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Youth Demographics &
Descriptive Information (N=25)

Primary Treatment Parent
Demographics
Mean age=41

Do youth and treatment parents have different
perceptions about their relationship?

Youth Alliance: Modeled Ratings
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Youth Alliance
by treatment parent & youth race

Youth Alliance: biological
children in treatment home

Youth Alliance by Family Racial Composition
Youth Alliance Ratings Family of same Race

Mixed Racial Family
No Biological Children at Home Biological Children Living at Home A
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Presence of biological children at home does not seem to
prevent youth and treatment parent from building good
relationships. Over time parents with biological children
living at home get higher ratings that parents without
biological children (less variation,

Caucasian youth placed with African American parents or Hispanic and
viselversa reported neutral to favorable alliance. But the pattern is more variable
& has a tendency to deteriorate over time.

Youth Alliance: youth gender Youth Alliance: youth age

Youth Alliance Ratings by Gender

Female

Youth Alliance Ratings by Age Group
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There is not much of gender Little age
differential in youth TA ratings—males differential

slightly flatter slope

Youth Alliance: previous placements

Youth Alliance by Previous Placements
More than 4 Three or Less
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YYouth with three or less prior
placements have higher alliance
scores & a flatter curve

Youth Alliance: diagnosis

Youth Alliance by Diagnosis
No Oppositional Def Oppositional Defiant
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For youth with ODD, the alliance
curve is “U” shaped, showing
decreasing alliance then increasing




Youth Alliance: problems & behavior

Youth Alliance by Functioning Problem Level
Mild Problems Serious-Moderate Problems
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‘Youth with high internalizing and
externalizing behaviors have
decreasing then increasing alliance

Youth Alliance: resistance

Youth Alliance Ratings by Resistance Level
High Resistance Neutral Resistance Low Resistance
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High youth resistance Low youth resistance
associates with low alliance associates with higher alliance
and a steep slope and more stable alliance
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