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Positive youth justice—
how to do this?
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Youth Protective Factors Study Goals

Build data tracking capacity to accurately measure
recidivism-reduction/success.

|dentify the risk and protective factors and types of
services most strongly associated with reduced
reoffending to inform supervision practices (examines
RNR and positive youth justice).

Examine Goal 2 questions by youth age.



State Partners and Methods
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What were they asked to do?

* Implement a protective factors survey alongside their pre-disposition risk/needs assessment (YLS/CMI or YASI).

* Expand service data tracking capacity.

* Provide new juvenile and adult new petitions. Recidivism = new petitions post-supervision (up to 1.5 years).
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Research Questions

Which risk factors are most strongly associated with

serious recidivism post-supervision, and do these differ
by age?

What services are youth most commonly receiving, and
is the risk principle being followed?

Was receipt of risk-reduction services predictive of
lower recidivism post-supervision?



State Samples: June 2021-July 2022 (N = 3,380)

STATE1 STATE 2 STATE3
Referrals Referrals Post-adjudication
q Youth (n =252) Youth (n = 416)
Mage=15=T. Mage=14+1.6 Mage=15+16
72% male 1% male 76% male
64% non-White 39% non-White 78% White
A47/44/9 lo/mod/hi risk 43/43/12 lo/mod/hi risk SEM@Mmﬂdfhi risk
25% probation or placed 14% probation or placed 27% probation or placed
Post- sup. recidivism Post-sup. recidivism Post-sup. recidivism
Any =17% Any = 21% Any = 26%
Violent= 7% Violent =14% Violent @
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Key Finding 1: A significant proportion of court-
referred youth received little to no intervention
or services, likely because over 40 percent were
assessed as low risk for reoffending.



Among referred youth, 43% were low risk, and 54% of all youth
received no supervision.

Risk Level Dispositions
Chart Area 8.70% 3 70%

« Low Risk » No/Minor

Sanctions
» Informal/Divert

11.10%

m Mod Risk

39.30%

m Community
Supervision

m Placement

= High Risk

Missing

62% of low-risk youth received no supervision or services.
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Key Finding 2: Some risk factors predict violent
reoffending more strongly than others and
should be prioritized for service delivery.



What risk factors matter most for predicting post-supervision
violent recidivism?

Top Predictors Varied by Risk/Needs Assessment

RNA ____ RiskDomain ______________ Strength(HR) _

YLS/CMI Personality Behavior 2.05 CI[1.89, 2.21]
YASI Family 1.73 CI[1.46, 2.06]

Other Strong Predictors

Education/School Problems (both instruments)
Peer Associations (both instruments)
Attitudes/Orientation (YLS/CMI only)
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Interactions with age: Substance abuse may be a red flag for more

serious offending among only younger youth.

Importance of Substance Abuse Depends on Age

Predicted Survival Probability by Age and Substance Use Risk,
Holding Gender as Male and Race as Black
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Robust Effect found in both prospective and retrospective samples
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Key Finding 3: Higher-risk youth did not
consistently receive the dosage, type, or quality
of services required to prevent reoffending.



Defining Service Types

Risk-Reduction
Services designed to address or “treat”
dynamic risk factors (needs); focus on
reducing risk factors to prevent recidivism

Strengths-Based
Services promoting competence and skill
building, prosocial engagements, and/or
prosocial attachment
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Examples
Anything CBT based
Family services to improve conflict and parenting
(e.g., MST, FFT, PMT)
Substance use treatment
Aggression-related (e.qg., anger management)
Gang-related interventions
Structured one-on-one work with POs focused on
criminogenic needs (e.g., Carey Guides, EPICs)

Examples

Big Brothers/Big Sisters
Prosocial skills and life-skills training
Vocational training

- School-based (e.qg., sports)

- Volunteer work
Restorative programs w/ victim mediation
component

........................................................................................................




Defining Service Types (cont.)

Responsivity-Related Services

Provide treatment in a style and mode
that is responsive to the individual’s
learning style and ability and could
facilitate the effectiveness of other
services. May also address barriers to
one’s ability to benefit from or
participate in other services.

Examples
+ Mental health
counseling/inpatient
- Case management
+ Family wraparound
. Special education; tutoring
« Culture-specific services
+ Gender-specific services




Services focused on responsivity were provided much more often than
those reducing risk, even for youth in placement.

Average Service Dosage Per Month
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Risk-reduction services were not strongly prioritized for those at the

highest risk of reoffending.

Dosage units per month of supervision

Average Risk-Reduction Service Dosage by Risk Level
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The risk-reduction services commonly provided in practice were not those
shown to prevent reoffending and/or that targeted robust risk factors.

Victim empathy
training

Services Most
Commonly
Received Among
Referred Youth

EPICS
curriculum

Drug & alcohol
counseling

Work
placement

Mental health
counseling
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Key Finding 4: Youth who participated in risk-
based services were no less likely to reoffend
than youth who did not participate in such
services.



Youth who participated in any risk-based services were more or as likely
to reoffend post-supervision than youth who did not.

Recidivism HRs for Youth With At Least 1 Risk Reduction Service
M State1 W State 3

Any recidivism Violent recidivism
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Key Implications for
Practitioners and the Field



The YPFS shows that jurisdictions can strengthen their use of resources,
tools, and best practices to improve public safety and youth outcomes.

v Expand early intervention services for youth at risk of justice involvement as well
as pre-arrest diversion for low-risk youth jurisdiction-wide.

v Use risk and needs assessments to guide diversion, dispositional, and service

matching decisions with a priority focus on the risk and protective factors that
matter most for long-term, serious reoffending.

v" Institute more individualized approaches to probation conditions, drug testing,
case planning, and service delivery.



The YPFS shows that jurisdictions can strengthen their use of resources, tools,
and best practices to improve public safety and youth outcomes (cont.).

v Invest in more robust, evidence-based, community-based services systems that are aligned
with youth’s priority risk factors and service needs.

v Ensure a sufficient focus for providers, funders, and agency staff on service matching
(intensity and needs), risk reduction, evidence-based models, and dosage.

v Ensure out-of-home placement for high-risk youth prioritizes risk-reduction services.

v" Collect, evaluate, and use risk, needs, and service data to improve resource allocation,
accountability, and stakeholder communications.
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