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Solutions for complex justice challenges

We help leaders in every state make communities 
safer and healthier.

▪ Trusted Data

▪ Practical Solutions

▪ Cross-systems collaboration
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Public concern, media coverage, and political divisiveness have 
created a challenging environment around youth crime/violence. 
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In March 2026, the CSG Justice Center and NCJFCJ released bench cards 
and a research guide for jurisdictions on handling high-risk youth cases.

High-Impact Court Decisions for High-Risk Youth 4



Data Trends on Youth Arrests 
and Violence 
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Youth arrests have reached 
historic lows.
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The overall arrest rate for youth in 2024 was 83% below the 
1996 peak.
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Youth arrests for violence are down.
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Arrests for robbery and aggravated assault are near their 
historic lows.
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This decrease is likely to continue in 2025 and 2026 and may 
accelerate.

• Based on projections:

➢ A real-time crime index (400 law enforcement agencies)—parallel to official FBI 
releases 

➢ Mainly focuses on overall crime, not age breakouts

• Three years of historic decreases—too early to predict magnitude

• Also, unclear what proportion of the decrease will be driven by youth

• Estimates 6–8k fewer homicides annually from 2023–26 compared to 2020–22

Source: Chip Brownlee, “A Top Analyst Explains Why America’s ‘Second Great Crime Deline’ Could Already be Here,” The Trace, May 
12, 2026, accessed June 9, 2026, https://www.thetrace.org/2026/05/us-murder-rate-historic-low-jeff-asher/. 
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Why does it feel like violence 
is spiking?
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The violent crime arrest rate for youth in 2024 was about 10% 
below the 2019 rate.
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Youth arrests for murder have been on the rise since 2012.
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The proportion of youth homicides involving a firearm has been 
rising.
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Firearm involvement varies by youth demographics.
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Firearm-related homicides are near the historic highs of the 
1990s. 
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The proportion of adjudicated cases involving a violent crime 
has grown in the past 20 years.
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Short-term increases or selective categories are highlighted, 
giving the impression of a system-wide crisis.
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Key Best Practices for Reducing 
Reoffending for High-Risk 

Youth

High-Impact Court Decisions for High-Risk Youth 19



Determination of High Risk

➢ The seriousness of a youth’s offense does not predict their risk of 
reoffending.

➢ Validated risk assessments, used by a trained professional, can help 
jurisdictions accurately identify youth’s likelihood of reoffending.  

➢ It’s important to screen, assess, and address youth’s mental health, if 
needed, but a youth’s mental health is not predictive of their risk of 
reoffending. 
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Detention Decisions

➢ Use validated detention screening tools to measure public safety and 
flight risk rather than relying on the nature of youth’s offenses. 

➢ Don’t use detention for family, service, or self-protection reasons or 
“to teach the youth a lesson.” Detention can often cause more harm 
than good for youth and public safety. 

➢ Establish a continuum of detention alternatives (e.g., shelters, 
mentoring, reporting centers) that are equipped to work with high-
risk youth.
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Dispositional Decisions

➢ Use pre-disposition risk assessments to guide supervision and service 
decisions, ensuring that any specific services directly address priority 
risk factors identified in the assessment. 

➢ Prioritize community-based interventions over placement if youth are 
not an imminent risk to themselves or the community.

➢ Don’t expect sanctions, longer or more intensive monitoring, or 
stricter probation conditions to change behavior without appropriate 
and effective risk-reduction services.
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Supervision and Service Decisions

➢ Hold probation, providers, and facilities accountable for case plans 
that match high-risk youth to the right level and type of services.  

➢ Ensure youth receive evidence-based risk-reduction services such as 
cognitive behavioral and family therapy.

➢ Ensure high-risk youth are prioritized for services, and that youth are 
engaged in treatment and receive an appropriate “dosage” of 
services.
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Strongest Predictors of Serious 
Recidivism—Most Important for 

Matching

Protective Factors Matter: 
Those Most Important for 

Reducing Recidivism 
➢ Self-control
➢ Self-efficacy
➢ Prosocial engagements (sense of 

purpose, school connectedness for 
younger youth)

➢ Social support from caregivers
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Risk/needs assessment should be paired with the Risk-Need-
Responsivity Approach
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Case Study: Applying Best 
Practices to Real World Cases
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Case Scenario: Violation of Probation Hearing

Ryan, age 16, was adjudicated delinquent for felony assault with a weapon and placed on 12 
months of probation, including: 

• Anger management programming

• School attendance

• Victim-related conditions

Three months into supervision, Ryan is before the court on a violation petition for failure to 
attend anger management classes. 

Alleged Violation:

• Missed 4 anger management sessions

• Missed 2 probation appointments

Ryan reports unreliable transportation and scheduling conflicts with school. Probation notes 
that Ryan did not proactively communicate these barriers.
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Case Scenario: Violation of Probation Hearing

• During a confrontation, Ryan used a razor blade, causing a deep facial laceration. The victim 
required multiple stitches and faces likely permanent scarring, with potential future plastic 
surgery. Ryan initially minimized the conduct but has since expressed remorse, while 
continuing to characterize the incident as self-defense. 

• Ryan lives with their father and 17-year-old sister. The father works overnight shifts, 
resulting in limited supervision during evenings. Ryan has not had contact with their 
mother for several years. The family has experienced housing instability in the past but is 
currently housed. Ryan reports past exposure to neighborhood violence and prior peer 
altercations.

• School records show chronic truancy and failing grades beginning in middle school. In 9th 
grade, Ryan’s academic performance improved, and attendance issues decreased, though 
unexcused absences remain. Ryan has no prior adjudications but has had multiple school 
discipline referrals for fighting.
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How The CSG Justice Center 
Partners with Jurisdictions to 

Improve Public Safety and 
Youth Outcomes
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The CSG Justice 
Center partners 
with states and 
local jurisdictions 
around the country 
to improve 
outcomes for youth 
and families. 

Courting Judicial 
Excellence

The CSG Justice Center partners with the National Council of 
Juvenile and Family Court Judges to improve how juvenile courts 
are structured and supported. 

We partner with states to strengthen and scale research-based 
services and supports for youth and their families.

Improving Outcomes for Youth (IOYouth) works with state and 
local jurisdictions to align their policies, practices, and resource 
allocation with what research shows works to reduce recidivism 
and improve outcomes for youth while enhancing public safety.
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The CSG Justice 
Center partners 
with states and 
local jurisdictions 
around the country 
to improve 
outcomes for youth 
and families. 

Helps state or county leaders identify, implement, and 
expand policies and best practices to reduce detention 
and increase connections to care for youth with 
behavioral health needs who are impacted by the 
juvenile justice system.

Reentry 2030 unites government and community 
leaders across justice, housing, health, and workforce 
sectors around one bold goal: Reduce recidivism 30% 
by 2030. 
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Solutions for justice challenges.

Receive new data, free trainings, and more.

Thank You!
For more information, please contact Josh 
Weber at jweber@csg.org
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