absconder to the State of Indiana upon the absconder’s apprehension in California.
California sought reimbursement for detention costs incurred beyond the expiration of five
days past the signing of the Form Ill. In addition, California sought reimbursement for
transportation expense.

06-28-1996 State of Texas v. State of California | 4.121
Atissue: The State of Texas filed a complaint through the normal process against the State
of California over the return of a California probation absconder. The juvenile was returned
to California at Texas’ expense. The issue was the failure of California to pay for the airline
ticket; a secondary issue was detention costs. v )
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