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Z
ero Tolerance E

ra in Schools 
•

A
ccelerated in the late 1990s and early 2000s 

•
M

oral panic and high-profile school shootings
•

A
doption of m

andatory disciplinary policies 
•

Increased security m
easures 

•
E

nactm
ent of federal law

s 

School-to-Prison Pipeline
•

Increased contact w
ith juvenile and adult justice system

s 
•

Youth are pushed out of the educational system
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C
rim

inalization of M
inor B

ehavior 
•

Youth are arrested at school for relatively m
inor offenses 

Form
al System

 C
ontact Leads to Future O

ffending
•

Labeling theory  

E
ducational A

ttainm
ent 

•
D

ecreases high school graduation and college enrollm
ent

School R
eferral R

ates 
•

School characteristics affect crim
e
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Project Purpose
•

E
xam

ine variation in and consequences of school-based referrals
•

A
ddressing m

ajor lim
itation of prior research 

Individual-Level
•

Com
pare youth w

ith first-tim
e referrals for school-based offending 

to youth w
ith first-tim

e referrals for com
m

unity-based offending 

School-Level
•

Com
pare schools by their in-school referral rate as w

ell as a    
school-to-com

m
unity referral ratio 
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Individual-Level R
esearch Q

uestions 
•

For school-based referrals relative to community-based referrals,  
1.w

hat types of offenses are youth referred for? 
2.w

hat is the effect on subsequent juvenile offending? 
3.w

hat is the effect on high school com
pletion? 

School-Level R
esearch Q

uestions 
•

A
mong mainstream schools,  

1.are schools “over-referring” students?
2.w

hat characteristics are associated w
ith higher referral ratios?
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Florida D
epartm

ent of Juvenile Justice
•

A
ccelerated cohort of first-tim

e offenders betw
een 2004-2009  

•
Indicator of offense location

•
Positive A

chievem
ent Change Tool (PACT) 

Florida D
epartm

ent of E
ducation 

•
School records for first-tim

e offender cohort
•

School and district characteristics  

Sam
ple R

estrictions 
•

Youth enrolled in a Florida public school at tim
e of offense
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T
ypes of O

ffenses 
•

School youth w
ere m

ost likely to be referred for…
•

Sim
ple assault and/or battery 

•
D

isorderly conduct
•

M
isdem

eanor drug offenses
•

Felony w
eapon/firearm

 offenses  

Subsequent Juvenile O
ffending

•
School youth w

ere less likely to be re-referred w
ithin a year 

•
School youth m

ore likely to be re-referred for school-based offending

H
igh School C

om
pletion 

•
Com

m
unity youth com

pleted high school at a higher rate
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Schools “O
ver-R

efer” Students  
•

M
isidentification of w

hich schools “over-refer” 
•

H
igh school referral rate butlow

 school-to-com
m

unity referral ratio 
•

Low
 school referral rate buthigh school-to-com

m
unity referral ratio 

C
haracteristics A

ssociated w
ith H

igh R
eferral R

atios
•

M
iddle schools
•

Free/reduced lunch, truancy rate, in-school suspension rate
•

H
igh schools 
•

D
em

ographics, student behavior, academ
ics, teacher/staff, school size, 

district characteristics 
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W
ork w

ith Schools to Increase C
ivil C

itation U
se 

•
School youth tend to com

m
it m

inor offenses 

Target the R
ight Schools w

ith Interventions 
•

Identify schools that are truly “over-referring” youth

C
ollect A

dditional D
ata on School R

eferrals  
•

School w
here the offense/referral occurred

•
W

hether the youth w
as a student at that school 

•
W

ho arrested the youth (SRO
 versus local LE

O
)
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