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Abstract

At the September 2006 Quarterly Meeting of the Coordinating Council on Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, Council members received an overview of recent research on critical issues in juvenile justice. A panel of researchers that included Howard Snyder, Rolf Loeber, Joseph Cocozza, and Andrea Sedlak presented findings on a wide range of issues including juvenile suicide rates, risk factors for victimization and delinquency, the growth in arrest rates for violent crime among juvenile females, early indicators of community crime, mental health disorders among youth in the juvenile justice system, educational problems among youth in custody, youth in custody with children, and youth in custody with a history of prior of abuse. Following the presentation, Council members had an opportunity to ask questions of the panelists and to discuss the implications of the research findings for member agencies. 
Council members then heard presentations on three critical issues that the juvenile justice system is currently facing: disproportionate minority contact, waivers and transfers of juveniles, and youth gangs. In addition, members were briefed on research proposals recently submitted to OJJDP.
The presentations provided Council members with a common set of references and will help them prepare for the December Quarterly Meeting, when the Council will discuss strategies and set priorities for its future work.
In addition, several attendees provided legislative and program updates on behalf of their agencies.

No action items emanated from this meeting.
Meeting Summary

Call to Order and Opening Remarks

J. Robert Flores, Vice Chair, Coordinating Council; Administrator, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP), U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ)

Mr. Flores called the September 8 quarterly meeting of the Coordinating Council on Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (Council) to order. He welcomed the members of the Council and members of the public. 

He introduced Bertha K. Madras, Ph.D., a new designee to the Council. Dr. Madras is Deputy Director of Demand Reduction in the White House Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP). Dr. Madras remarked that she is happy to serve on the Council and looks forward to learning more about the functions of the Council and about what ONDCP can do to contribute to its mission.

Mr. Flores referred Council members to the minutes of the June 2 Council meeting. Council members voted to certify the minutes as correct.

Mr. Flores reported that the focus of this meeting is to provide an overview of recent research on critical issues in juvenile justice. This information will provide Council members with a common set of references and help them prepare for the December retreat, when the Council will discuss strategies and set priorities for its future work. He encouraged members of the audience to submit written questions to the panelists during the break. Questions will be answered at this meeting or on the Council Web site.  
Mr. Flores reminded Council Planning Team members that a meeting will be held at 1:30 p.m. to plan the December retreat. That meeting will not be open to the public.

Administrative Announcements

Robin Delany-Shabazz, Designated Federal Official, OJJDP

Ms. Delany-Shabazz referred Council members to their packets, which contain a wealth of information organized by agenda topics. She remarked that copies of the materials are available on the table for the public. She reminded participants to complete and return their meeting evaluation forms after the meeting.
Conversation with the Researchers. Overview: At Risk Youth, Juvenile Justice Issues, and Trends

Lisa Trivits, Moderator, Research and Policy Analyst, Office of Human Services Policy, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS)

Mr. Flores said that the Coordinating Council has assembled a group of experts to share their knowledge of what they have learned from their research, to identify critical issues, and to suggest implications of the data. He observed that OJJDP and the Coordinating Council member agencies all are committed to the notion that research must inform policy. Solutions to juvenile crime and delinquency are complex and must involve every system in our community working together. He introduced panel moderator, Lisa Trivits, who asked the panelists to introduce themselves.

Facts To Consider

Howard Snyder, Director of Systems Research, National Center for Juvenile Justice
Dr. Snyder presented four key issues for Council members to consider.

1. Mental Health Concerns. Much juvenile violence is self-inflicted, and juveniles are almost as likely to be a suicide victim as a homicide victim. Juvenile suicide rates are highest in states that have a large population of Native Americans, and Native American youth have the highest suicide rate of any group in the country.  In 33 states, juvenile suicide victims outnumbered juvenile murder victims (1981–2001).
2. Community Context. Living in a disadvantaged community influences a youth’s risk of victimization, as does lack of supervision.
3. The Level of Juvenile Violence. The juvenile arrest rate for violent crime was lower in 2004 than in any year since 1980. The juvenile arrest rate for murder declined steadily from 1993 to 2004, so the 3- to 5-percent increase in 2005 is relatively small by comparison. 
4. Increases in Violence by Juvenile Females. Both males and females experienced a similar decline in arrest rates for murder, robbery, burglary, motor vehicle theft, and drug violations. However, the growth in arrest rates for aggravated assault, simple assault, and weapons offenses was proportionately greater for females than males. This may not reflect an actual increase in offenses, but rather a change in police response to domestic violence. Previously, a girl who hit her mother was charged with incorrigibility and treated as a status offender, and today she is treated as a violent offender.
Crime Waves and the Need for Multi-Agency Report Cards of Early Indicators of Community Crime
Rolf Loeber, Distinguished Professor of Psychiatry, University of Pittsburgh
Dr. Loeber’s presentation addressed three key questions: (1) Is it possible to predict crime waves? (2) What are community needs for indicators of future crime waves? (3) What is the role of interagency collaboration?

Dr. Loeber observed that community crime trends are not a function of chance, are an aggregate of age-crime curves of successive age cohorts, and are most influenced by peak offending age of juveniles and by high-rate offenders. He remarked that peak offending age and the number of high-rate offenders can vary from age cohort to age cohort. 
Researchers from the Pittsburgh Youth Study found a large difference in reported violence between two age cohorts, with the older cohort (who grew up around 1994) showing a higher rate of crime and a larger number of years to outgrow violence than the younger cohort. Study investigators found that predictors of violence include 11 broad risk factors (e.g., low socioeconomic status, high-risk neighborhood, low school motivation). The more risk factors present, the higher the probability of later violence among young males. Surveys of risk factors and surveys that measure the general well-being of juveniles help us to understand the risk factors that youth are being exposed to.

Today policymakers are faced with a major choice—whether to continue with mostly reactive systems of intervention that address juvenile delinquency or to use information about predictors of violence to expand proactive systems of intervention.

Dr. Loeber suggested that the Coordinating Council consider the following recommendations:

1. Put together a working group to explore early marker systems and report on available data sources, barriers, and feasibility issues. The Council is in an ideal position to do this.
2. Explore options to tie this work on predictors into existing programs such as the Helping America’s Youth initiative.

3. Support state and county development of local early marker systems. 

Mental Health and Juvenile Justice: Issues and Trends

Joseph Cocozza, Director, National Center for Mental Health and Juvenile Justice (NCMHJJ)

Dr. Cocozza reported on NCMHJJ’s recent OJJDP-funded study of mental health disorders among youth in the juvenile justice system. The multistate study, which was conducted across a continuum of settings, found high rates of mental health disorders, regardless of geographic location or type of residential setting. The study found that approximately 70 percent of justice-involved youth met the criteria for at least one psychiatric disorder. Many of these youth experienced multiple and severe disorders. For example, 55.6 percent met the criteria for at least two diagnoses, 60.8 percent of youth with a mental health disorder also had a substance use disorder, and 27 percent had disorders serious enough to require immediate and significant treatment.
Dr. Cocozza described other factors that are fueling the growing sense of crisis surrounding youth with mental health disorders. The number of youth entering the juvenile justice system is increasing. Youth are being inappropriately placed, and many of these youth do not need to be in the juvenile justice system. In addition, mental health services are often unavailable or inadequate.
A number of services and strategies are being developed to support the better identification and treatment of these youth.

1. Standardized mental health screening and assessment procedures. For example, the Massachusetts Youth Screening Instrument (MAYSI–2) is now used systemwide in 39 states.

2. Evidence-based interventions and promising practices. As researchers have begun to study the effect on criminal recidivism of different types of programs for juvenile offenders, there is a growing understanding of “what works” and what does not.
3. Comprehensive mental health and juvenile justice programs and models. These include the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration’s (SAMHSA’s) Policy Academy on Improving Services for Youth with Mental Health and Co-Occurring Substance Use Disorders Involved with the Juvenile Justice System, the MacArthur Foundation’s Models for Change Initiative, and OJJDP/NCMHJJ’s Blueprint for Change: A Comprehensive Model for the Identification and Treatment of Youth with Mental Health Needs in Contact with the Juvenile Justice System.
Even though progress is being made, much needs to be done. Throughout the juvenile justice system, there is a need for effective treatment diversion programs, expanded community-based mental health services, gender-specific services, increased use of evidence-based practices, integrated programs for youth with co-occurring disorders, and linkages at reentry. At the federal level, there is need for greater recognition and support for the needs of these youth and the systems that serve them and a need for modeling and cross-agency collaborative actions.
Dr. Cocozza concluded that youth with mental health problems present a major challenge for the juvenile justice system, the resolution of which requires collaboration across systems.
Educational Problems, Childbearing, and Prior Abuse Among Delinquents in Custody

Andrea Sedlak, Vice President, Westat, Inc.

Dr. Sedlak presented information on three important findings from the Survey of Youth in Residential Placement, a survey that involved interviews with a nationally representative sample of 7,000 youth in residential placement (YRP) because of offenses. 

1. Educational problems of YRP. YRP report far higher rates than the general population for dropping out of school, being suspended or expelled from school, repeating a grade, performing below grade level, or having a learning disability. However, fewer than half of nongraduates with learning disabilities receive special education in their facility and 20 percent of nongraduates report that they have no plans for school after their release.

2. Childbearing. One in seven YRP have children and one in five YRP have children or are currently expecting a child. These rates are far higher than those for the general population. Among YRP, the rates are higher for boys than for girls, which is opposite of the trends in the general population. Youth with children have more educational problems (e.g., more youth with children have learning disabilities and more youth with children have dropped out of school).
3. Prior abuse of offenders in custody. Of YRP, 30 percent report prior physical or sexual abuse. Youth who did not have a biological parent caregiver when growing up experienced higher rates of prior abuse. Youth who experienced abuse are more likely than other YRP to have committed more serious crimes, to have drug/alcohol problems, to be gang members, to report emotional problems, to engage in fights in their facility, and to have educational problems.
In addition, Dr. Sedlak presented findings from the National Incidence Study of Child Abuse and Neglect. The number of children in the country who experience maltreatment goes far beyond the children who are investigated by the child protective services (CPS) system. Professionals in a number of other community agencies—particularly schools—come into contact with children who have been maltreated. 
Dr. Sedlak summarized the implications of these findings. (1) Schools play a key role in the identification of abuse and identification of educational problems, so they have the potential for delinquency prevention, early intervention, and aftercare for reentering juvenile offenders. (2) Programs and services for youth in custody should include early identification of victimized youth and of their needs for services, programs addressing educational needs, support for school plans after release, and identification of youth with children and support for their special needs.
Research Proposals Submitted to OJJDP

Janet Chiancone, Research Coordinator, OJJDP
Ms. Chiancone reported that in May OJJDP released the solicitation for its Field-Initiated Research and Evaluation Program. Applicants from the field were invited to conduct research studies or evaluate programs focusing on prevention, intervention, or treatment of juvenile delinquency and/or child victimization. OJJDP received more than 140 applications, which demonstrates the need for continued support of research studies. Many of the proposals reflected the themes raised by the researchers at this Council meeting (e.g., proposals to examine the nexus between victimization and delinquency, proposals to conduct research studies or evaluate programs that address mental health issues, proposals to evaluate residential programs and reentry programs for delinquent and foster care populations, proposals focusing on evidence-based programs and learning more about “what works”). Fifteen proposals will be funded, and OJJDP hopes to release the solicitation again next year. Information about the funded studies will be posted on the Coordinating Council Web site (http://www.juvenilecouncil.gov/).

Conversation with the Researchers (Continued). Discussion: Import and Implications for Member Agencies

Dr. Trivits observed that the panelists had presented a tremendous amount of information about what research has been accomplished and the needs for future research. She encouraged Council members to think about how the Council as a body can conduct policy and program planning to address some of the issues identified by the panelists. She opened the floor for Council members to engage in discussion and ask questions of the panelists.
Can you describe the profile of juvenile suicide victims?

Dr. Snyder responded that information can be gathered from coroners’ reports about suicide victims’ method, age, gender, and ethnicity, but little is known about their mental health backgrounds. The suicide rate for Native American youth is five times higher than for white youth, and the rate among whites is higher than among blacks. The high suicide rate among Native American youth suggests that this population has a high need for improved mental health and substance abuse services. A possible explanation for the relatively low juvenile suicide rates in some urban states (e.g., California, New York, and New Jersey) is that these states have better mental health services than more rural states. 
Mr. Flores said that an OJJDP report on this issue will be released soon. The report will be posted on the OJJDP and Coordinating Council Web sites. He observed that the National Center on Child Fatality Review (NCFR) is an important resource. Every state is required to have a board that reviews what has happened when a child dies. Some states have well-supported boards, and others do not. He suggested that OJJDP and HHS could work together to lend support to the child fatality review effort. Ideally, all state boards should examine not only coroners’ reports but also information from law enforcement, mental health services, public health officials, CPS, etc. This information would allow researchers to put together longitudinal studies about juvenile suicide victims. A list of state contacts is available at the NCFR Web site, http://www.ican-ncfr.org/.  See also www.childdeathreview.org. 
All of these presentations seem to be talking about the same group of kids. Would it be possible to link together the various research studies to provide a better sense of what is driving the problems that we are seeing?

Dr. Loeber responded that a great deal is known about factors that drive children to delinquency. He and his colleagues have identified 53 predictors of delinquency (including maltreatment and educational problems), a dozen of which are particularly important. He said that his book, Serious and Violent Juvenile Offenders, is a good place to begin to learn about these markers.
Dr. Cocozza added that the more we learn from the research, the more we understand that youth in the juvenile justice system have common problems (e.g., they tend to live in high-risk neighborhoods, to have mental health problems, and to have experienced abuse). There is a clear overlap between youth in the child welfare system, youth faring poorly in the educational system, and those in the juvenile justice system. We need to do a better job developing comprehensive services and programs to help these youth earlier so that they do not end up in the juvenile justice system.

Can you discuss the issue of resiliency, as many at-risk juveniles do alright or better than alright? 
Dr. Loeber responded that a great deal of work has been done on resiliency and protective factors. Researchers are finding that desistance (from crime and delinquency) takes place at different times along the development course for different youth. A number of factors influence desistance including family (e.g., parental supervision), education, etc. 

In this time of scarce resources, how can federal agencies assist state and local professionals to identify and meet the mental health and substance abuse needs of children? 

Dr. Cocozza said that some impressive work has already been done. The basic approach is to bring together teams of the main administrators from the relevant agencies and ask them to figure out how to do a better job addressing a particular problem. For example, SAMHSA led the effort to convene the National Policy Academy; with relatively little money, this initiative has resulted in significant changes in the way in which youth with mental health and co-occurring substance use disorders are dealt with.
How can we get a more accurate, complete profile of a juvenile offender before he or she is sentenced? 
Judge Steven Jones, Sullivan County, Tennessee, said that his jurisdiction established an observation and assessment center for testing, screening, observing, and providing a physical examination of juvenile offenders. A team of psychiatrists, counselors, and medical doctors observes the child for up to 30 days, identifies the child’s specific problems, and makes recommendations for appropriate services; most of the children who go through the center get the help that they need without going into state custody. He remarked that such centers should be funded throughout the United States. Judge Jones said that his jurisdiction also has a respite center, where juveniles can be separated from their families for a “cooling-off period” and then gradually integrated back into their home environments.
Dr. Sedlak said that in the 1990s she conducted an evaluation of runaway and homeless youth shelters and learned that approximately one-third of the youth who came to these shelters reported that they went there to seek respite from their families.

Dr. Cocozza congratulated Judge Jones on his county’s observation and assessment program. He observed that a few of these programs exist across the country; however, they tend to be isolated cases, and there has been no general encouragement of such programs or recognition of their importance. A movement in this direction is needed.
What are some of the key prevention strategies, early-intervention strategies, or intervention points that could have the most impact in terms of reducing delinquency and victimization?

Dr. Snyder observed that researchers and policymakers have been emphasizing the idea of evidence-based programs but have not identified numerous programs that “work.” An important next step is the evaluation of existing good programs and the identification of additional evidence-based programs that can be replicated across the country.

Ms. Chiancone said that OJJDP strongly encourages the states to spend their formula grant funds on evidence-based programming, and OJJDP is being measured on its ability to support evidence-based programming. She suggested that perhaps Council agencies could work together to reach common standards on what is meant by evidence-based programming.

Dr. Loeber agreed with Dr. Snyder’s observation on the need to evaluate more programs in order to increase the variety of evidence-based programs. For example, programs that address gender-specific issues are underdeveloped, and more information is needed about culturally relevant programs for various ethnic groups. In addition, some excellent programs may not be ready to disseminate because they do not have good manuals. OJJDP could facilitate the development of strong programs for replication.
Ms. Chiancone responded that OJJDP’s Field-Initiated Demonstration Program focuses on the development of program models that advance juvenile justice practice.
Richard Morris, U.S. Department of Labor, referred back to the question about key intervention points. He observed that we know that the problems described by the researchers are concentrated in “discrete pockets.” He observed that it makes sense to implement evidence-based models inside these discrete pockets and at the same time ensure that there is an infusion of resources to allow these models to work.

Speaking of evidence-based programs, please comment on the earlier slide indicating that Scared Straight–type programs and juvenile boot camps are not effective.

Dr. Cocozza responded that research studies have consistently found that these types of programs have not been effective in reducing recidivism or reducing the crime rate. 
The slide referring to Scared Straight and juvenile boot camps indicates that these programs actually increased recidivism. What does this mean?

Dr. Cocozza responded that, because these programs are not cost-effective, they should not be funded. The emphasis upon evidence-based practices is getting practitioners to realize the need to evaluate what they are doing. If a practice does not work, we should not be funding it.
Dr. Snyder added that, if a program has negative results, it is important to make people aware of that.

Do programs such as Scared Straight and juvenile boot camps target more serious offenders who are more likely to be repeat offenders? Could this be the reason that they have not been effective in reducing recidivism?
Dr. Cocozza responded that most studies of these programs have been controlled for such factors, and there is little disagreement among researchers that these programs are not effective.

In Memphis, a growing number of girls are involved in gang activity. Of those juveniles who acknowledge gang affiliation at intake, 25 to 30 percent are girls. Could this phenomenon be contributing to the growth in arrest rates for assault and gun possession among girls?
Dr. Snyder responded that no uniform data are collected on whether juveniles who enter the courts are gang-involved. The trend in Memphis could be a local phenomenon in terms of how gang is defined and how law enforcement responds to these juveniles.

Ms. Chiancone referred to OJJDP’s Girls Study Group (GSG), which is examining a variety of research related to girls and delinquency. The GSG has not found a change in girls’ self-reported behavior over time, although the growth in arrest rates for violent crime has been greater for girls than for boys. OJJDP hopes to release a Bulletin on the GSG findings in November.
Mr. Flores thanked the panelists and remarked that this conversation will continue in December, when the Coordinating Council will discuss these issues and identify priorities that should be addressed over the next several years. 
Focus on Critical and Current Issues
Mr. Flores said that this portion of the agenda will examine three topics that are of special concern to OJJDP—disproportionate minority contact (DMC), waivers and transfers, and youth gangs. They are statutory areas of focus and have all been identified as priority areas by the Federal Advisory Committee on Juvenile Justice. DMC and waivers are controversial issues among practitioners and among the public, and it has been a challenge to have a principled discussion and develop principled strategies. He observed that often our first instinct is for immediate justice; although the demand for justice is a necessary function of our system, the system must be perceived as fair. Mr. Flores then introduced the three presenters.  

Disproportionate Minority Contact

Michael Shader, Social Science Specialist, OJJDP

Mr. Shader said that minorities make up about one-third of the general population but about two-thirds of those in contact with the justice system. In 2002, Congress modified the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Act to broaden the DMC initiative from disproportionate minority confinement to disproportionate minority contact, because minority youth are disproportionately represented at all levels of the juvenile justice system. The Act requires system improvement efforts to ensure equal treatment of all youth.
A number of theories have been posited on the causes of DMC. These include discrimination, institutional bias, higher involvement of minorities in delinquent acts, and lack of access to counsel. OJJDP’s Program of Research on the Causes and Correlates of Delinquency, which collects data on self-reported offending, found that DMC cannot be explained solely by differences in offense rates. Recent studies have found that there is a bias in how African American youth are processed in the justice system. 
OJJDP has been working with the states to address DMC. Some states, especially Washington and Colorado, have undertaken significant system improvement efforts to reduce DMC. Promising approaches to reduce DMC include alternatives to detention, objective risk assessment instruments, cultural competency training, legislation addressing DMC, funding to provide legal representation for minority juveniles, and uniform guidelines. 
Mr. Shader observed that minorities are overrepresented not only in juvenile justice but in the child welfare system, among youth at risk of academic failure, etc. Many of the agencies represented on the Coordinating Council are faced with disproportionality, but OJJDP is the only agency that is mandated by law to address this issue. He concluded by observing that it is important for agencies to work together to address this issue, to identify promising approaches, to conduct rigorous and focused evaluations, and to identify effective interventions.
Waivers and Transfers

Gordon Martin, Jr., Practitioner Member, Coordinating Council

Judge Martin said that, in response to the high rates of juvenile violent crime in the 1990s, there was a rash of legislation to expand states’ ability to transfer juvenile cases to adult criminal court. Since this wave of legislation, many studies have been conducted on the comparative impact of juvenile versus criminal court sanctions on recidivism. Generally, these studies have found that there is a higher rate of recidivism among transferred youth than among retained youth. 
Judge Martin suggested that the Coordinating Council and member agencies should be taking measures to reduce the likelihood that children reach the stage where the difficult decision must be made regarding whether to transfer them to criminal court. For example:
· DOJ should encourage cooperation between the U.S. Attorney, U.S. Marshal, Federal Bureau of Investigation, and local law enforcement to support community policing.
· Federal agencies should work together to address the problem of school dropouts. This problem reflects multiple issues including the need to reduce teen pregnancy, the need to increase funds for Head Start, the need to provide assistance when a child falls below grade level, and the need to provide classes and incentives for dropouts to return to school.

· Federal agencies should work together to provide adequate community health centers, drug treatment programs, summer job programs, afterschool programs, and public housing.
Judge Martin concluded that many of our nation’s youth will not succeed without increased federal assistance and intelligent federal monitoring. 

Gangs

Phelan Wyrick, Gang Program Coordinator, OJJDP

Mr. Wyrick pointed out that the National Youth Gang Survey results indicate that gang activity has steadily declined since 1996, but by 2004 there was a leveling off or even a small increase in gang activity. Juveniles who join gangs tend to be among the highest-risk youth, and the more risk factors that are present, the more likely an individual is to join a gang. Gang members offend at higher rates, commit more serious crimes, and are more likely to be involved in adult criminal enterprises than nongang members. 

The renewed media attention on gangs is fueled in part by the growth in immigrant gangs, particularly among immigrants from Central America. Immigrant youth often experience difficult circumstances before they come to the United States (e.g., many are initially left behind when their parents come to the United States) and then have a difficult time fitting in when they are brought here. These youth are being heavily recruited by gangs. DOJ is working with the U.S. Department of State and the U.S. Agency for International Development to take an international approach to this problem.
OJJDP emphasizes a multi-sector, multi-strategy, long-term approach to respond to gangs that includes prevention, intervention, enforcement, and reentry strategies. Recent DOJ initiatives have included OJJDP’s Gang Reduction Program and the Attorney General’s Anti-Gang Initiative, which was launched in six jurisdictions across the country. In addition, Project Safe Neighborhoods has expanded its focus to include gang prevention, and all 93 U.S. Attorneys have been asked to convene gang prevention summits in their districts. DOJ has developed Web-based resources to support multi-strategy approaches to gangs, and states are beginning to tie their anti-gang funding to this model.

Mr. Wyrick concluded by referring to the earlier discussion of the need for evidence-based programs. He observed that practitioners across the country must deal with the challenges posed by gangs, regardless of whether they have evidence-based programs to meet those challenges. Public health approaches (multi-sector, long-term approaches that involve multiple strategies) are notoriously difficult to evaluate. For this reason, he urged caution in tying funding exclusively to evidence-based approaches. 
Legislative and Program Updates, Announcements, and Other Business

HHS
Jerry Regier, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation
Harry Wilson, Associate Commissioner, Family and Youth Services Bureau (FYSB)
Stan Chappell, Director, Research and Evaluation, FYSB
Randy Muck, Lead Public Health Advisor, SAMHSA

· Helping America’s Youth (HAY) Initiative. This summer the White House hosted two regional HAY conferences, in Denver and Indianapolis. Three working groups representing 10 federal agencies were formed to facilitate the conferences. All agencies were asked to identify evidence-based programs, and the HAY Program Tool currently identifies 180 evidence-based programs.
· Mentoring Children of Prisoners (MCP) Program. The Administration for Children and Families (ACF) hopes that Congress will approve its proposed voucher program, so that children of prisoners can be linked with any of the 4,100 existing mentoring programs around the country. In addition, ACF is selecting sites to conduct an evaluation of MCP. 

· Child Welfare. ACF has submitted a bill that requests $40 million for grants to improve outcomes for children affected by methamphetamine use. In addition, ACF supports legislation that would permit states to administer their foster care programs more flexibly; this would allow states to work with children who are not yet part of the system as a prevention alternative to foster care.

· Office of Community Services (OCS). OCS is about to announce awards for the Community Empowerment Youth Grants, which allocate funds to build community systems and organizational capacity to improve services to youth.

· Transitional Living Programs for Runaway and Homeless Youth. FYSB will soon begin a followup evaluation of long-term outcomes among older homeless youth in residential transitional living programs.
· Interagency Agreement Between SAMHSA and OJJDP. The agreement focuses on three areas: (1) OJJDP and SAMHSA will convene summit meetings to bring together practitioners and researchers who focus on prevention and treatment of substance abuse and mental health disorders within community settings and within juvenile justice settings to share common knowledge, instrumentation, and information about approaches that are working in both settings. (2) SAMHSA will hold a planning forum on tribal juvenile justice and substance abuse/mental health issues as a means of improving policy coordination in that arena. (3) OJJDP and SAMHSA will hold a series of partnership meetings between the two agencies. 
U.S. Department of Labor (DOL)
Richard Morris, Work Force Development Specialist, Employment and Training Administration
· Shared Youth Vision Federal Collaborative Partnership. The partnership will hold Youth Vision Forums in Atlanta to provide technical assistance to 16 state teams.

· YouthBuild Transfer Act. Congress has approved a bill to transfer the YouthBuild initiative from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban and Development (HUD) to DOL. This bill will now go before the President for his signature.
Corporation for National and Community Service (CNS)
Theresa Clower, Executive Director/Senior Advisor, CNS; Executive Director, Federal Mentoring Council
· Federal Mentoring Council. The Federal Mentoring Council held its first meeting in July. Eight departments are represented on the council: HHS, DOJ, DOL, Education, Defense, Agriculture, HUD, and CNS. The meeting provided an overview of federal mentoring programs. Participants identified 54 primary, partial, or potential mentoring programs. The October meeting will focus on training and technical assistance.
Adjournment

Mr. Flores adjourned the meeting at 12:35 p.m.
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