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BACKGROUNDBACKGROUND
Racial and ethnic minority over representation in the 

juvenile justice system is an obvious truth that continues 

to challenge the system’s legitimacy. In almost every 

community, the poor and minority represent a far greater 

percentage of those in our justice system than their 

percentages in the community. Couple the increased 

likelihood of justice system involvement with the profound 

effects of punishment, labeling and stigmatization and 

here you will find the motivation for solutions to these 

disproportionate minority contacts.

Discrimination and racial disparities exist within the 

criminal and juvenile justice system at every level. Though 

they only comprise 17% of all juveniles, 31% of all juvenile 

arrest are of Blacks. Black juveniles also have the greatest 

likelihood of referral to juvenile court, are less likely to be 

diverted, more likely to be confined and transferred to 

adult court. The crime, school, police and juvenile court 

policy response to the “War on Drugs” have been noted as 

the impetus behind the disproportionate minority contact. 

Minority youth remain disproportionately represented at 

every level of the juvenile justice process - from arrest 

to transfer to adult court, despite an overall decline in 

juvenile crime and confinement rates.

State and federal agencies have begun to address the 

racial and ethnic inequities in the juvenile justice system. 

Joining this national push to reduce racial and ethnic 

disparities, the Dallas County Juvenile Justice Department 

implemented the Diversion Male Court for Black and 

Hispanic juvenile offenders. Than ks to the support 

of Texas Souther University’s Office of Research, this 

evaluation examined the Diversion Male Court (DMC).

Discrimination and 
racial disparities exist 
within the criminal 
and juvenile justice 
system at every level.

“
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RESEARCH DESIGNRESEARCH DESIGN
D E S I G N  O V E R V I E W

We compared the effectiveness of the DMC to a similarly 

situated group of juvenile probationers who did not 

participate in the diversion. The DMC lasts approximately 

6 months.1 The length of probation as normal (PAN) varied 

depending on the severity of the youth and was set by 

the youths Juvenile Probation Officer and/or the court 

(i.e., because all youth are under community supervision, 

they had treatment built into their probation requirements 

which was documented as part of this study, whether 

or not they are referred to the DMC). Services received 

through DMC and PAN were expected to differ in terms 

of therapeutic dosage, as such, we adjusted for time in 

treatment in our analytic models. In order to maximize the 

ecological validity of the study, both DMC and PAN were 

delivered by Dallas County Juvenile Justice Department 

(as opposed to research clinicians). No funds from this 

proposed evaluation were utilized to support the provision 

of these services.

P O P U L A T I O N  S E R V E D

DMC serves youth and families over the entirety of Dallas 

County, TX, including a high number of disadvantaged 

families from high-crime neighborhoods. Data from 301 

youth participating in the DMC since February 2013 

indicated that those receiving services have all been male. 

African-Americans composed 56% of the participants 

while Hispanics represented 44%.

P R O G R A M  D E S C R I P T I O N  - 
D A L L A S  C O U N T Y  D I V E R S I O N 
M A L E  C O U R T  ( D M C )

The mission of DMC is to reduce the disproportionate 

representation of minority male youths in the Juvenile 

Justice System by diverting them from the traditional 

court process by providing community-based alternatives 

that promote positive empowerment to the youth and 

family, thereby improving youth and family functioning for 

a safer community.

The DMC is a pre-adjudicatory juvenile program designed 

to last 6 months and is organized into three character 

stages:

Trustworthiness and Respect

Responsibility and Fairness, and 

Caring and Citizenship

This program is able to serve a minimum of 88 youths per 

year. As the court continues its implementation (recall 

the court began February 2013), the capacity is expected 

to increase as well. The multi-phased process includes a 

collaborative team of juvenile probation offers, therapists, 

psychologists, psychiatrists, a coordinator, representative 

from the district attorney’s office and a presiding judge.

Upon referral to the Diversion Male Court the juvenile is 

found to be suitable for the DMC program if they have 

no pending charge for alleging an offense other than 

1
2
3
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truancy, sexual offense or running away, and had no 

previous adjudication on any charge. Youths are screened 

to determine if they have abuse, issue, behavioral 

problems and meet the previously noted other eligibility 

requirements. If youths meet the requirements of the 

program, they are referred to the Diversion Male Court.

The DMC holds review hearings that include all team 

members (i.e. judge, district attorney representative, 

coordinator, psychiatrist, psychologist, therapist, and 

juvenile probation officer. The probation officer apprises 

the court team on the teen’s motivation for treatment, 

treatment progress, school functioning, probation 

problems, if any, home, family, and peer problems that 

may be interfering with progress, and appropriate 

sanctions and rewards for each adolescent.

An important component of the DMC is the use of the 

consistent and clear judicial rewards and sanctioning 

system, as recommended by experts (Cooper, 2001; 

Inciardi, McBride, & Rivers, 1996). Rewards may include 

in-court praise from the Judge, decreased supervision, 

reduced court appearances, and movement to the next 

phase program or other rewards deemed appropriate. 

Standard requirements for rewards are established and 

communicated to youths at admittance into the Diversion 

Male Court program. Sanctions include admonished by 

the Judge, increased supervision, an increased frequency 

of court appearances, stricter curfew, and/or community 

service.

The DMC recognizes that youths will be less than 

perfect, and thus utilizes a non-adversarial rehabilitative 

approach with youths who experience relapse (Belenko 

& Dembo, 2003). In these situations, the DMC team 

evaluates whether a higher level of care or use of 

detention is needed based on urinalysis results and the 

staff determination. Most non-compliance issues will not 

automatically result in discharge from the DMC.

S T U D Y  S A M P L E

Approximately 120 adolescents have graduated from 

the DMC program and currently there are 26 enrolled. 

The DMC participants were compared to 150 juvenile 

probationers wh9o have not participated in the program. 

The study inclusion and exclusion criteria matched the 

current criteria for the DMC program. Characteristics of 

the sample were male youth between the ages of 13-

17, and approximately 56% African American and 44% 

Hispanic.
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FINDINGSFINDINGS
This report examines the predictors of new offenses and drug/alcohol usage for 144 juveniles assigned to the Diversion 

male Court of Dallas County Juvenile Justice Department (DMC). Youth who received probation as normal (PAN) 

were used as a comparison group (n=150). The predictors used in this analysis included age, race/ethnicity, family 

composition, along with self-reported and official drug/alcohol usage.

Table 1 highlights the evaluation demographics. DMC participants ranged in age from 10 to 17 (M = 14.13, SD = 1.869), 

while the PAN group ranged in age from 11 to 17 (M = 15.23, SD = 1.477). The DMC sample consisted of African 

Americans (53.3%), while they comprised 53.5% of the PAN sample. Latinos composed 46.7% of the DMC group, and 

accounted for 46.5% of the PAN sample. DMC and PAN probationers most frequently reported living in single-mother 

households (DMC = 46.5% and PAN = 49.3%).

  T A B L E  1 :    Demographics

Characteristics DMC PAN Total
Race n % n % n % x2

African American 77 53.3 80 53.5 157 53.4
Hispanic/Latino 67 46.7 70 46.5 137 46.6 0.001

Age
10 through 11 13 9 3 2 16 5.4
12 through 13 44 30.6 18 12 62 21.1
14 through 15 43 29.9 51 34 94 32
16 through 17 44 30.6 78 52 122 41.5 29.745**

Family Composition
Other 0 0 1 0.7 1 0.3
Blended 32 22.2 22 14.7 54 18.4
Both Parents 30 20.8 36 24 66 22.4
Father Only 6 4.2 8 5.3 14 4.8
Grandparent (s) 8 5.6 7 4.6 15 5.1
Group Care 0 0 1 0.7 1 0.3
Mother Only 67 46.5 74 49.3 141 48 7.002

**p < .000 * p < .05
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Table 2 details substance abuse fro the DMC and PAN groups. The most common substance used was marijuana (17.4% 

and 43%, for DMC and PAN groups, respectively). Alcohol was the least common (0.3%) substance reported among 

DMC participants, while opiates and amphetamines were tied for the least common (0.3%) substance used among PAN 

participants. Moreover, more PAN participants reported a new offense (32.6%) than DMC participants (18%).

  T A B L E  2 :    Demographics (continued) 

Characteristics DMC PAN Total
Drug / Alcohol Usage n % n % n % x2

Alcohol 1 0.7 9 6 10 3.4
Amphetamine 2 0.14 1 0.7 3 1
Benzodiazepine 6 4.2 15 10 21 7.1
Opiate 2 0.14 1 0.7 3 1
Marijuana 25 17.4 64 43 89 30.3 18.428**

Recidivism
1st New Offense 17 11.8 38 26.6 55 19.2
2nd New Offense 5 3.5 9 6 14 4.8
3rd New Offense 3 2.1 0 0 3 1
4th New Offense 1 0.7 0 0 1 0.3 8.105*

**p < .000 * p < .05

Chi-square analyses were conducted to determine the differences between the diversion male court participants and 

probation as normal groups on the indicators of race, age, family composition, drug/alcohol usage, and new offenses. 

There was a significant difference between DMC and PAN groups in term of age (x2=29.745, df=7, p=.000), in that 

the PAN group tended to be older than DMC participants. On the outcome measures of drug/alcohol usage and 

rearrest, significant differences were found between DMC and PAN groups (x2=18.428, df=1, p=.000) and (x2=8.105, 

df=1, p=.004). PAN participants had more instances of drug/alcohol usage and rearrests than DMC participants. No 

significant racial/ethnic differences were found between the DMC and PAN groups (x2=.001, df=1, p=.981).
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  F I G U R E  1 :
		       DMC & PAN Groups Racial/
Ethnic Composition

When we considered the desired program outcomes (i.e. substance abuse and rearrest), results indicated there the 

DMC group performed better on both outcomes for Black and Hispanic youth (see Table 3).

B I V A R I A T E  A N A LY S I S

Before discussing the predictors of drug/alcohol use and rearrest, a few bivariate relationships between predictors 

are wroth noting. Presented below are the differences between DMC and PAN groups on the demographic indicators 

of race/ethnicity, age, and family composition; as well as the program outcome measures of drug/alcohol usage and 

rearrest.

  T A B L E  3 :    Outcome Differences

DMC PAN
Black Hispanic Black Hispanic

Substance Abuse n % n % n % n %
Yes* 15 19.4 13 19.4 32 40 32 41.6
No 62 80.5 54 80.6 48 60 38 49.4

Age
Rearrest n % n % n % n %

Yes* 10 12.9 7 10.4 14 17.5 15 19.5
No 67 87 60 89.5 66 82.5 55 71.4

Note: * = significant group difference favoring the DMCgroup (p < .05).

D E M O G R A P H I C 
F A C T O R S

As figure 1 demonstrates, here were 

slightly more African Americans than 

Latinos in both DMC and PAN groups.

F I G U R E  1 :

Percentage Differences on Racial Composition

African American	     Latino
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		           DMC & PAN on Age of Participants

DMC & PAN Differences on Family Composition

Figure 2 demonstrates the age difference between and within DMC and PAN groups. In the DMC group, age groups 

were near evenly split (ages 12-13 at 30% and ages 14-15 at 30%). However, participants from ages 16-17 constituted 

the largest age segment of the DMC group at 31%. For the Pan group, the majority (52%) consisted of juveniles 

from ages 16-17. Conversely, 10-11 year-old juveniles represented the smallest percentage of the PAN sample (2%). 

Interestingly, 10-11 year-olds represented the smallest age segment for both PAN and DMC groups, similarly 16-17 

year-olds comprised the largest age segment for both PAN and DMC groups.

Differences between the family composition of the DMC and PAN groups are shown in Figure 3. For both DMC and 

PAN groups, most lived in single mother households (47% and 50%, respectively). Conversely, Father Only was the least 

common family type reported for DMC at 4%, while Other and Group care both consisted of 1% of the PAN group.

F I G U R E  2 :

F I G U R E  3 :

10-11	    12-13         14-15	       16-17

Blended          Both Parents          Father Only         Grandparent(s)

Group Care          Mother Only          Other

Blended          Both Parents          Father Only         Grandparent(s)

Group Care          Mother Only          Other

10-11	    12-13         14-15	       16-17

D M C

D M C

P A N

P A N

9%

32%

30%

30%

12%

22%

8%
7%

2%

1%

1%

30%

6%8%

34%

36%

31%

67%

52%

74%
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Program Indicators
For the measures of drug and alcohol usage, the difference between DMC and PAN groups are indicated below in 

Figure 5. There was a significant difference in drug/alcohol usage among MC and PAN participants (x2=24.395, df=4, 

p=.000). As such, PAN participants used drugs and alcohol more frequently than their DMC counterparts. The most 

commonly reported substance was marijuana (25% and 64% for DMC and PAN groups, respectively). conversely, the 

least commonly used substance reported was alcohol for the DMC (0.7%) group, as well as opiate and amphetamines 

for PAN participants (0.7% and 0.7%).

Additionally, there were significant rearrest differences (x2=8.105, df=1, p=.004) between DMC and PAN groups 

(see Figure 6). Though the overwhelming majority of participants did complete the supervision term without a new 

offense, more DMC participants completed the program without recidivating (88.2%) than PAN participants (75.3%). 

Interestingly, although the PAN group had more participants commit new offenses, 2.l8% of DMC group incurred third 

and fourth new offenses during the supervision term, compared to 0% of PAN participants.

DMC & PAN Differences on Substance Abuse

DMC & PAN Differences on New Offenses

F I G U R E  5 :

F I G U R E  6 :

Alcohol       Amphetamine       Benzodiazepine       Opiate       Marijuana

New Offense 1      New Offense 2       New Offense 3       New Offense 4 New Offense 1      New Offense 2       New Offense 3       New Offense 4

Alcohol       Amphetamine       Benzodiazepine       Opiate       Marijuana

D M C

D M C

P A N

P A N

2%

3%

2%

1%

1%

25%

17%

9%

9%

15%

64%

38%

6%

5%

1%

1%
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DMC Participants
The following section evaluates the outcomes of DMC participants during the supervision term, utilizing bivariate and 

multivariate analyses, to compare differences in performance  relative to the performance of probationers in the PAN 

group.

 

B I V A R I A T E

As indicated in Table 4, age is the only factor related to drug and alcohol usage among the DMC probationers (r = 

0.205, p=0.014). In other words, there was a relationship between drug and alcohol usage and the participants’ age. 

Specifically, drug and alcohol usage was associated with older participants rather than younger participants.

DMC & PAN Differences on Substance Abuse

  T A B L E  4 :    Bivariate Correlations of Predictors – DMC Sample

  T A B L E  5 :    Predictors of Drug and Alcohol Usage – DMC Sample

Race Age FFT Domicile Composition

Drug & Alcohol Usage -0.014 0.205* -0.014 -0.101

New Offense 0.039 -0.071 0.025 0.122

Variables B S.E. Wald Exp (B)

Age 0.355* 0.154 5.338 1.427

Family Composition -0.166 0.172 0.931 0.847

Nagelkerke R2 0.121

X2 8.852

**p < .01, *p < .05

**p < .001, *p < .05

M U LT I V A R I A T E

As indicated in Table 5, age was the only significant predictor of drug and alcohol use among DMC participants 

(β=0.355, SE=0.154, Exp (B)=1.427, p=0.021). In effect, drug and alcohol usage increased with participant age among 

DMC participants. For every increase in the DMC participant’s age they were 1.4 times more likely to use alcohol and/or 

drugs.
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Table 6 demonstrates how the before-mentioned factors predicted new offenses among the DMC participants. As 

indicated below, neither age or family composition were significant predictors of new offenses for DMC participants.

PAN Probationers

B I V A R I A T E

Correlational analyses, as well as, multivariate analysis were conducted to identify any existing relationships between 

predictors, drug/alcohol usage, and new offense for the probation as normal group. In Table 7, data indicated that there 

was only positive relationship between participant age and drug and alcohol usage. In other words, drug and alcohol 

usage were associated with older probationers rather than younger participants.

  T A B L E  6 :    Predictors of New Offenses – DMC Sample

  T A B L E  7 :    Bivariate Correlations of Predictors – PAN Sample

Variables B S.E. Wald Exp (B)

Age -0.142 0.157 0.812 0.868

Family Composition 0.344 0.191 3.242 .709

Nagelkerke R2 0.092

X2 5.804

Race Age Family Composition

Drug & Alcohol Usage -0.59 0.255** -0.077

New Offense -0.023 -0.093 -0.029

**p < .001, *p < .05

**p < .01, *p < .05
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Variables B S.E. Wald Exp (B)

Race 0.055 0.451 0.015 1.057

Age -0.157 0.144 1.194 0.854

Family Composition 0.121 0.162 0.556 1.128

Nagelkerke R2 0.024

X2 1.847

  

M U LT I V A R I A T E

During the initial regression, none of the factors were predictive of drug and alcohol usage for PAN participants, 

as previously indicated in the bivariate, correlational analysis. However, subsequent analysis (see Table 8) indicated 

that age was predictive of drug and alcohol usage among probationers who received PAN (β=0.290, SE=0.140, Exp 

(B)=1.336, p=0.038). Specifically stated, drug and alcohol usage increased with participant age. In other words, younger 

PAN participant s were less likely to use drugs or alcohol during the supervision term.

Additionally, as noted in Table 9, neither race, age, or family composition were significant predictors of new offenses 

among PAN participants.

  T A B L E  8 :    Predictors of Drug and Alcohol Usage – PAN Sample

  T A B L E  9 :    Predictors of New Offenses – PAN Sample 

Variables B S.E. Wald Exp (B)

Age 0.290* 0.140 4.286 1.336

Nagelkerke R2 0.054

X2 4.643*

  **p < .001, *p < .05 Subsequent analysis utilized backward stepwise regression (Wald Statistic)

**p < .001, *p < .05
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These evaluations sough to examine the relationship 

between DMC participation, substance abuse and 

rearrest. Each one is re-stated below, with answers 

provided and briefly discussed. Study limitations are 

discussed as well.

Case Volume:
How many juvenile probationers participated in the 

program? Over the duration of the program, 144 juveniles 

participated in the first.

Impact on Substance Abuse:
Youth who participated in the DMC program were 

less likely to use drugs and alcohol than non-DMC 

participating probationers. This significant difference 

reveals that the program has a positive effect on juvenile 

probationer drug and alcohol use. It should also be 

reiterated that old probationers were more likely to abuse 

drugs and alcohol in both groups.

         Impact on Rearrest: Does the 
DMC program reduce the likelihood 
of rearrest?
Participation in the DMC program did not jeopardize 

overall public safety. On average, the likelihood of rearrest 

was much higher for juvenile probationers who did not 

participate in the DMC program (32.6% v. 18%). Research 

has supported the positive effect diversion programming 

has on juvenile offenders. Our findings here extend the 

extant research to minority probationers.

     CONCLUSIONS       CONCLUSIONS  
& IMPLICATIONS& IMPLICATIONS

Policy Implications:
As with any evaluation, we advise caution when seeking 

to infer from these results when desiring to legislate 

future support for diversion programming. Nonetheless, 

there are several findings that have implications for the 

operation and future legislation of DMC programs. First, 

the accountability fostered by the DMC program is of 

no concern given that most participants successfully 

completed the diversion alternative. As such, policy 

makers can be assured that this program’s implementation 

is of no concern. Second, given that the DMC program 

was provided as an alternative to traditional juvenile 

probation, it is now evident that the program should 

be made available to a broader number of juvenile 

probationers. Third, the decrease in the use of drugs and 

alcohol can be maximized as the program attempts to 

focus on. Fourth, given the results of the program and the 

collateral outcomes of traditional probation; the Dallas 

County Juvenile Justice Department should begin focusing 

on the high-risked youth, as they are a source of greater 

resource allocations. In effect, as supported by the existing 

research, the DMC program, by focusing on juveniles with 

the greatest likelihood of substance abuse and continued 

delinquency, will likely experience continued success.

1

2

3

4
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LIMITATIONSLIMITATIONS
Despite the contributions of the DMC program, there are a few limitations that must be 

noted. Juvenile diversion programs have used varying outcome measures (i.e., rearrest, 

adjudication and probation failure), yet all of these have been shown to be directly 

impacted by racial/ethnic, gender, and class disproportionalities. As a result, it should 

be assumed that any juvenile probation diversion program outcome measure used, 

potentially is exacerbated by these demographic juvenile justice contextualization’s 

(Holsinger, Lowenkamp, & Latessa, 2006; Vincent, Chapman, & Cook, 2011). In our 

analysis, the non-DMC participating probationers had the greatest likelihood of 

substance abuse and rearrest. It is possible that these results are dependent upon the 

outcome measure of choice. Therefore, it is recommended that future evolutions of the 

DMC program seek to determine the programs impact on other program and probation 

level outcomes of interest (e.g. school attendance, positive attitude/outlook, and/or 

successful probation completion) and other potential intervening factors.

We must also note that the DMC program outcome measures (i.e. rearrest and substance 

abuse) are both subject to potential treatment effects identified by the assessment 

instrument and/or officer directives (Hosp, Hosp, & Dole, 2011). In effect, there are 

potential treatment implementations and supervision effects that could affect the 

likelihood of substance abuse and rearrest of which we were not able to measure.  

Consequently, it is recommended that future DMC evaluations examine the impact 

of treatment modalities. An additional limitation is also recognized here concerning 

an understanding of intersectionality of race, age, substance abuse, family therapy. In 

particular, intersectionality research often focuses on the particular rather than the 

universal (e.g., “being Black” vs. “being human”), which may serve to reify differences 

at the same time racial problems are being isolated (Mitchell, 2013). The tendency of 

quantitative research is to focus on the particular and, as such, supplemental qualitative 

or mixed-methods research may be warranted as these approaches may more adequately 

be able to consider both the particular and universal understanding of the DMC program 

outcomes and experiences.

Despite these limitations, this study addresses an absence in minority-based diversion 

program delivery and also shows the importance of a solutions-based approach everyday 

challenges faced by juvenile justice departments.
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He serves as a regular reviewer for Applied Psychology in Criminal Justice, Criminal Justice and Behavior, Evaluation 

and Program Planning, Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency, Journal of Crime and Justice, Journal of Criminal 

Justice, Justice Quarterly, Police Practice and Research, Southwest Journal of Criminal Justice, Women and Criminal 

Justice, and Youth Violence and Juvenile Justice. Dr. Henderson also contributes regularly to the Huffington Post.
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Whitney Threadcraft-Walker is a doctoral candidate in the Administration of Justice program 

at Barbara Jordan-Mickey Leland School of Public Affairs at Texas Southern University. She 

earned a Bachelor of Science in Sociology from the University of Houston Downtown in 2011 

and similarly, her Masters of Criminal Justice in 2012. Whitney has participated in several 

program evaluations, grant writing efforts, and risk instrument validations. Her most recent 

publications can be found in the Journal of Qualitative Criminal Justice and Criminology, 

Corrections: Policy, Research, and Practice, as well as the Huffington Post. Her most current research consists of an 

assessment of the predictive validity of the Positive Achievement Change Tool in juvenile correctional settings; in 

addition to evaluation of gender based probation outcomes utilizing the Wisconsin Risk Needs Assessment Instrument. 

Her research interest include risk assessment, predictive validity, predictive equity/bias, program evaluation, policy 

analysis and feminist criminology.

Devonte White is a doctoral candidate in the Administration of Justice program at Barbara 

Jordan-Mickey Leland School of Publics Affairs at Texas Southern University. He earned a 

Bachelor of Science in Criminology from Florida State University in 2014 and his Masters of 

Criminal Justice from Florida Agriculture and Mechanical University in 2015. Devonte has 

participated in various program evaluations and his most current research consists of Factors 

Impacting Arrest Amongst NFL Athletes. His research interests include athletes and crime, 

crime in the NFL, and criminality amongst black athletes.
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A B O U T  T H E  C E N T E R  F O R  J U S T I C E  R E S E A R C H

The Center for Justice Research (CJR), housed in Texas Southern University’s Barbara Jordan - Mickey 

Leland School of Public Affairs, provides culturally-responsive solutions to mass incarceration. The 

Center’s initiatives are situated on four pillars: Research and Data, Policy Advocacy, Researcher 

Development and Strategic Engagement. CJR’s efforts move theory to practice, advise key 

stakeholders, and diversifies the justice research space. Founded in 2018, CJR was initially funded 

as a research initiative born out of a partnership between the Thurgood Marshall College Fund, 

Charles Koch Foundation, and Koch Industries to explore the removal of barriers to opportunities in 

historically under-resourced communities. From the beginning, CJR has worked on projects supported 

by the Department of Justice, National Science Foundation, National Hockey League, National 

Collaborative on Gun Violence Research, Chevron, and the Houston Endowment. The supporters of 

CJR all share a deeply rooted interest in dismantling mass incarceration, maintaining public safety and 

creating a procedurally just criminal justice system. Because of our partnerships, CJR has the unique 

opportunity to investigate problems and provide solutions for the complexities of the criminal justice 

system. Through these relationships, the Center’s researchers turn data into culturally-sensitive 

solutions for professionals, policymakers, and advocates. Sources of the Center’s funding and our 

projects are outlined in greater detail on the website.

CenterforJusticeResearch.org
R E S E A R C H .  R E F O R M .  R E P O S I T I O N .
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