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Abstract Disproportionality Disparity in Risk Factors

This poster examines racial disproportionality and disparity for youth A national study (The Center for the Study of Social Policy, 2004) assessed Risk factors were examined from the following areas: reported or
who were in placed in residential care, foster care and transitional living disproportionality for each of the 50 states. They identified Indiana as 1 of 16 suspected maltreatment history; child-specific factors; parent-specific
programs. Data was obtained from a multi-year, ongoing outcome states with “Extreme Disproportion.” However, their study examined youth in factors’ and court classification / adjudication status. For youth across all
project of private agencies providing services across the state. While out-of-home care aggregately, and not by varying types of out-of-home the program types, most risk factors were not present in significantly
disproportionality is noted, a majority of the outcomes and risk factors placements. Youth in care in Indiana between 2003 and 2005 (below) different proportions. However, for youth in certain programs (e.g., FC)
are equivalent between Black and White youth, suggesting that indicated disproportionate representation of Black youth for all five program and for certain factors across program types (e.g., psychotropic
services are being provided to meet individual needs regardless of types; however, the identified rates are lower than that reported in the medication), different rates were obtained.
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