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INTRODGCLION

Ay
As of April 1, 1974, the Northeast Denver Youth Services

Bureau (YSB) has been operational for a pexiod of ten (10) months.
This is the perio@ covered by the Final Evaluatioﬁ\Report.
Basically, ¥YSB's Final Evaluation Rgport will consist of two
types of analyses:‘ System Flow and Recidivisa Reduction Anzlysis,
The first involves a flow analysis presenting the numbers and characteristics
Qf‘yoﬁth refé&fed to the YSB by referral source, (the Denver Police Depaxrt~-
ment's ﬁelinquency‘Control Division, Juvenile Court, the District Attorney's
Office, Social Agencies, Schools, Parents or Self-referrals) type of offense
histdry, (Impact or ﬁOn—Impact), age, sex, and ethnic origin.:. The flow
analysis also reflects upon the number and type of referrals by the ¥SB
to various community-based youth serving agencies. The number of refusals,
as.well as successful placements and terminations of piace&ents are also
reported upon. The System Flow Analysis will specifically deal with YSB's
objective which generally specifies that the YSB should
"serve 300 youth through referrals by schools,
social agencies, police, juvenile courts, parents
and walk-in selfwreferrals.*
The second type of analysis presented in this reporf deals with

YSDL's objective which aims at reducing the recidivism rates among its

. ¢lients. Recidivism has been defined in terms of rearrest by the Denver

Police Department, Recidivism of YSB clients, measured during the time

~period from June 1, 1973 to April 1, 1974, is compared to established

*  Page 2-1 in Northeast Denver Y¥SB's Grant Application.




recidivism rates of Denver youth.*

A. System Flow Analvsis

‘Figure I presents the flow of refeLruls to and from the YSB for
the period from June 1, 1973 to April 1, 1974%%, The numbers in this
analysis reflagt unduplicated céunts of clients refexrred to YSB by wvarious
referral sources and referred furthef by YSD to differeat youth-serving
agencies. Thgénumbers in parentheses refer to Impact offenders.

a. Referrals to the YSB -

During the tenv(lO) month period under consideration, the YSB
has received a total of 725 referrals, 172 (23.7%) of which were made in
connection with an Impact offender. The flow of ?eferrals to the ¥YSB has
been relatively uneven. In June 52(17) ycutﬁ were referred to the YSB,
followed by 111 (33) in July, 94(27) in August, 67(30) in September, 74(17)
in October, €1(9) in November, 64(10) in December, 52(5) in January 62(9)‘
;n February and 88(15) in March.

The Delinquency Coatrol Division of the Denver Police Department
is the primary referring agency, accounting for 853.4 percent of all referrals
to fhe Northeast Denver YSB. The Deﬁ%er Juvenile Court is the next’most fréquant
source of referrals,accounting for 6% of all referrals to the YSB., 28 youth -
(3.9%) were referred to the YSB from the District Attorney's Office,‘and~la
youth (1.9%) were referred from the schools. Social agencies contributed
only 10 youth (1.4%). Self-referrals to the YSB also gmouqtédAtb only 10

youth. There were no referrals by parents.

* Obtained from the Denver Anti-Crime Council's calculatlons of bascllnc SEX,
etlmicity, number and type of prior offense specific recidivism data es=
tablished on the basis of a one-year follow-up study of a cahort of Denver
youth, : :

. ®¥ I‘.Lgures fa, Ib, Ic, Id, Ie, If, 1g, Ia, I:L, Ii in the Appendu rgflwt upon:

the system flow on a monthly basis,

i



D ) ) © NORTHEAST DESVER YOUTH SERVICES BURNAU
’ . Flow Ghext
] June 1, April 1
~ 1973 - 1974
.. . Figure I
', ) : Referred to Aecncias
‘ . Referrnl Sourse YSB anc Programs
DCD 619 (142) , ) /Partncrs 90 (40)
. ; ,\ﬂtercepc 77 (29)
Juvenile Couwt 43 (17) ,
> . _ Famdly and Child
‘ DA 28 (11 /Scrviccs 62 (16)
L > tast-S$ide Motivational
Schools 14 Coop 14 (5
: ) PMalecolm X 12 (2)
) - Self Referral-i—&r~ .
: K Vg ' “lorace Blanton 1l {3)
Parents K X¥C 10 (3)
. A\ MEzsr Side Neighd.
g Social . , ealth Center 9 (2)
I . Agencles O (1) ° [Refused agency fAccepia:
N ‘ Service Agency 1Y Treedon House 8 (4)
129% Service )
o Other - | T ark Hill 8 (4)
i
. . Y E “l\\\“Red Shield Ceater 6 (0)
oA \
D . ) g \ \\ Youth Oppor. Center 4(3)
| N i , ’
- §; \‘ 1114 “Screet Acaduemy 3 (0)
l | \
S A Characteristics of the Referrals ! 111\ -child velfare’ 3 (0)
o HISH T
. . i 1
f ' Total 725 Ethnicity ' il \ Rad Cross 2 (0)
co Impeet 172 Black 416(99) i \ \ - o .
A Assault 66 Aaglo 135(28) H \\ Denver Mi-Gayiovd 2 (0)
Burglacy 148 Chicano 146(40) de i L )
Robbery 17 Other 28 (5) i Kalamath 2 (0)
Theft 265 "‘ : i
Orher Offenses 484 if; XLIJJStapleton Health Sta.
Non=Impact Age » .{‘ ' i
' : fetro Voc'l. Couns.
¢ (ii} 1;197(66) lgéﬂ L{I0Metro Voc'l. Couns
: , S-Lo 312(68) i | . . e
Sex . 167 216(40) i LLXRigh St. Paxish
Male  496(133) ‘ et :
Female 229 (39) . i Q) crp
' {% 1 X®_ greater Park uill
. 1
511 |10 yjrele wiewer Cath, Ctr.
| iy |
% In addition there ave 52(49) fod 1(0) piy prothers
youth on wvhom no Follow-up was ; '{ : ;
performed by the YSB N 1(0)" varein Luther Xing Cir.
t
!
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Overall, 68.4 percent of the total rcferrais to théjYéBvdﬁfi;g'
its first ten months of operation were males, 31.6 @erccnt wefé femaies.
With r""peét to ethnicity, 57.4 percent were Black, 20.1 pcrcent were
Chmcqno 18.6 perccnt were Anglo, and 3.9 percent were of other mostly
Indian, bagkground.

The percentage. distribution on the vaiiable of age was as followé: -
43 percent of all those referred to the YSB were between 13 and,lS years of
age, 30 percent were 16 of older, and 27 percent were below the agé_of'.
thirteen. It is interesting to note that the refer: als associated dlth Ix pact
offenders come disproportionately from those youth under thirteen or betwee1
13-15.(38.4% and 38.4%, respectively). Also, 33. 5 percent of those undex
13 are Impact offenders. In comparison, only 21 percent of 13—15 years‘old
and 18.5 percent of the 16 and older aroup are Impact oi ffenders.

As expected, the majority, 82,0 percent, of Impact~offeﬁders is
referred to the ¥YSB by the Delinquency Control Division. 9.9‘bercentfdf"'
Impact offenders, compared to‘only 6 pércént of the totai,YSB‘?opulatioﬁ;
are referred from the Dénver Juvenile Court and 6.4 percent, ébmpafed t§i3;9"
percent, from the Diétrict'Attcrney's office, Only a total of 1,1 per0cﬁtk
of all Impact offenéers ﬁere referved to the YSB from oth;r thényjuvenile,{
justice system sources., It is imuértant to ﬁote,'however; thaﬁ Impact\of?-v
£e1cers 1cp1e°ented a larger percentage (39 5%) of sthe Juvenile Court s and
39. 3X)OL the District Attorney's 0ffice rcLe“rula to the YSB Lhan did the
Police Department's Delinquency Contyol Division's referrals,.of;which*dnly‘
25% were Iﬁpact offenders. It appears, thus; that thé Juvenile Court aﬂd
the District Attorney's Office are‘more_likciy han the Dellnquency Cont olf
Division to refer Impaét‘offeﬁdars tb thé»YSB. It is also ev1dent that the
Delinquency Control Diviéion is‘more inelined to refer'youﬁger~Impact’o££end§ré-; 

to the YSB.
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assigned by the YSB to some spacific agency.

Aéaiu, the wajority (77.3%) of Impact oifenders were male."
With rQSpect‘to cthodcity, in general, the Iﬁbéct offenders show'the
same percentage distribution as the total population of youth referred
to the YS§3, ‘The only difiference is, that a slightly larger percentage

(23.3%) of Chicanos is found among Twpact offenders than among the total
population of youth referred to the YSB (20.1%). On the other hand, a
slightly lower percentage (16.7%) of Anglos is found among the Impact

offenders, compared to the 18,6% among the overall population of YSB

youth. It is also interesting to note, in this regard, that 27.4'percent

‘of all the Chicanos referred to the YSB were Impact offenders, as com=

pared to 23.8 percent and 20.7 perceﬁt among the Blacks and Anglos, re-

spectively.

" The prior offense history of the 172 Impact offenders referred
go the ¥YSB during the ten month period under consideration accounts fox
a total of 231 High Impact offenses: 148 burglaries, 66 assaults and
17 robberies. In addition, there were 265 thefts.and'484 other types
of offenses in the prior arrest record of the youth referred to tﬁe YSB.

It is evident that youth referred to the ¥S$3 had an average of 1.35

prior offenses, and Impact offenders had an average of 1.35 High Iwmpact

coffenses prior to their referral to the ¥YSB,

' Of the 725 referrals to the YSB, 262 (36 percent) refused services
when contacted by the YSBE and 129 youth refused services when contacted
by the particular program or agency to which they wers referred by the YSB.

In addition, as of April 1, 1974, 126% youth vemain to be referred out/or

~b. Y8D Referrals aund Placemonts , ,
. - Y . : . 7

-

& Tt includes 60 youth with whom no initial contact could be established.
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Overall, arcund 46 pe;cent of those referred to the‘ﬁsﬁ ﬁare further
referred by the YS3 into specific direct uerv1ces.cor00uent of co smundty-
based youth-serving agenciecs. It is very important tovmcntion that a higher
proportion (66.9%) of Impact offenders referred to the YSB were referréd
out to a community-based brogram/agency. |

-

Partners, Project Intercept, and Family and Children's Services :
received the highest number of refeirals from the YSB. Theix total amounted

to 229 youth, that is, 68 percent of the total YSB population which was

referred out by ¥YSB to direct-service agencies. There were 28 6ther c0mﬁhnity~ ' .
based youth-serving agencies utilized by the Nocthcast Denver YSB (see Flﬁu e

I). Out of these, East Side Motivational Co-op, Malcolm X Center for Mentali

Health, Horace Blanton Center, NYC, East-Side Neighborhood Healtb Center,

the Freedom House and the Park Hill ¥ental Health Center were most frequentiy'=
utilized. During its firsit ten months of operation, ¥YSB has referred a ?otal
of 72 youth, (21.47% of its ”referred»out" youth) to these agencies /pro rams, -
The other lO 6 percent of YSD youth referred out to Local agencies were ru~
ferred to the 21 less-frequently utilized agencies listed on Figure X.
’The highest percentage {35 ) of Impact offenders were feferre& to
Partners, followed by 25.2% referred to Intexcept and 14Z to Famlly and Chlld—' ‘;%}
ren's Services, 4.3% to the East~Side Motivational Co-op, and 3.5% to both thek S
Park Hill Manta}fﬂéalth Center and the Freedom fouse. It ié,t hnS,chLdl tnat
these youth-serving agenciecs 1ece1ved 98 Tmpact offenders,vunountlng to SS.M

percent of all Impact offcndezs referred out by the\YSB to direct Serviccs

conponent of local youth-sexving agbnc1cs.' It is interesting thut Impact ;  R

o

offenders reprusented 50/% of those relcrrpd by ibB Lo both tha Fregdom HOUuL

v ™

,:. B

A8 seen in‘ﬁinuru I, in a number of agencies to which YSB has referred et

only one youth, Impact o;fcﬁde;s represent 100% of the referrals, Since the B

nunbor of youth cons;dercd is very bmall the m»nt:owed per;entagcs are not -
rj medntngful L ~ : :




;f‘ and the Park Hill 'Mentﬂ iealth Center. Among those referred to
. I?a;ctne,rs, 44,47 were Impaét offenders. Impac't oifenders repfesented
. a : ._ 37.7 percent among those referred by the YSB to :E’r,oject Ixxtércept, 35.7

percent among those weferred to ‘thaEast Side }otivational Co-op; 27.3%

and 25,8 percent among those referred to Horace Blanton Center and Family

. “and Children's Services, respectively.
C, 'Pl;'tcéments, Refusals and Terminotions
Qut of tiie 337 yout;ll referred by ¥YSB to other agenéieé, 156 (46.3%)
. vere accepted. Of the total of 115 Impact offenders referred, A66 (57.4%)
were accepted., 30 youth could not be contacted by the referred to agencies.
99 youth (29.4%) refused the offered services. In addition, there are 52

(49) youth on whom; as of April 1, 1974, no follow-up (as to acceptance or
refusal of the offered services) was performed by the ¥YSBE. It appears, thus,
- g that the attrition rate is quite high. Only 156 (66) youth, representing
‘ 21.5, percent (38,3%) of referrals to the YSB have successfully entered a

Speaific—-cozmnﬁnity program. However, the 156 (66) youth raceiving o~arvices

‘from the various community-based _;)routh. serving agencies répréscnt 46.3

(57.4) pe?:cent of youth referred to the above agencies by the YSB,

Among ¥SB's three most frequently ut:i.lized referral sources,

.‘ ; ("Fartne'rs, Intefcept, Family and Children's Services), Family and Childryen's
Services had the highest 'acceptancc* rate (64.5 percent), followed by Partners

(56,7 percent). Project Intercept had the lowest (46.8 percent) acceptance

% Number of youth accepted over the number of youth referred
to the particular agoency.




8
importantly, the number of youth successfully texrminating plaéemcnt/serviccs
represcent 50.7 percent of thése entering some direct service agency as a
referral from the YSE, The highest percentage of successful terminationst
(90%) occurred in Family and Children's Services, followed by @5%Z) Project
Intercapt and (9.8%) in Partners.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION . “ﬁ'
A total of 725 referrals, including 172 associated with Impact -

offenders have been made to the YSB during its first ten months of,oparation¢

The primary sotrce of referral has been the Delinquency Control Division.

As of Apxril 1, 1974, 337 (115) youth have been referred by ¥YSB to direct

service agencies in the community, with the remainder either ;efusing

services, @7.8%,) unable to be contacted, (8:3), or (L7.4%) not yet assigned

or placed into a direct service component of a community-based agency. The

.characteristics of referrals to YSB indicate that they are primardily Black

males, between 13 and 15 years of age. During the first ten month peried of
¥SB's operation, 156 (66), 2L.5 percent (38.4%) of referrals, to the YSB

and 46,3% (57.4%) of referrals from YSB to dircct service agencies have been

accepted into one of the thirty one youth-serving agencies utilized by the

YSB. Partners, Project Intercept and Family and Children's Services were -

among the agencies to which YSB referred its youth most frequently. As‘of

April 1, 1974, 50,7 percent of those entering some direct service agency suc—

cessfully terminated their placemeént and were exited from the system.

It is apparent, thus, that YS3's objective of "serving 300 youth

# Number of youth successfully terminating over the number of - =
youth receiving services dn a particular agency. :

e 5 P L s - ik,
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: : througn determination of their nceds in terms of diverting‘them from delinm*
. quent behavior, and providi‘ng direct services whenever expedlent, necessarxy
3 | and possible; assessing existing Northeast Denver Community resources and
‘ diverting from the juvenile justice system whenever feasible; cbordinatimg\
and iategrating the delivery of youth sexrvices for the prevention of target
) crimes,"¥ has been accomplished, The Flow Analysis indicates that 337 |
yoﬁth have been :efcrred to community-based youth serving agencies over a
ten moath time peripd. The analysis also indicates that a very bfoad
range (31) of direct service agencies is utilized by thelYSB. “It would
appear, therefore, that the ¥YSB has been successful in tying together a

referral network which is quite broad in scope:

B, Recidivism Analysis

For purposes of this analysis recidivism has been defined in
terms of rearrest by the Denver Police Department. Both a "persons' reci-
N .

° divism rate and a "behavioral" recidivism xate have been calculated. The

first represents the proportion of youth who have one or more arrests during

e

their period of risk. This proportion does not take into account, however,
the fact that some youth have multiple rearrests. The second, the "be-

havioral" recidivism rate takes this variable iato account and indicates

the nuwber of rearrests per 100 youth during their mean period of risk. The

recidivism analysis presented also distinguishes between rearrests that

% Page 2 of ¥YSB's original grant Application to DACC,

]
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occured durdng the postereferral,® during placement/services®™ aud post-

release perdods. ™% The difference between the first and the third periods
. ’

2

of tine cquals the period of time during which youth werc placed at an a-

.

gency and were receiving some kind of direct services/treatmeant, ALl

. in

calculations for both the "persoms” and the "behavioral' recidivism rates

are presentad for a) all rcarrests and D) inpact rearrests only.

»

Previous rescarch oa reocidivism has indicated a numbor of factors
wiaich affeck rearrest (recidivism) rates. Such variables as the number an
type of prior arrests, sex, age at first arrest, age at first institutional-

ization, etinicity, family background and I.Q. have all proved to be related = .

* Represents the average leazth of time between referral to the Northoast
Dewvexr ¥YSB and April 1, 1974, The average period of risk during this
total "post-referral" period amounted to 6.1 months ~~ 8 months for those
receiviag services from Family and Children's, 5.6 months for those re-
ceiving services from Partners, 6.6 months for those receiving services
from Project Intercept, 8 months for those receivinz services from the
otuer 28 agencies utilized by the Y83, Tox those who refused YSB's
services the average period of risk between referral to the YSB an
April 1, 1974, was 5.6 moaths. The total of 6,1 months mentioned above
does not include 266 youtir, on 52 of whom no follow-up as to acceptance.
or rejection of particular services was performed, 33 who could not
pe contacted and 126 who have, as of April 1, 1974, not vet been as-

ignod to a particular ageney. ,

epresents ‘the average duration of scrvices/treatwmenkt for youth re-
ceiving direct services f£rom community-based youth saexviung ageacies.
The average period of risk during placemeut is 4.4 mounths. Tor youth
in Preject Intercept it amounts to 5.9 months, for those in Partners
and Fawmily and Childrexn's services 5.3 aad 3.9 months respectively.

Tne total of 4.4 months includes peviod of risk of 29 youth placed in
28 various agencies which provided, on average, 1.8 months of direct
services, o ‘ ‘

©% Represents the average leagth of time between termination of services

and April 1, 1974, It reflects the average risk period during the

post~relcase period which awounted to 5.2 months ~—~ 3.5 for youth who
torminated from Partners,’3.6 months for those terminating from Pro-
ject Intercept, 4.9 months for those from Family and Children's Ser-

vices and 6.2 months for youth terminating services received from the 28

other agencies utilized by the YSB. , : !

EE]

@
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to thae likelibood of recidivisn, In the recidivism aualysis preseuted in
thils report we have coatrolled for a numbex of these variables, namelj
sex, ethnicity and number and type of prior arrests.® We have calculated,
thus, sox, ethndeity, number of prior dmpact offeunses and type of agency
placement specific races of recidivism over the ten mouths pexiod of
Northeast- Deunver Youth Serviccs.Burcau's existence. Tables 2, 3 and 4
present the changes.(iﬁcrease or decrease) in both "persons' and Ybehav-
ioral" reeidivism rates of YSB youth during the total post-referral, as
well as, during,tand post termination of direct services. The percentage
reduction/increase in rvecidivism rates as presented in these Tables is
arrived at through a cemparison of the expected®® and the observed (ad-

justed) d%% recidivism rates (Sce Tables AL, AII, AIII, AIV, AV, AVI,

® We did not control im our calculations for the age variable,because the
nultiple regression equation of the Denver Anti~Crime Council's base-
line data(used here for purposes of comparison in the recidivism re-
duction analysis) showed that age was the least influential of the six
(number of prior srrests, numwber of referrals to the Juvenile Court,
numbex of prior impact arrests, sex, ethunleity and age) variables. The
Leta weight of age at the time of arrest in the multiple regression
equation ~- using any arrest for a onc-year follow-up as a criterion =--
was —-.012 Using an Impact arrest for a onc year follow-up as the cri-
texlon, age at arxest did not even enter the equation,

#% Lupocted rates of recidivism are calculated from the established base~
line sex, ethnicity, number and type of prior offense specific reci-
divism data obtained from the DACC's one year follow-up of a cohorh

of Denver youth, ~

L
f

% Observed recidivism rates refer to the actual rates of recidivism during
the average period of risk. The "adjusted" observed rates refer to the
actual recidivism rates adjusted (projected) to a one ycar risk period.
This adjustment is necessary for purposes of comparison of the actual-
observed rates with the base~line rates which were calculated on the
basis of a one~year follow-up period.




@ 12

8T, BIL, BILL, BIV, BV, BVI in the Appendix of this Report.)

"Post-Referral” Recidivisn Reduction

Table 2

Porcentane Roduction of "Porsous' and "Behavioral' Recidiviem Rates During
the Total Post-Reffcral to Y88 Period ‘

Y"PERSONS" UBLEHAVIORAL"
Y83 youth
receiving services . Rearrest for . Rearrest for )
TROM Imnact Any Offense -Tmpact _ Any Offeusc
Partners +87%  +69.8 +92.4 +85.7
Intercept +60.8 +60.2 - +78,3 - +86
Family & Children's +65 +32.2 +86.4 T 62,6
Seorvices :
Other agencies +32.2 +19.5 +27.5 +33,2
(23)
All (31) agencics . +62.7 +51.6 +72.5 +70.3
utilized by the YSB .
Youth who refused +65.8 s 4+46.5 +76.8 +68.3 B
¥YSH services ;
. Percentage

* reduction in recidivism rates
As indicated in Table 2, the reduction of "persouns” recidivism

rates for any offense for the total YSB clientele weceiving sexvices from
the local youth-serving agencies amounts to 51.6.percest. It is important

i
3

to note, however, that the persons recidivism rate for any offense has been
reduced fox youth receiving services from Partuners by 69.8 percent, for °
those receiving services from Project Intercept by 60.2 percent and for

those from Family aund Children's Services by 32.2 percent. TFor those

recelving services from all the other agencies the reduction in recidivism

rates amounted to only 19.5 percent. Thus, there appears to be aa imoressive
™
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difference in the roeductiocn of rocidivisn: rates for those in Partners

(59.82) and those in less fredquentlv utilized ageuncies (19.5%) (see Figure
I). The reduction of recidivism rades of those who refused YSB's services

amounts to 46.5 percent. If rearrests for oaly Impact offenses are con~

sidexed, an even higher reduction in 'persous”

, recidivism rates is evident.

This reduction® ranges from 32,2 perceat ( in the less frequently utilized a-

gencies) to 87 percent (in Partners). The average. percentage reduction

" Impact recidivism rates for youth receiving services from all

the youtn-serving agencies was 62.7 perceat.

of "persons

It is evideat, thus, that the proportion of youth rearrested for

an Impact offense during the one year period after referral to the YSB

o+

has been reduced more than the proportion of youth rearrested for any

offense (51.6%). This applies for youth iam cach of the agencies utilized

by the YSB. It is also crucial to point out that the reduction of recidi- .

yism  rates for vouth in Partners and in Project Intercept. is higher than

-

for those vouth who have refused YSB's serxvices, However, the reduction of

recidivism rates for Impact, as well as for any offense, of those refusing

0

¥5B's services is'hicher than for those referred by YSB to agencies othex

than Partaers and Project Intefccpt.

If the rates of rearrest ("behavioral” recidivism rates) rather than
the proportion of youth rearrested (''persons' recidivism rates) are con~

sidered, the reduction in recidivism rates is.even more impressive. As

¥

% The percentage reduction of recidivism rates is calculated by sub-
tracting the observed reecidivism rates from the cxpected ones and di=
viding the result by the expected rates, Sce Tables AL, AIL, AIILIX,

ALV, AV, AVI, BI, BII, BILI, BIV, BV, BVI in the Appendix.




Table 2 indicates, the rates of reavvest for any offease during a oue yédr
period after referral to the. YSB have been reduced on avcrngé by‘;O.ﬁ pex-
cent. The reduction of ;atcs of r;arrcst for an Impact offense amounts to
72.5 parcent. It appears that Partners, (92.4%) followed by Family and
Children's Sexvices (86.4%), and Project Intercept (78.3%) were most suc—~
ceséfulin reducing recidi&idm rates for Impact offenses. If rearrests for
nyoffenses are ‘considered, Project Interéept (86%) closely followed by
Partners (85. 75 ) and Family aand Childrea's Services (62.6%) appear to be
most successfui. The reduction of ”behavioral" recidivism rates fcr yo 'th

; in other Ehan the above mentioned agencies is higher (33.2%) for any of~
‘fEuSLtﬂaq for an Impact offeunse (27. 5/)
In general, the analysis of both the "persouns" and the “behavioral“
receidivism rates and their raduction during the post-referral to YS3B

period (Table 2) warrants a number of conclusions.

1. The rates of rearrest have been reduced more tha1 the propor-—

tion of vouth rearraested.
2. The above applies for all the youth~serving agencies utilized by
the YSB,

3. In general, the percentage reduction iz both the "persouns' and the

"behavioral" recidivism rates is greater for Impact than for ‘ e

other types of rearrests. The -only exception, as scen in Table

2, is the reduction of "bchavioral" recidivism rates which is
lower for Impact than for any type of offenses for youth‘in
Progect Iqtercept and in a nuwmber of lcss fzequewtly utlllzed
agencies,

4. It appears that Partners, Project Intercept and Family and

¥

Children's Secrvices were among the most successful agencies, -
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The recidivism rates of youth receiving sewvices from agencies

mentioned above, have been reduced by much

« .

other than the one
.

5. A comparison of youth who refused ¥YSB's services and those re-

ceiving direct sexvices from community-based ageuncies, makes

tH

t evident that a) the reduction in "smoersons' Imwact recidi-

.

visnm rotes of those in Partuers (87%) compares favorably with

.

the reduction for those refusine secvices (65.8%), and b)

that the reduction in 'percous' rocidivism rates for auny offense

for vouth in Partaers (69.8%) and thosa in Project Iutercent

(60.2%) also compare favorably with the reduction for those who

have refused ¥YS8's services (45.5%). The same pattern is appar-

ent when 'Dehavioral" recidivism reates are considered. The

> 1

reduction in these rates for Impact offenscs for the vouth in

Partners (92.4%), Tamily and Children's Services (86.47%) ., aund

Project Intercept (78.37) compare favorably with the reduction

.

of the same rates for those who refused services. (76.8%) When

recidivisn rates for any offcnse are considered, the reduction

is higher for youth both in Partners (85.7%) and in Project

Intercept (86%4) than for those wio have refused YSB's services

(68.37) .
6. The data obtained from the recidivism analysis seem to xeader

support to the variable lenmgth of exposure hypothesis which

32.2% vs 87% for "persons" Impact offense rearrest rate, 19.3% vs 69.8%
for 'persons'” any offense recidivisn rate; 27.5% vs 92.4% for '"behavioral’
Impact rearrost yate and 33.2% vs 85.7% for '"behavioral" any offense ra-
cidivism rate.  See Table 2

™

\\.}',
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claims that the length of treatment/scervices influences tho-
dogree of recidiviswm reduction, On the basis of our analysis ’

-

we may' conclude thit, in general, the length of services® ap-
pears to be positively corrclated with the reduction ia reci-

divism rates.

While Recelviang and After Termination of Services

period (Table 3) reflects rearrests which have occured after the youth

fo%loW*up period involvad in the prcvioﬁs~énalysia includes. ;
time duriag vaich YSB youth have been recciving direct ser&ices,
as well as, time periods after the youth have terminated services and‘

thus exited from the YSB system. The difference in the recidivism rates

between the "post-referral” period (Table 2) aund the "during services'

terminated treatmeﬁt/services, that is, duriang the "post~release' period
(Table 4),

The changes in the recidivism rates during the placement/serviccs
pecriod are of particular interest,

As indicated in Table 3, a reduction of

both "persons' and '"behavioral" recidivism rates has occured for youth in -

. .

Partners, Project Intercept, and Family and Children's Servicgs. However,
for youth receiving services from agencies other than thé above ones, an
increase, rather than a decrease in the "persons" recidivism rate has oc-
cured duriag the period of time invwhich servicés were provided to the YSB‘
youth,

.

Also, for youth receiving services from Partners, the reduction of

- both "persons" and "behavioral" recidivism rates during the period in R

% See Table 1 in this report.
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Percentage Reduction of "Porsons" and '"Behavioral' Recidivism Rates During

Table 3

-

Placemnnnt/Services

"PLRSONS" : "BEHAVIORAL"
Y83 youth
roeceiving services Rearrest for Rearrest for
FRo Impact Any Offensc Imnact  Any Offense
Partners +100% +76 +100 © +87.8
Intercept +56.7 +56.6 +75.7 +84.6
Family and
Children's Services +52.5 . o +57.4 +72.6 +59,7
Other Agenciles ~52,4 -78,6% +6.6 " +29.3
All (31) Agencies +62.7 +53.2 +78.8 +35.1

utilized by YSB

* plus (+) refers to a reduction in recidivism rates

minus (~) refers to an increase in recidivism rates




‘Partuers, in which the "persons'

wiich services ware being provided was higher® than the reduction during the

total post veferral to YSB period,

| In all other dircct service agencies to which vourh have beéﬁ Te-
ferred by the YSB, the reduction of both "persons" and "behavioral” rear—
rest rates for Impacé,aé well as,for auny offenses, is lower during the

placoment/services period than during the total post-referral to YSB

pexilod, .

It is interesting to note, however, that the same pattern of .higher

reduction ia "behavioral' than in "persons" recidivism rates obsefved
during the total‘post—referral to ¥YSB period, is also evident during the
placement/services period.

A comparison of recidivism rates ''during the placement/setvicesﬁ
period (Table 3) and the ''post-termination" period (Table 4) suggests an
interesting and an important finding. -

While there has been an overall decrecase in recidivism rates during
the placement/servicés period (Table 3), the decrease in recidivism»rateé:
during the post-termination of services period (Table 4) appears to be, in
most instances, higher; This is the case for youth in all agencieé except
' and the ”behavioral" Impact recidivism
rates during the "post-termination of services";period are lower (79.5%,
88%) than "during the services" period (100%, 100%), and Family and Child-

ren's Services where only the 'persons" Impact recidivism rates durisg the

% 100% vs 87% for "persons" Impact Recidivism Rates R
76% vs 69.8% for "persons' Reecidivism rates for any offense
100% vs 92.4% for "behavioral' Impact recidivism rates
87.8% vs 85.7% for "behavioral" recidivism rates for any offense

.




Table 4

Percentage Reduction in "Persons” and In "Behavioral' Recidivism Rates

during the "Post-Termination" Period

"PERSONS™- U"BEHAVIORAL"

YSB youth S

recelving services ' Rearrest for ' . Rearrest for
FROM Impact Auy Offense " Impact  Any Offense
Partners g +79. 5% +87.9 +88 +95., 4
Intercept 4100 ' 4100 +100 +100
Family and ; :

Children's Services +80.4 +32 +89.2 +7L.5
Cther Agencies +56.7 +36.3 +33.9 +34.,8
All (31):Agencies

utilized by YSB +781, +74.8 +83 +80.5

Percentage
% reduction in recidivism rates

i
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“post~tcrmination" period were lower (32%) thaa during the'placemént/i |
services period (57.4%);’ |

Again, the reductiom ia "behavioral" reccidivism rates for those re-
ceiving services from Partners, Project Intercept, aand ?dmily and Chi1d~‘

rea's Services were higher than the reductions in "persons" recidivism rates.

The percentage reduction in the proportion of vyouth rearrested for am Tmpact:

offense during the projected one year risk period -after termination of

«

‘services at Partners was 79.5%, the percentage reduction of youth rearrested

for any offense was 87.9%. The percentage reduction of rearrests was higher

thaa the pcrcentage reduction in the proporition of vouth rearrested,‘ namely

88% for an Impact offense and 95.4% of any offeuse. The same pattern is -

evideant for Family and Children's Services.® This does zot seem to'be~the:
case for youth receiving sexrvices from othe: agencies. o
The compﬁrison of changes in recidivigm rdtes &uring thg post~re-
ferral to the YSB (Table 2), post-termination of scfvices (Table 4) aad
during services periods (Table 3) warranté‘a;number of'cdnc1usions:"

1. The overall percentage reduction of botﬁ,the ”peﬁéons" and the
"behavioral' recidivism fates_during the period4after‘termiﬁa~
tion of plqccment/serviées isbhigher théﬁ duriag both? the
period of time when services were beiﬁg‘providedﬁﬁand during the
total post—referfal to the YSB period.

2. The above is true when the total number of youth im all of the T

* TFor youth in Project Intercept the’ percentage reductions in 'persons'
and in "behavioral" recidivism rates are the same.

*% This may be a function of a short follew-up period.

.
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s agencies utilized by the Northeast Denver YSB were considered
. together. When cach youth-serving agency is considered separ-

® , .

ately, it is evideat that, for example, for ?rojectylntércept
the above indicated pattern applies fully, buF for youth in
Partners the aboVe mentioned pattern applies oanly Qhen rearxests
rates for any oféenses are considered. Tor youth fn Family and

’ Cuildren's Sexvices, the observed pattern applies oaly for the
any and Impact offenses "behavioral" reérrest rates. '

3. The aforementioned findings of higher reduction in the "behav-
ioral" than in the ''persons' recidivism rates apply to all the
three (Partners, Project Intercept, and Family and Children's
Services) major youth-serving agencies in all three - ”during
services,” "post-ralease" and the "tatal post~referral to the

. ¥SB' periods.,

O .

: ‘ 4. In general, the percentage reduction in both the 'persons" aand

the "behavioral"” recidivism rvates is greater for Impact than for

PS ; other types of offenses for yo‘uth in the three major agencies.

. Theze are two éxceptiona to the above pattern® when the “total
post-referral” period and the "during serviceﬁ” period are con-

o sidered. When the ''post-termination" period is considered, there

appears to be only one exception®*to the general pattern dis-

cussed under 4.

* TFor youth in Project Iater:zept ("behavioral" recidivism rates duriag -the
total period and for youth ia Family and Children's Services (''persouns”
recidivism rates) during the period in which services have been provided
“to ¥S8B youth,

For youth in Partners (both for "persomns" and "behavioral" recidivism
rates) .

oS
p




Summary and Conclusions

~ The recidivism aa41551s plescutud above ouxpor s to evaluate the
. effectiveness of various youth-serving agencies utilized by the Yguth
Services Bureau in reduciang the recidivism rateé of its clieats. For this
purpose a comparison of observed and cxpected recidivism rates was per=—
formed. Sex, ethaicity, number and type of prior offense specific observed
recidivism rates of’YSB youth werebcompared to those we would expect 6n the
basis of base-~line %ecidivism rates.¥ The bﬁse~line data clearly\indicaté
that the likeiihood of recidibism for males is mgch highef thdn'fof-femalesA
and that,in general, given the same‘number of priox Impact offenses, the )
. ; ;
likelihood of rearrest for Chicanos and Blacks is much higher than for
Anglos, And even more importantly, the number of prior Impact offenses
greatly effects ,the iikelihood of recidivism. As the base-line data show,
the chances of rearrest for any offer nse during a'one—year follow—-up period
° for an Anglo male with one prior Impact arrest are 35.5%, with two pxior
. Im:ﬁact offenses 67.5% and with three they increase to 78.9%4. The chances
of vrearrest for a Cﬁicano male, by comparison, are 54.87% (with one priox
® Impact arrest), 80,2% (with two prior Impact arlusts), and 88% (with three
prior Impact arrests), respectively. It is, thus, these sex, ethnicity and

runber of prior offenses specific base-line data that are utilized for pur-—

oses of comparison with the YSB youth, which, as mentioned previously,
b 2 2

have an average of 1.3 prior Impact offenses per person and are mostly (68.4%

male and either Black or Chicano. (77.5%) The recidivism analysis presented

® in tuis report (see Tables AL, AII, AIII, ALV, AV, AVI, BI, BII, BIILI, BIV,

* DBased on a one-year follow-up of a cohort of Deaver youth with an Impact
ofreAse duxing the FY 1972,
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BV, BVL in the Appendix) iIndicates th&t, gcncrally,;cﬁe'oﬁservcd iecidivism
rates for YSB youth iecciviné diréct services from community-based agén*4'
cles, as well as, for tho;e youth'r;fusing YS3's services, compare favorws
ably with their expected rates. This is especially the case ﬁith the "be~
havioral" receidivism rates and for Egarrest for Impact offeusss.,

The data derived from our reecidivism roduction analysis seem to sup;
port the variable leangth of exposure hypothesis. ‘Generally, the lpngép
the (Table 1) client remains at the agencies referred to by the YSB, the
lower the likelihood of rearrest during the period of time while seréices
are provided and also during the total post-referral to thc YSB‘period.
Partners, followed closely by Project Intercepf and then Family and Child-
ren's Services were the agencies most ;ucceSSful in reducing thé recidivism
rates of their clients. The reduction of recidivism réte of youth-in these
agencies was much higher than for those youth refusing services. It can be con~
ciuded, therefore, that the results of our recidivism analysis‘indicate that
YSB's objective of reducing the recidivism&ratcs of identified youthful
offenders in the LEAA mandated crime~specific areas has been fulfillgd,

It is, however, also suggested that an evaluation with-a longer

follow-up period than the one possible at the time of this report may render

nore accurate and insightful results.

Community Involvement

Table 5 presents the hours of community involvement on tlie part of
the YSB staff, DMost of these data are self-explanatory. Several trends
can be obsexved across time, however. First, the amount of voluntcer time.

has decreased rather dramatically since the summer months but has incr. ased

* .

again during January and February. Also, the number of contacts and the

o4
PR ATE






Table 5

Northeast Denver Youth Services Bureau
Community Involvement
June 1, 1973 - April 1, 1974

{fonth June July Aug, Sept. Oct. Nov, Dec. Jan. Feb. March . Tate
No. of Meetings
vith Community
Sroups 4 2 & 3 2 19 4 47 126 95 367
No. of Contacts 45 25 10 11 9 66 95 1102 63- 115 54"
Hours of Volunteer
{elp ‘ 136 - 292 162 ' 19 35 7 2 105 165. 32 g5
Internal GCC
{eetings Hours 0 3 2 2 . 3 3 2 3 2. 0 e
Other 0 52 8 3 ¢
NYC 100 295 215 61
Community Relations 12 0 60 66 1
Grand Total 263
0(" ‘ . ’ . o ¥
LY ? N ; . N 4
Se ® ® ° ® ® e ® * .
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%l
£5 witi commuaiiy grouds has suoscantially increased
curing the last three months bf YSo's fivst ten mouths of operation. In
t:urms of overall involvement in community activities there appears to have
vaen a sudstantial decxe

.
Opeditlon.,

ase-during

3 the second tod

mester followed by an

ester of ¥S5's fivst ten (10) months of
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Table A I

fraportion of YSH Youth Rearvested Durius the Total Yerfod from Referral to YSB til Aprdl 1, 1974,

y Sex, Ethnieity, Number and tvpe of Prior Offevnses, Type of Rearrest and Type of Apency Placement ’ v
. ) Rearrest for ?zny Offense
¥Y$B Youth Expected (X) Observed (¥)  Adjusted for Average 7% Reduction
Receiving . Average Average a one Year Period in .
Services Fron Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate Risk Perlod of Risk Recidivism Rates
Partners 56,2 8 . 17 5.64 +69.8
Intercept 65,3 24 26 6.6 +60.2

Fanily and Children's : . .
Services 53.1 24 36 8 +32.2

e Other Agencies 52,4 28 42.2 8 +19.5
Total of all the .
Direct Service Agenciles 57.9 16 28 6.9 - +51.6 .
fron which Y¥SB Youth arc : i . .
Recelving Services . .
' ® Those Youth whe . .
Refused Services 48,5 12 ) 26 - 5.6 +H6.4
w
lh - ‘
N .

. :
- oo et R Ce et . . .

Table A IL
Proportion of YSB Youth Rearrested Durinz their Placement at the Referred to Apency by Sex, Ethnicity,
hunter and Type of Prior Offenses, Type of Rearrest and Type of Agency Placement .

N -

Rearrest for Any Offense

. YSB Youth Expected (X) Observed (X) Adjusted for Average %4 Reduction
Recelving Average Average a One Year - Perdod in
. Services From Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate Risk Ferfod of Risk Recidivism Rates "
Partners 56,21 5.9 13.5 . 5.26 476
Intereept 65,33 . 34 28.3 5.94 +56.6
o Fanily and Children's :
Sorvices . 53.10 7.4 22.6 3.94 +57.4
Other Agencles 52,38 13,8 93.6 1.77 -78.6

Total of all the :
Direct Servine Agencies 57.92 10 27.1 4,43 +53.2
rom which YSB Youth . T

& Recedving Services :




Table A ITI

roportlon of YSB Youth Rearrested Durlng the Post-Ternination of Services at the Reforred to Apency

11 Aprdl 1, 1974 by Sex, Echmicity, Neuber and Type of Prior Otfenues, Type of Rearrest and Typa of

YSB Youth
Receiving
Services From

-+ Ageney Plaecement
Rearrest For Any Qffense
Expected (%) Observed (%) Adjusted for Average % Reduction

Average ¢ Average a One Year Periad in
Rearrvest Rate Rearrest Rate Risk Period of Risk Recidivism Rates

Partners 56.21 2 6.8 3,53 +87.9
Intercept 65,33 0 0 3.64 +1.00
Family and Children's . ’
Services 53,10 14.7 36,1 4.88 C o2

‘ . Other Agencies - 52,38 17.3 ! 33.4: 6.23 +36.3
Total of all the '
Direct Service Agencies 57.9 6.7 14.6 +74
£rom vhich YSB Youth ’ ' S W 5 -8
are Recelving Services

é“: -~

Table A IV

.

Proportion of YSB Youth Rearrested During the Totzl Period from Referral to YSB til April 1, 1974,

by Sex, Ethaieity, Nurber and Type of Prior Offenses, Type of Rearrest and Type of Asency Placement

" ¥YSE Youth
. Recelving
Servicas From

Rearvest for Impact Offenses

Expected (¥) Observed (¥) Adjusted for Average 4 Reduction
Average Average a One Year Period in
Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate Risk Period of Risk  Recidivism Rates

v

Partners 33,05 2.0 4,3 5.64 +87
Intercept 37.75 8.1 14.8 6,60 +60.8
. i d Child ' '
: Fanily an ren's
Services 31.63 7.4 1.2 7.96 +65
Othex Agencles 30,68 13.8 2,08 7.96 +32,2
Total of all the ) ;
o irect Service Agencles 34,29 7.3 © 128 6.89 462.7
romt which YSB Youth :
re Recelving Services
" Those Youth wh
wose Youth who ) _ )
Refused Serviees 25,67 4.1 8.8 5.62 +65.8
= oo .

.



> . B ' ‘ ' Table A V

[

) Proyort.ion af YSB Youth Rearrastoed Duriun Placcmnt at the Refeered to Agency by Sex, Ethniedbty,
;_Mmber and Tyode of Prior Offease, Type ot Rearrest and Type of Arcncy Placement

Rearrest for Imr;act Offenses

o

.; - ¥5B Youth Expected (X) Observed (¥)  Adjusted for Average & Reduction
) Recedving . Average S Average a One Year Period in ;
. Services Fron Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate R,isk Period of Risk Recidivlsm Rates
Partnets 33.05 0 0 5.26 +100
. Inter¢ept 37.75 8,1 16.4 5.94 +56.7
Family and Children's . ; L X
Services 31.63 4.9 15 3,94 52,5
Other Agencles 30.68 6.9 46.8 1.77 -52.4
D toral of all the ’
fo Direct Service Agencles 34.29 4.7 12.8 4,43 . +62,7
from which YSB Youth : '

-Are Receiving Services

e . Table A VI

 Proportion of YSB Youth Rearrested During the Post-Termination of Placement at the Reffered to
v "Aycncy til April 1, 1974, by Sex, Ethnieity, Number and Type of Prior Offenses, Type of Rcart‘est
angd Type of Agedcy Placement

Reaxrest for Impact OFffenses

YSB Youth . Expected (%) Observed (X) Adjusted for Average % Reduction

Receiving Average Average a One Year Period in
Services From ’ Rearrest Rate Reavrest Rate Risk Period of Risk  Recidivism Rates
Pattners 33.05 2,0 6.8 3.53 +79.5
Iﬁterc‘ept 37.75 0 0 3.64 4100

}"m\ily and C'nildren ]
Services. . 31.63 2.5 6.2 4,88 +80.4

other Agencies 30.68 6.9 13.3 6.23 +56.7

Total of all the : ' :
irect Service Agencles 34.3 3.4 7.5 5.50 +78.1%

Are Recediving Services
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' ) Table B I

Sew, Echindicity, Number and Type of Prior Offenses, Type of Rearrest and Type of Apeney Placement

.
N
.

® : ' ) . Rearrpst for Any Offense
- YSB Youth . Expected (%) Observed (%)  Adjusted for Average = % Reduction
Receiving Average Average a One Year Period in
Services From . Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate Risk Period of Risk Recidivism Rates
Partners ' : 146.393 9.8 20,9 . 5.64 485.7
® Intercept ’ 176.860 13.6 24.8 6,60 +86

Family and Children's ‘ . ’
Services 147.371 36.6 55.2 7.96 +62,6

Other Agencies 132,387 . 58,7 88.5 7.96 4332

Total of all the ) . ’ )

Direct Service Agencles 155.577 .265 46,2 6.89 +70.3
. from which YSB YQuth : .

Are Raceiving Services

Those Youth who L
‘ . Kefused Services - 88.95 : 13.2 28.2 .. 5,62 A +68.3

Table B II

. Proportion of ¥SB Youth During Placement at the Reffered to Apency by Sex, Ethnicity, Number and Type -
) of Prior Offenses, Type of Reqrrest and Type of Agancy Placenent "

N .

T

Rearrest for Any Offense

YSB Youth ' Expected (X) Obsexved () = Adjusted for Average - % Reduction

Recelving Average Average a One Year  Pexriod in
., “Services From Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate Risk Period of Risk Recidivism Rates
Partners 146.393 7.8 17.8 : 5.26 | 87.8
Intarcept 176,860 13.5 27,3 5.9 84,6
.‘ . ‘ Family and Children's . . s
‘ Services ) 147.371 19,5 594 3.94 +59.7

“Other Agencies 132.387 ‘ 13,8 93.6 - 1.77 S 429,3

Total of all the’ i .
Direct Service Agencies 155,577 37.3 1,01 4.43 4+35.1
o which YSH Youth : : '

e Receiving Serviges

wr

sportion of Rearrest of YSB Youth During the Total Period from Referral to the YSP til April 1, 1974,

ry




 Table B IiI

. 'I’ragortion of Rearrests of YSB Youth During “Post-Termination of Serviced' at the Referred to Agency

1 Anzil 1, 1974, by Scx, Fthnicit:y, Number aud Typer of Prior Offenses, Type of Rearrest and Type

¥SB Youth
Recaived
Services From

of A{'cncy Elncer’cn:

. : Rearrest for Any Offense

Expected  (£) Observed () Adjusted for Average % Reduction
Average - Average ... & One Year = Perlod in

Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate¢ Risk Period of Risk Recidivism Rates

Partners 146,393 2 6.8 3.53 +95.4
Intercapt 176,860 o 0 3.64 - +100
I-'amil}{ and. Children‘s,k " .
Services 147,371, : 17,1 42 . 4.88 +71.5
“Other Agencles 132,387 44,8 . 86.3 6.23 +34.8
Total of all the , )
Dirasct Sorvice -Agencies 155.577 13.9 30.4 . 5.50 +80.5
 £xom which ¥SB Youth ; .
“are Recelving Serxvices
R = - v PRSI RN e . P
Table B IV

Proportion of YSB Youth Rearrested During the Total Period from Referral to the ¥SB til April I, 1974,

by Sex, Ethnieity, Nomber and Tyspe of Prior Offenses, Type of Rearrest and Type of Agency Placement

¥8B Youth
Received
Services From.

Rearrest for Tmpact Offenses

Expected (X) Observed (X) = Adjusted for Average % Reduction
Average Average a One Year Perlod - in
Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate Risk Period of Risk Recidivism Rates

56,686 2.0 4.3 5.64 92,4

Partners
Intercept 67.622 8.1 ‘ 14.7 6.6 +78.3
Famlly and Children's ) o . ‘
Servicas 54.366 4,9 - 7.4 7.96 +86.4
Other Agencles 50.069 24,1 . 36,3 7.96 +27.5
Ttal of all the .
Ditect Service Agencles- 58.967 9.3 16,2 6.89 +72.5
from which YSB Youth . : ’
re Recelving Services ’

Prhose Youth who : :

Refused Savvices 41,374 4,72 10 : 5.62 +76.8

e
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Table BV

Proportion of YSB Youth Rearrested’During the Placement at the Referred to Agency by Séx, Ethnicity,

Number and Type of Prior Offenses, Type of Rearrest and Type of Agency Placement

¥SB Youth
Received
Services From

Expected (%)
Average
Rearrest Rate .

Rearrest for Impact Offenses

Observed {(X) Adjusted for ;Avérage‘ % Reduction
~ Average a One Year Perioed ~ ~ in -
Rearrest Rate Rigk Period of Risk Recidivism Rates

-

0 0 - 5.26 +100

Partners 56.686

Intercept 67.622 . 8.1 : 16.4 5.94 : +75.7
Family and Children's : ‘

Services 54.366 4.9 14.9 3.94 +72.6
Other Agencles 1 50.069 6.9 L 46,8 1.77  +6.6
Total of all the v o o S LR ‘:;'
Direct Service Agenciles 58.967 4.6 ; 12.5 4.43 . +78.8

from which YSB Youth
are Receiving Services

iy



Probortlon of YSB Youth During the Post-Termination of Services at the Referred to Agency till

Table B VI

April 1, 1974 by Sex, Ethnicity, Numbexr and Type of Prior Offenses, Type of Rearrest and Type of

Agenqy Placement

Rearrest for Impact Offense

 YSB Youth Expected (X) Observed (X)  Adjusted for Average % Reduction
Received Average Average a One Year DTeriod in »

Services From Rearrest Rate Rearrest Rate  Risk Period of Risk Recidiwism Rates

Partners 56,686 2.0 6.8 3.53 +88

Intercept 67.622 0 0 3.64 +100

Family and Children's e ' ,

Services 54,366 2.4 5.9 4,88 +89,2

Other Agencies 50.069 17.2 33.1 6.23 +33,9°

Total of all the L ‘ BT :

Direct Service Agencies 58,967 4.6 10 5.50 +83

from whieh YSB Youth

are Receiving Services

b
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