Yu-Ling Chiu
Joseph P. Ryan

N ot Approach .

'‘PSM is used to create 2 matched groups. Standard matching is used in which 1 treatment
(substantiated) and 1 control (unsubstantiated) unit are paired. Analytic procedures begin with creating
‘Datasets include: administrative records from Department of propensity scores that computes the likelihood of having a substantiated allegation of maltreatment.

Children and Family Services (DCFS) and Department of ‘Because length of time for arrest varies case by case, we used Cox Regression, which examines the

Probation in Los Angeles County. likelihood of an event occurring at a specific point in time, given that an individuals are at risk for
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Delinquency records from Los Angeles County Department of

To determine if the risk of juvenile Probation include all arrests (n = 451,954) for all minors (n =

justice involvement differs between 171,928) in Los Angeles County between 2002 and 2008.
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