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The one thing that all children in Juvenile detention facilities have in common is that somewhere along the line 

they were let down. It may have been a parent, a teacher, a sibling, or a friend, but the bottom line is someone some-

where let them down.  There are an infinite amount of scenarios that tell their story; maybe someone led them down 

the wrong path with drugs and alcohol; maybe someone whom they trusted molested them and through that act, 

they have issues trusting anyone;   maybe they just don’t know what it feels like to be unconditionally loved.  Those 

people that let them down are everything that have grounded that child with society and once the bars close there 

is a disconnect with the youth and the world.  Not only has that child lost their connection with society, but they 

have also lost their connection with life.  The only way for that youth to be heard again is if that youth has a voice.

For a voice to be heard there must be a person to hear, a place to be heard, and a device/method for your message to be 

heard.  The Greek’s designed forums and amphitheaters to amplify their voices to the crowds, Guttenberg design the 

printing press to spread the written voice to the masses and, Alexander Graham bell designed the telephone to talk 

across the country.  In this day and age, the internet and social media allows a voice to travel to the whole planet 

instantly.  Through social media, at risk youths can be heard and can reconnect and rehabilitate with not only those 

close to them, but they can also form a network to share their stores with those with common, past, presents, and 

futures.  Through the network these youths tell can educate and support other at risk youth and prevent them from 

being let down the same way they were. To apply the idea of prevention and rehabilitation through social media and 

architecture, you must define the requirements needed for a voice to be heard and the architectural response.  



2 Kids, 1 Wall, and the Division of one Metric Unit of Rehabilitation

 In the article “A syntactic study of control in restrictive settings: innovations in isovist methods” 

Frieda D Peatross studies a series of convalescence homes and juvenile detention facilities in hopes of giving 

a numeric value to the functionality of the control spaces held within in accordance to spatial syntax theory.  

Peatross goes about this method by splitting the users of the space into two groups, the controller group and 

the detainee group.  Peatross then becomes an observer inside the facilities and observes the users and analyzes 

the probabilistic spatial patterning to reconcile what causes the spaces to have a higher or lower probability of 

creating normalizing behavior.  Through her own parameters, Peatross comes to the conclusion that the detain-

ees have a higher probability of demonstrating normalizing behavior if there is a higher ratio of other moving 

and sitting detainees as opposed to controllers in their field of view.   Furthermore, Peatross also goes on to s 

the higher the probability of normalizing behavior. (2)

 

 

 Comparatively, Peatross’s and Marcuse’s respective articles are about emotions generated by the 

spatial environment.  In Marcuese’s article, he elaborates on the effects of the emotions generated by the 

walls and barriers themselves while Peatross writes about the field of view created by the spaces created by 

those walls and barriers.  To further compare the two articles, both articles are about emotions created by an 

established hierarchy that are created by the built environment.  It is shocking what the simple arrangement of 

walls can do to the psy che of a person that causes them to no longer be in control of their environment and how 

quickly normal behavior can be dashed away due to the ratio of people in ones field of view.  I believe that both of 

these articles combined together can offer a few methods on how to create spaces of confinement that are more 

humane to those detained inside.  For example, the ability to be observed without being observed through the use 

of materials and line of sight can offer an acceptable answer to the needs of the controllers and the detainees.  

Furthermore, the programing of the spaces can greatly affect the caustic probability of normalizing behavior 

by evening the playing field of observed and observer.  In closing, I am very pleased I read both of these articles 

due to their insight on the effects of emotion and experience of the built environment but I believe that there is 

something that Peatross’s article was lacking that I would like to do more research into.  All of her observa-

tions were those that were inside the built environment.  I would like to know how detainees are affected by 

having people outside the built environment in their field of view.  In regards to our site, this question may help 

or harm those inside. (1)(2)

1. Peter Marcuse, “Walls of Fear and Walls of Support,” in Architecture of Fear, ed. Nan Ellin et al. (Princ-

eton Architectural Press; 1st edition February 1, 1997), 101-114.

2. Frieda D Peatross “A syntactic study of control in restrictive settings: innovations an Isovists Method”  

in Environment and Planning B: Planning and Design 2001, volume 28, pages 529-544



I was just Following Orders

 In “From Child to Captive: Constructing Captivity in a Juvenile Institution”  Christopher Bickel writes about the 

atrocities that he witnessed while a mentor and then later a grad student at Rosy Meadows Juvenile Detention Facility.  

From the day a child steps into a juvenile detention facility, by definition of the very people that are there to watch over 

him/her they are by “policy” an untrustworthy sociopath.  This view is stemmed by the training that the guards are required 

to go through to become a juvenile detention guard.  I will be very honest; this particular article was very hard to read.  

My heart goes out to all of the lost childhoods and permanently smeared lives due to what I see as a completed and utter 

break down of the system.  I feel at a loss, because no matter what I design for a juvenile detention center, it may be sullied 

by a corrupt predator class of people that go into a job knowing that hurting children is just another day at the job.  What 

can a designer do?  My immediate response it that you can design environments that allow the workers to not feel as much 

tension or different areas they may decompress so that they may not take it out on the children.  This doesn’t work if the 

guards are brought into the environment already with the preconceived notion that they are surrounded by treacherous 

youth. Another idea is there could be some sort of adaptable environment that the youth could control themselves that 

holds the guards accountable; possible a visible tally of offences or color changes in the same way that a mood ring works 

that visibly shows the guards or possibly an independent third party about the tension level in the facility.  These methods 

only protect those that have already been a victim, how do you prevent any inappropriate act from happening in the first 

place?  To answer that question you have to delve into the mind of the guard.  I think a pretty easy answer w ould be the 

guard does what he does for money and/or power.  He or she provides a service that entails hurting youth as a day to day 

operating procedure.  It takes a certain type of person to do that but it may be learned or easily tolerated if their pay or 

possibly their respect is on the line.  I immediately think of the Nuremberg trials.  Th ousands of soldiers told others and 

themselves that they were only following orders.  What made them do it?  The same reasons that German soldiers took the 

lives of people in the concentration camps may very well be the same reasons that Juvenile correction guards are taking 

the childhoods away from this lost youth.  It’s a shame that looking at the holocaust may be a way to protect our youth in 

America.

1. Bickel, Christopher. 2010. “From Child to Captive: Constructing Captivity in a Juvenile Institution.” Western 

Criminology Review 11(1):37-49. (http://wcr.sonoma.edu/v11n1/Bickel.pdf).



Walls

 As architects, walls to us could be seen as simply typing “L” ENTER and inputting a unit of measurement 

and hitting ENTER again.  In Marcuse’s article, “Walls of Fear and Walls of Support” Marcuse warns us of the 

pitfalls and consequences of establishing a wall.  Once a wall is up it sets up parameters, accusations and the 

relationship of the individuals and groups of people that are one their respective sides of the wall.  Factors such 

as size, material, and history are among many factors that go into the perception of not only your experiences 

on your side of the wall but also of what your perception is of the experiences of those on the other side of the 

wall (1).  With the notion of this delicate balance in mind, I am very apprehensive of putting a dividing line into 

the site that has been assigned to us in this summer’s design studio.  The site for the Juvenile Detention Facility 

that has been given is Touch of Nature in Makanda, Illinois.  Touch of Nature was established in 1952 by SIUC as 

the first University Affiliated camping program in the United States for people with physical and/or cognitive 

disabilities and for the past 61 years, the camp has been run homogenously with this mission statement (2).  The 

camp and this program has been proven to help children in need and one would assume that we could utilize the 

grounds and program to suit the needs of the children that would be housed there in a juvenile detention facil-

ity.  The question that arises for me right away is, how are those walls going to affect the current program?  I am 

very worried that if the Juvenile facility is not placed on the site correctly and the walls don’t convey the right 

message to the children on the outside, then we will sully a place that has been such a positive thing for over 60 

years?  Are we being a bad neighbor by just existing on the site and taking away resources from those already in 

need?  How much space is needed to rehabilitate a child?  And how is that rehabilitation affected when you put a 

dividing line down the middle of it?  Is this site choice ethical? 

 

1. Peter Marcuse, “Walls of Fear and Walls of Support,” in Architecture of Fear, ed. Nan Ellin et al. (Princ-

eton Architectural Press; 1st edition February 1, 1997), 101-114.

2. Nicole Sack, “Touch of Nature Turns 50,” Daily Egyptian, July 2, 2003.



Group 1  synoposis

Group 1 consists of John Svast, Tyler Cain, Nick Mosher, and Kristopher Teubel.  Through the course of the summer 

thus far, the class has researched many different subjects related to juvenile justice.  Along with research 

subjects shared by the rest of the class, Group 1 specifically has researched subjects pertaining to the juvenile 

justice system in the United States as well as the rest of the world.  We have compiled our individual ideas and 

research findings in chronological order as a cohesive group.

The first exposures we had to the subject of juvenile justice were the articles we shared as a class and the 

articles we found individually.  The analysis of the roles and identities of walls was an interesting opportunity 

for the class to take a more metaphysical view toward the creation of space.  Many of the group members rec-

ognize that the role the walls in a juvenile detention center should lend themselves to a feeling of normalcy.  

The idea that a detention center’s role and the role of its staff to rehabilitate and not punish the detainees is of 

utmost importance.  Many of the youths finding themselves in the juvenile justice system have been abused and 

are in great need for compassion and understanding.  The use and expression of the walls in a less harsh manner 

can serve as a crucial method in progressing a less demeaning and more respectful place for rehabilitation.

Another noteworthy research article that illustrates this idea was “From Child to Captive: Constructing Captiv-

ity in a Juvenile Institution” by Christopher Bickel.  The members of group 1 see this as an enlightening article 

that shows the lack of empathy by detention center guards toward the juvenile detainees.  This leads one to 

wonder how the architecture of a facility can promote certain actions and feelings of its inhabitants.  The duty 

of an architect is to promote the well being and safety of those who use their designs.  This principle can seem 

more important for juvenile detention since it is understood that many of the buildings users are there because 

they are prone to have psychological problems.  What can we as a group and as a class do to promote a happier 

and more functional environment for the detained youths?

When the class began to research subjects directly pertaining to  juvenile detention, group 1 was assigned to 

research international juvenile detention methods.  As a whole, we investigated the history of architecture 

and juvenile detention, the positive example of Switzerland’s juvenile justice system versus Saudi Arabia’s 

abysmal system, and the relation of population and juvenile detention rates.  We learned that, despite America’s 

high incarceration rates, we serve as an example to many other countries  and their juvenile detention policies.  

Among the numerous findings the group established in our presentation, Nick commented upon the great disparity 

between China’s low juvenile incarceration rates contrary to their very high population and The United State’s 

lower population and higher incarceration rates.  Kris illustrated the demeaning methods and conditions found 

in many Saudi Arabian detention centers.  Through this assignment, and his research into the history of juvenile 

detention architecture, John feels as though the placement of our project would be better in a more urban envi-

ronment to imbue a stronger connection to the local community.  Tyler researched and taught us about how well 

a juvenile justice system can operate.  Specifically in Switzerland, social emphasis on family morals and moral 

accounting of youths lead many to avoid the justice system all together.  As a whole, the class, as well as group 

1, learned about the shortcomings of juvenile justice around the world and how one may be able to improve upon 

the situation.

 



After visiting a juvenile detention center in Kansas City and a preparatory school for mentally challenged chil-

dren in Carbondale, each group was tasked with interpreting and modifying a detention center program.  As we 

found through analysis, the program lent itself to creating two distinct halves of the building.  The secure and 

unsecured ends of the facility allow ease of use and safety for the detainees, staff, and visitors alike.  We cre-

ated a program similar to the other groups in the respect that the lobby acted as a central hub on the unsecured 

side of the facility and the core common space acted

as the hub of the secure side.  As a group, we contemplated the necessary adjacencies between spaces to allow 

different types of users fulfill their necessary roles.  Through this analysis, we were made aware of the inher-

ent characteristics and responsibilities of the individual spaces themselves.  The health clinic has its own very 

specific needs that are in stark contrast to the needs of the family resource center or visitor’s lobby.

We also evaluated the roles of the facilities users.  Security, support staff, and administration have their own 

unique needs.  The support staff needs access to all the spaces in the facility for cleaning.  Administration staff 

requires the easiest possible access to the secure and unsecured sides of the building to do their work properly.  

The juveniles need to be detained effectively while still being respected by the facility and its staff.  While 

working on the evaluation of the facility program, we were reminded that there is much more to manipulate and 

maintain than the different zones of security.  A properly designed juvenile detention center allows the staff 

and detainees safety and security through more than well placed doors and sallyports.

The most recent project we worked together on is the site analysis.  The group was tasked with analyzing the 

different elements of the Touch of Nature site located outside of Makanda, IL.  The site is approximately 3100 

acres of deep woods and lakeside areas.  We looked at the existing electrical infrastructure, topography, local 

weather patterns, local wildlife along with other various aspects.  This specific assignment had an interesting 

twist for group 1 since John believes that Touch of Nature is not the best site for our juvenile detention center.  

He believes that a more urban area, perhaps near 710 Bookstore in Carbondale or even in St. Louis, would be a more 

acceptable site because of closer proximity to the local community and thus stronger community support for the 

detainees.

 

For the rest of the group, we can easily see the detention center act as a fairly seamless addition to the other 

two camps already found on site.  The rolling topography of the site limits the buildable areas but also allows 

for interesting interplays between the proposed facility and its natural setting.  The current road system near 

the lake would require upgrades and maintenance if a facility is to be placed nearby.  As we visited the site, it 

became clear that service trucks and visitors would have difficulty navigating the narrow paved and, at times, 

gravel roads.  Another aspect we studied was way finding near the camps and lakeside.  The winding road system 

can seem complicated to newcomers.  The current signage placement is clear enough for campers and visitors but 

could certainly use upgrades if additional construction takes place nearby.

As group 1 and its members move on to more individualized work, each one takes with them a great volume of 

information we have gathered together.  We learned a lot about abstract ideas and extreme conditions pertaining 

to juvenile detention.  Our views toward the United States juvenile justice system were inevitably changed as we 

learned of the American and international state of juvenile justice.  This assignment gave us great examples of 

what to strive for, what to avoid, and certain exemplary methods that seem to step outside normal practices.

The programming assignment was invaluable at getting us to look deeply into the specific spaces we may be 

using and how they should be placed and used to promote a positive change in the youths of the facility.  Lastly, 

we analyzed the site on which we are to put our facility.  The existing infrastructure and topography, wildlife 

and way finding can all be manipulated to create a juvenile detention center that could really change lives for 

the better.  Certainly, each member of group 1 has done their part in research and analysis with the goal in mind 

that, when finished, it must work toward the creation of a facility that takes our local youths in at their most 

vulnerable and doesn’t exploit that vulnerability, but shows them their true potential as a happy and produc-

tive member of society.



What I Learned

Research:

The first and foremost topic that hit me while doing research is that in the grand scheme of things, the reason 

that there are children in a juvenile detention facility is because the system has failed them.  Somewhere and 

somehow that child slipped through the cracks and became a ward of the state due to ineffective parenting and/

or school system, drug use, hanging out with the wrong crowd, or a combination of these things.  So to me, punish-

ing a child because we failed them is disgusting and unacceptable.  

The second topic that arises is the idea of normalcy.  How do you watch without someone knowing they are being 

watched?  How do you place them somewhere without them knowing they have been placed there?  The idea of 

normalcy seems to be an impossible task but it also seems to be the only difference between adult facilities 

and juvenile facilities and for this reason, designing for normalcy is the most precious I should carry into the 

semester.

This research has been the seed for my design thesis of rehabilitation and education thru community and forum in 

hopes that it will give the youth a voice that may not have been an option before. 

International Studies:

Of the entire research anthology that I did, I was the most unhappy with this.  I was very excited that I was chosen 

to take part in the international aspect of the research but, I was very disheartened when I came to the conclu-

sion that America is decades ahead of anyone else in all regards of detention, adult and juvenile.  Excepted 

northern Europe, most of the world uses America as a precedent when it comes to detention design.  Since every-

thing was leading to this conclusion, I redirected my efforts into the history of incarnation which has roots in 

the UK.  

This may not have made the professor happy with the route I was going but it gave me a base with which to make my 

design decisions.  By looking at the past, it is evident that the location of our site may be incorrect due to archaic 

decisions made during the middle ages that have been carried over the centuries

 



Program Analysis:  

 

Our groups program was heavily influenced by the fact that ¾ of our group visited the Johnson County facility in 

Oalthe, Kansas.  As in the Johnson county facility, our program uses the lobby and the core each as a hub that ra-

diates to other spaces.  The biggest difficultly we had was getting the control support to follow that same logic.  

Our solution was to further break down the control support into 3 other hubs; the maintenance suite, dock suite, 

and the laundry suite.  

This portion of the analysis is where I further pushed away from the site chosen by the professor and looked into 

the 710 block in downtown Carbondale.  In addition to program that our group came up with, I added an additional 

public forum hub that was accessed off of visitation.  Also, I added retail to the block that was independent to 

the facility and also a community space.  

 

Site Analysis:  

I am slightly worried that I went into this portion of the anathology set on the notion that I was completely 

detached from choosing Touch of Nature as my site.  I do wonder if I had visited the site before I did my research 

if I would have come to a different conclusion.  Doing the research first has change the way I visited the site and 

I question my objectiveness.  I only asked questions that were in line with my thesis and not open.  On the other 

hand, due to my analysis, i have proof that in accordance to my thesis I have chosen a better site.  Was it the best 

site?  I’m not sure; according to my thesis an even better site may be closer to the St. Louis area.  But, if designed 

correctly this site may be better because of its proximity to Southern Illinois University.  I still have a half a 

semester to figure that out.

Bottom line, the site I have chosen is better in accordance with my thesis then Touch of Nature.  But that doesn’t 

leave touch of Nature Out of the question.  I believe that Touch of nature has a possibility of being a secure camp 

that may be accessed by all those in the juvenile system as a means of rehabilitation.  Touch of Nature has an 

amazing track record of having effective rehabilitative programs but not as an onsite living facility.  I would 

like to design to its strengths as such and possibly “if time permits” design a secure site that follows public 

forum and community on a smaller program scale.
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When towns were being created, The town center was established and then a bull would plow a ditch around 

the perimeter of the town to mark where the town walls were.   Once the bull was done, he was sacrificed to the 

gods as an offering to the purity of the line.  To cross the line was punishable by death, because to cross the line 

was an insult to the gods and everything that was pure inside the walls.  Everything outside the wall was deemed 

unpure.  The sick were put in hospitals outside the gates, and the dead were buried outside the gates.  Prisons on 

the other hand were given a special place inside the gates.  Prisoners were neither inside or out the walls.  They 

were in a limbo where torture was practiced often and the tattered bodies of the prisoners were hung outside to 

warn others what happens to those that aren’t as pure as what is held inside the walls.  

This is the reason why so often prisons are at the edges of towns.  The unclean don’t belong near the pure and 

clean.  

Is this really what we think of our inmates?.... Is this what we really think of the children in juvenile detention 

facilities?
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Eye Beam Museum
diller and scofidio

Diller and Scofidio’s eye beam museum is an excellent example of two in-

compatible programs that are seamlessly interwoven together to provide 

connections that are not part of the everyday.

On one side (Blue) Scientists/Production takes place and on the other 

(Orange)  is the Museum  where patrons/Presentation takes place.  The Red 

in between are the designed locations that interaction between the two 

users takes place.
Production Presentation

Connection



Panopticon
Jeremy Bentham designed the Panopticon in the late 

18th century as a cheap and effective way to watch as 

many inmates with the least amount of guards possible. 

The core of the building housed the guards and not a 

place of worship which was common at the time.   This 

angered some people because the implication of his de-

cision put man at the center of importance and not God.  

By placing one guard at the center of a ring of cells, 

the guard watches all by the inmate can only see one.  

Because the inmate can’t tell if the guard is watching, 

it is in fact the inmates imagination that keeps him in 

line and not the guard.  

The panopticon came under great fire in 1977 when Mi-

chel Foucault lambasted the design as an abomination. SPACE AND USER DIAGRAMS
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INTERROTRON
THE INTERRORTRON IS A DEVICE USED TO FILM INTERVIEWS MADE 

FAMOUS BY ACADEMY AWARD WINNING DOCUMENTARIAN, ERROL 

MORRIS.    THE DEVICE WORKS BY USING TWO CAMERAS, ONE 

FILMS THE INTERVIEWER THAT IS HARD WIRED TO A HEADS UP 

DISPLAY IN FRONT OF THE CAMERA LENSE OF THE INTERVIEWEE.  

THIS IS IMPORTANT BECAUSE, THE LOOK OF A HUMAN FACE 

HUMANIZES THE CAMERA AND BUT THE PERSON BEING INTER-

VIEWED AT EASE.
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PANOPTICON DESIGN INTEGRATION

BY BREAKING THE INTERRORTRON INTO PARTS, THE 

ORIGINAL DESIGN CAN BE RETOOLED INTO AN EFFECTIVE 

SPACE THAT CAN HELP CONNECT THE YOUTH WITH THE 

COMMUNITY AND THE WORLD VIA SOCIAL MEDIA

THE CORE OF THE DESIGN IS NOW THE COMMUNITY AS 

THE BASE.  THE INMATE SPACE HAS BEEN SHIFTED TO 

THE CENTER AND NOW THE YOUTH ARE ABLE TO HAVE 

MAXIMUM CONNECTION.
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1ST FLOOR PLAN KEY 2ND FLOOR PLAN KEY

  1.  exhibition space

  2.  children museum lobby

  3.  secure fire exit holding area

  4.  dock

  5.  receiving office

  6.  receiving 

  7.  secure stairwell  

  8.  children museum floor

  9.  technology check out

10.  community technology education 

11.  technology office

12.  office secretary 

13.  children center director office

14.  children center assistant director office

15.  children center operations manager office

16.  JD records manager

17.  JD director office

18.  JD deputy director office

19.  JD senior case manager office

20.  break room

21.  water closet

22.  conference room

23.  building security

24.  JD youth secure entry check-in

25.  secure elevator

26. vehicle sally port

27.  stairwell

28.  elevator

29.  vestibule

30.  JD Lobby

31.  assessment specialist

32.  secure visiting sally port

33.  small interview room

34.  medium interview room

35.  large interview room

36.  JD day program supervisior office

37.  case manager office

38.  truancy case manager

39.  day program manager

40.  staff patio

41.  workroom

42.  open office

43.  classroom common area

44.  classroom

45.  janitor closet

46.  library

47.  interview testing room

48.  education staff work area

49.  storage

50.  education work office

51.  group room

52.  private visiting interview

53.  core case manager office

54. youth secure entry sally port

55.  exam room

56.  medication storage

57.  food staging service

58.  facility kitchen

59.  staff locker room / shower

60.  staging area

61.  soiled room

62.  clean storage

63.  custodial office

64.  outdoor recreation courtyard

65.  physical fitness room

66.  shower room

67.  double occupancy

68.  single occupancy room

69.  resident courtyard

70.  dayroom

71.  secure care center core

72.  JD public theater seating

73.  treatment / editing
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