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Background Results Discussion

YLS are disproportionately exposed to trauma, family stressors, and

Importance & Implications:
socioemotional challenges. Although family dysfunction, emotion

» This study helps to provide a better understanding of the

dysregulation, and caregiver strain have been studied in relation to youth Table 1: Bivariate Correlations .. . .
delinquency, there’s a gap in the research examining the interaction of C-CGS C-EAD V_EAD V_DERS ;)Ejdef}:gf fs;)ncllicl)ie;;l‘otlonal processes of and between YL5
these factors among families of YLS. . o
C-CGS  Correlation I 0.337 0.002 0.103 » Caregiver perception of family dysfunction may be
N 210 208 206 207 predictive of caregiver strain. Youth perception of family
Meth OdS C-FAD  Correlation 0.337 1 0.244** 0.156 dysfunction was not related to caregiver strain, which 1s
why 1t was not factored into the model 1n Table 2.
This study explored associations among family dysfunction, emotion N , 208 208** 204 205** g . . . .
. . . . . Y-FAD  Correlation 0.002 0.244 ] 0.259 * Youth perception of family dysfunction may be predictive
dysregulation, and caregiver strain using baseline data from the of vouth emotion dvsresulation
Leveraging Safe Adults (LeSA) study (N = 220) youth-caregiver dyads N | 206 204 . 244 243 y o y S - |
from 9 juvenile justice detention facilities across Texas (n = 6) and Y-DERS  Correlation 0.103 0.156 0.259*% ! * This hlghhghts the 1mportapce oflncorpqratlng both youth
Hlinois (7 = 3) N 207 705 743 146 and caregiver perspectives into study design and
*. Correlation was significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). assessments.
Participants: ** Correlation was significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). * There’s a.need for .famlly-based interventions that address
Youth (n = 250): 14-19 years old (M = 16.128, SD = 1.0098) - C-CGS related to C-FAD, not Y-FAD. C-FAD and Y-FAD were correlated. the caregiver, family unit, and YLS.
+ 82.8% (n=207) male, 17.2% (n = 43) female - Y-DERS was associated with C-FAD and Y-FAD. Limitations:
* 36.5% White (n =91), 32.5% Black/African American (n = 81), _ Y-DERS and C-CGS were not signficantly correlated. » Causality cannot be inferred. This study design used cross-
16.5% multi-racial (n = 41), 11.6% other (n = 29), 2% American sectional data. Future studies should use a longitudinal
Indian/Alaska Native (n = 35), 0.4% Asian (n = 1), and 0.4% design.
Native Hawatian/Pacific Islander (n = 1) . . o * The recruitment process had various exclusions, making the
Caregivers (n = 210): 23-78 years old (M = 45.24, §D = 10.348) Table 2: Linear Regressmn PI’EdlCtlng C-CGS sample less applicable and generalizable.
* 92.9% (l”l : 195) femalea 7.1% (l’l — 15) male | Predictor Unstandardized Coetficients Slg Variance e Biases may have occured across the Self_report
* 50.5% White (n = 105), 28.4% Black/African American (n = 59), h Std. Error y p 2 measures used.
14.4.1% other (n = 3.0), 4.3% multi-racia’l (n=9), 1.4% Amer?can C-FAD 0.661 0129 5140 <0.001 0114
Indian/Alaska Native (n = 3), 0.5% Asian (n = 1), 0.5% Native
Hawaiian/Pacific Islander (n =1 ) Acknowledgments
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Mea.sures. o | | . (NIDA; Grant IlUH3DAO050250, Danica Knight, Principal
Famly Functloomng: Considers Yf)uth & Caregiver Per§pectlve Table 3: Multiole L1 R : Predicti Y-DERS Investigator). The interpretations and conclusions, however, do not
* Youth-Family Assessment Device-General Functioning (Y-FAD) — a0lc 5. Mulliple Lincar RCgression rrediciimng x - . . . .
. . : : : . necessarily represent the position of the NIDA, National Institutes
Likert scale ot 1-4. Model & Predictor  Unstandardized Coefficients Sig.  Variance .
, , , o of Health, or Department of Health and Human Services.
» Caregiver-Family Assessment Device-General Functioning (C-FAD) — b Std. Error { 7 .
Likert scale of 1-4. Model 1: C-FAD 4.390 1.917 2290  <0.05 0.025
Emotion Dysregulation NIH
o Siout?ISgate-leﬁc;pltles n Em()tlonfReggliltlloonl5 Scale (Y-DERS) Likert Model 2- C-FAD 7 383 1932 1 497 0137 0073 H E A L
>ratt O 170, SUTTIHAHOM SEOIES Talist MO <2221, Model 2: Y-FAD 6.152 1.919 3206 <0.05 3.206

Caregiver Strain

INITIATIVE

» Caregiver Strain Questionnaire-Short Form (C-CGS) — Likert scale of
1-5.




