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Goal Initiative

(" At-Risk Walk-In Clinic A Juvenile Assessment *Developed Diversion Program (successful completion = no JJ record)
rianey | otee Reterral 4 Center Reduce entry into Juvenile Justice Expanded opportunities for informally accessing services
- School-based Referral ) eEngage parents at earliest point of contact to be part of the solution
e Pre-Petition (Prosecutor’s discretion) dardized g ; '%?QE%BHGT_‘:?GE\'\//:?G)S
. imi i -in- e Standardized Rapid Assessment o ° - . . .
°E:2::2:2:z Eg:;:gg Einno_t;l:r;tgléit’ozdg)hours) Functioning g - Braided funding for out-of-home care eStandardized assessment of functlonlng (JlFF, CAFAS, etC.)
- Pre-Trial . [ /yssess at earliest Point of Contact _oraparound teams of MH & JJ staff | - *Service Plan with goals based on the needs of “the whole child”
Points of Contact urately identify ; Attend to youth’s functioning & outcomes . .
® - Design Service Plan to address needs - Child Welfare Direct access to Mental Health and Substance Use Services
for assessment (JIFF™) ) - Match needs to services, including SOC - Prevention Programs & Community Resources C :
» Determine eligibility as SED in MH *Periodic re-assessment to monitor yOUth Progress & track outcomes
« Assess youth outcomes by program _ Service Delivery in _
\_ Datainforms policy & practice ) System of Care «Standardized assessments and protocols for all youth

Address disparities

Diversion Program reduces minority penetration
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Results: Youth Growth, Cost Savings, Low Recidivism Significant Changes in Psychosocial Functioning Large Cost Savings Low Recidivism

Paired-T Tests & effect sizes were calculated to compare Cost of Diversion: $1500/youth < Rate of recidivism was very low — 8%

_ L - _ Intake to exit JIFF scores for both the youth and caregiver Potential Diversion savings: $7,500 - $22,000/youth

Predictors of recidivism - psychosocial impairment (as scores

measured by the JIFF total score) and being male N s Logistic Regression Model found that youth with greater

<ticallv sianifi _ i L “ Signifi I . d for JIFE Total S Typical Placement Before Correct Course Impairment (higher total JIFF score) and males have
Statistically significant improvement in functioning on » Significant Improvement observed for otal Score significantly increased risk of recidivism

JIFF Total score and subscale scores from entry to exit Probation services after adjudication: 6- months . : : . .
. $9 000 /vouth s Controlled for other sociodemographic characteristics including: age,
services cost ’ y race, caregiver marital status, offending charges, and initial drug

* Large to Moderate effect sizes were observed for the Average stay and Detention costs between adjudication screen.

JIFF Total scale, School subscale, and Home subscale and probation: 45 days, $26,000 /youth

Closed two alternative detention facilities with 58 bed Residential care : 6-month cost $36,000/youth
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Email: fas@fasoutcomes.com Email: csmith@assuredfamilyservices.org
Website: http://www.fasoutcomes.com

Low recidivism rates - 8%0

s Significant improvement on JIFF subscale scores

Probation Adjudications reduced — 32.6%0 less than
previous year; 53.1%b6 savings for Probation costs
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