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A
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ssessm
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E
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an A
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m
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Y
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E
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B
ackground

•
C

ivil C
itation program

s gaining popularity
•

B
ased on labeling theory

•
C

ivil C
itation intended to accom

plish 3 goals
•

K
eep kids from

 m
oving further in juvenile justice system

•
R

educe costs to juvenile justice system

•
R

educe juvenile recidivism

•
Success of these program

s can vary based on im
plem

entation

•
M

ixed findings on w
hether these types of diversion program

s 
effectively reduces recidivism



D
ata &

 M
ethods

•
D

ata provided by D
JJ on all first-tim

e m
isdem

eanor 
juvenile offenders that received a referral betw

een 
January 2002 and July 2016

•
F

ull C
ohort: 437,449 cases

•
2011 to 2016 C

ohort: 111,473 cases

•
T

ypes of A
nalyses: 

•
Study 1: T

im
e Series A

nalysis
•

Study 2: M
ulti-L

evel M
odeling

•
Study 3: L

ogistic R
egression



D
escriptive Inform

ation

•
60 out of 67 counties im

plem
ented civil citation

•
41 counties im

plem
ented after 2011 state initiative

•
A

verage use of civil citation ranges from
 0%

 to 90%

•
B

etw
een 2011 and 2016, 25%

 of eligible juveniles 
across the state received civil citation



Study 1:
T

he Im
plem

entation of 
C

ivil C
itation



Im
plem

entation F
indings

•
13 counties had successful im

m
ediate im

plem
entation

•
B

revard, C
itrus, M

onroe, Santa R
osa, B

aker, B
row

ard, C
ollier, D

uval, G
adsden, 

M
anatee, O

sceola, P
alm

 B
each, Sem

inole

•
6 counties experienced im

m
ediate net-w

idening
•

D
esoto, H

ernando, N
assau, P

asco, P
inellas, and U

nion

•
9 counties had long-term

 successful im
plem

entation
•

A
lachua, B

row
ard, C

ollier, Indian R
iver, L

ake, O
sceola, P

alm
 B

each, P
asco, and 

V
olusia

•
1 county experienced long-term

 net-w
idening

•
P

utnam

•
M

ajority of counties did not experience any significant changes



Im
plem

entation F
indings

C
o

u
n

ty
 F

a
c
to

r
s

S
u

c
c
e
s
s
fu

l I
m

p
le

m
e
n

ta
tio

n
v

s
. O

th
e
r
 I

m
p

le
m

e
n

ta
tio

n

D
irection

Significance
Juvenile A

rrest R
ate

↑
*

U
C

R
 C

rim
e R

ate
↑

*
L

aw
 E

nforcem
ent

U
nem

ploym
ent R

ate
P

overty R
ate

↓
*

M
edian Incom

e
↑

*
G

raduation R
ate

P
ercent B

lack
↓

*
P

ercent H
ispanic

↑
*

U
rbanization

↑
*

Y
outh D

ensity
P

rogram
 B

uy In
↓

*



Study 2:
T

he P
redictors of 

C
ivil C

itation U
se



Juvenile Predictors of C
ivil C

itation

Juvenile
C

haracteristics
R

eceived C
ivil C

itation

A
ge

O
lder

juveniles less likely

M
ale

M
ale

juveniles less likely

B
lack

B
lack juveniles less

likely

H
ispanic

N
S

O
ffense -V

iolent
N

S

O
ffense -Property

Juveniles
w

ith property offense m
ore likely

O
ffense -D

rugs
N

S

School O
ffense

Juveniles
w

ith school offense m
ore likely

D
om

estic V
iolence

Juveniles
w

ith dom
estic violence offense less likely



C
ontextual Predictors of C

ivil C
itation

C
ounty C

haracteristics
Juvenile R

eceiving
C

ivil C
itation

Youth D
ensity

Juveniles
in counties w

ith higher youth density less likely

Percent B
lack

O
verall, Juveniles

in counties w
ith higher percent black m

ore likely*

Percent H
ispanic

N
S

U
rbanization

N
S

G
raduation R

ate
N

S

Percent R
epublican

N
S

U
C

R
 C

rim
e R

ate
Juveniles

in counties w
ith higher crim

e rates m
ore likely

Juvenile A
rrest R

ates
N

S

U
nem

ploym
ent R

ate
N

S

Poverty R
ate

N
S

M
edian H

ousehold Incom
e

N
S

LEO
S per capita

N
S

Law
 Enforcem

ent A
gencies

Juveniles
in counties w

ith m
ore L

E
 agencies less likely*

R
eferral A

gencies (num
ber)

N
S

B
uy in

Juveniles
in counties w

ith buy in m
ore likely

A
gency Participation R

ate
Juveniles

in counties w
ith higher agency participation m

ore likely*



Study 3:
C

ivil C
itation and 

R
ecidivism



R
ecidivism

 F
indings

•
E

xam
ined arrest at 6 m

onth, 12 m
onth, and 3 year 

follow
 up periods

•
Juveniles dem

ographics and offense characteristics 
included as controls

•
Juveniles that received civil citation w

ere less likely to 
be rearrested in general, and at each follow

 up period 
com

pared to juveniles that received an arrest

•
T

he reduced likelihood of arrest decreased w
ith 

progressively later follow
 up periods



P
olicy Im

plications

•
P

rovide occasional “booster shots” to counties
•

R
e-trainings or conferences

•
H

elp
keep use consistent

•
Increase

use in general

•
Increase D

ata C
ollection

•
Im

plem
entation P

rocess

•
O

fficer D
ecision M

aking

•
R

isk A
ssessm

ents
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