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Functional Family Therapy (FFT), Multisystemic Therapy (MST), Thinking for a 
Change (T4C), and Aggression Replacement Training were the most utilized 
evidence-based programs.
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Eight out of the ten evidence-based programs reported successful 
completion rates over 60%.
October 2013–June 2018
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PARTICIPANT DEMOGRAPHICS
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Males comprised 78% and females comprised 22% of youth served in grant-
funded programs.
October 2013–June 2018
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Evidence-based program participants identified as Black/African American 
(71%), White (20%), Hispanic (6%), two or more races (2%), and other (1%). 
October 2013–June 2018
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Approximately 95% of program participants were enrolled in or had 
completed some type of educational programming.
October 2013–June 2018
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At the time of first enrollment, the majority of youth were between ages 14 
and 16.
October 2013–June 2018
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The majority of youth enrolled in evidence-based programs were in 8th

through 10th grade.
October 2013–June 2018
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PRE-DISPOSITION RISK
ASSESSMENT
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Only 1% of evidence‐based program participants (73 participants) served were 
reported to have a low Pre‐Disposition Risk Assessment score.
October 2013–June 2018
Note: data not reported for 738 participants, because PDRA score breakdowns are not available for some Year 
1 and Year 2 participants.



OUT-OF-HOME
PLACEMENTS
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Compared to the 2012 baseline, average annual out‐of‐home placement 
reductions across all grantees ranged from 53% to 62%.
October 2013—June 2018
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Compared to the 2012 baseline, there was on average 1,457 fewer annual out‐
of‐home placements each year.
October 2013—June 2018
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UPDATE OF GRANT ACTIVITIES
YEAR 6, QUARTER 2
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Functional Family Therapy (FFT), Multisystemic Therapy (MST), Thinking for a 
Change (T4C), and Aggression Replacement Training have been the most 
utilized evidence-based programs in Year 6 Quarter 2. 
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Administrative Discharge Dismissal/Removal Successful Completion

Seven of the nine evidence-based programs reported successful completion 
rates at or above 65%.
July 2018 – December 2018
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Around 95% of program participants enrolled in some type of educational 
programming.
July 2018 – December 2018
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PRE-DISPOSITION RISK
ASSESSMENT
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All youth served during Quarters 1 and 2 scored medium- or high-risk on the 
Pre-Disposition Risk Assessment (PDRA).
July 2018 – December 2018
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OUT-OF-HOME
PLACEMENTS
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By the end of Quarter 2, grantees appear on track to finish Year 6 with 
another consecutive year of annual out-of-home placement reductions.
October 2013–June 2018
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Successes across 5 ½ years of grant 
programming:

Year 6 Quarter 2, 2018-2019 

Evaluation Report

FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019, Q2

# of Grantee Courts 29 courts 29 courts 28 courts 25 courts 26 courts 26 courts

# of Counties Served 49 counties 51 counties 48 counties 34 counties 37 counties 37 counties

% of At-risk Youth ~70% ~70% ~70% ~66% ~68% ~68%

# of Youth Served 1,122 1,666 1,723 1,465 1,390 831

% of Successful 
Completions -- 63% 62% 64% 69% 70%

% of OHP Reduction 
Achieved 62% 54% 53% 56% 57% --

% in School 89% 94% 94% 94% 95% 95%



For Questions or Support Requests

Evaluation Team HelpDesk

evalhelp@uga.edu

(706) 542-6272




