
 

 
Youth Justice research agenda 
 

Purpose 

This Agenda outlines the current research priority areas for Youth Justice. 

It is anticipated that the Agenda will assist external researchers understand the key issues of 
interest to Youth Justice and support the creation of applied research.  

External researchers are encouraged to consider this document when developing proposed 
research projects that require in-kind support from Youth Justice. Early engagement with Youth 
Justice will also provide an opportunity to obtain a comprehensive understanding of current 
knowledge gaps and advice on the best way to operationalise research ideas. 

External researchers must lodge a research application to gain approval to undertake research 
involving Youth Justice. Further information about the research application process is available at: 
https://www.qld.gov.au/law/sentencing-prisons-and-probation/young-offenders-and-the-justice-
system/youth-justice-information-for-professionals/youth-justice-research/.  

Youth Justice does not have funds available to support work undertaken by external researchers. 

Youth Justice business priorities  

The research areas of interest identified in this Agenda are underpinned by current Youth Justice 
business priorities. Youth Justice has a particular interest in:  

• developing partnerships to reduce youth crime 
• developing innovative programs (including early intervention and tertiary initiatives) 
• reducing the number of children and young people held on remand custody 
• supporting children and young people transition from youth justice orders 
• addressing the over-representation of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children and young 

people  in the criminal justice system 
• planning for future infrastructure needs 
• enhancing the delivery of youth justice services. 

 
Guiding research questions 

The following research topics and questions reflect the research priority areas for Youth Justice. 

Factors driving crime rates (enhancing the delivery of youth justice services) 

The use of official crime statistics to understand crime trends has limitations. Official rates 
represent the outcome of complex decision-making processes made by victims, the police and the 
courts. Policy and legislative changes can also impact crime rates. 
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Youth Justice has observed that the number of distinct children and young people having contact 
with the criminal justice system has declined in recent years, while the total number of proven 
offences has remained relatively stable. This suggests that a smaller cohort of children and young 
people are committing more offences (that is, there has been an increase in offending density). 
There has also been a change in the nature of property offending and an increase in the number of 
female children and young people in contact with the system. 

Is the increase in offending density explained by changes in offending behaviour, the 
administration of criminal justice, legislation and/or victim reporting? 

Is there variation in the administration of criminal justice and/or victim reporting across 
Queensland? If so, what drives this variation? 

How (if at all) have recent legislative changes impacted youth crime rates and the youth 
detention population? 

Do children and young people have ready access to adequate legal representation in 
Queensland? 

What factors are driving changes in the nature of property offences? What crime prevention 
interventions may best address these changes? 

What factors are driving the increasing rate of female children and young people in contact 
with the criminal justice system? How might these factors influence intervention 
requirements? 

 
 

Assessment (enhancing the delivery of youth justice services) 

Youth Justice is interested in advancing its knowledge of reliable developmentally and culturally 
appropriate assessment tools in order to support effective service delivery.  

• Most children and young people do not have contact with the criminal justice system, and of 
those that do become involved, many desist from further offending behaviour without 
intervention.  

 
Are there more reliable assessment tools available to assist identify children and young 
people suitable for early intervention initiatives? 

What factors best predict a child and young person’s likelihood of being/or not being 
involved in entrenched criminal behaviour? 

 
• Children and young people in contact with the criminal justice system are more likely to be 

characterised by mental health disorders, cognitive impairment and fetal alcohol spectrum 
disorders (FASD). This can influence their involvement in crime and affects their ability to 
understand criminal justice processes. 
 

Are there more reliable assessment tools available to assess mental health, cognitive 
impairment and FASD? 

 
Assessment continued (enhancing the delivery of youth justice services) 

• Youth Justice is responsible for ensuring the safety of children and young people in youth 
detention, as well as, the staff involved in managing these children and young people. 
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Are there more reliable assessment tools available to assist manage safety and security 
issues in youth detention? 

 
• Research shows that addressing the criminogenic factors presented or experienced by 

children and young people in contact with the criminal justice system is likely to reduce their 
likelihood of future offending. 
 

Are there more reliable assessment tools available to measure outcomes resulting from 
youth justice interventions? 

 
• Risk and protective factors evident in different communities can influence the likelihood of a 

child or young person becoming involved in criminal behaviour. 
 

Are there assessment tools available to measure how different community contexts are 
influencing child and youth crime? 

 

Breach of bail (reducing the number of children and young people held in remand custody) 

Information on breaches of bail is not systematically collected in Queensland. 
 

How and why do children and young people breach bail? 
 

Building our capacity to measure the costs of crime, the benefits of youth justice 
interventions and the impact of business changes 

It is becoming increasing important for government departments to measure the costs and benefits 
of business decisions. This information supports the effective and efficient use of resources. 

What is the monetary value of the costs and benefits (both financial and social) associated 
with the implementation youth justice interventions? 

 
Can a model be developed to enable ongoing measurement of the costs and benefits of 
different youth justice interventions, predict the impact of proposed legislative and policy 
amendments and measure the actual impact of business change? 

 

Delivering services that reduce crime (enhancing the delivery of youth justice services) 

Best practice in the criminal justice field has been highly influenced by the risk, need and 
responsivity model and seminal meta-analyses of youth justice interventions. Youth Justice staff 
play a vital role in service delivery and technological advances can change the way they operate.   

Would an updated meta-analysis of youth justice interventions change conclusions 
presented in ‘what works’ literature and/or best-practice intervention models (with special 
consideration of the Queensland context)? 

What modes of service delivery are most suitable for female children and young people in 
contact with the criminal justice system? 

What is the best way to manage children and young people in detention given their diverse 
backgrounds, offending history and socio-demographic characteristics? 

What is the best Youth Justice workforce profile to support the delivery of Youth Justice 
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services? 

Are there new technologies that can enhance the delivery of youth justice services 
(including implementation of assessment tools, case management practice and the 
operation of detention centres)? 

 

Characteristics of child and youth offenders (enhancing the delivery of youth justice 
services) 

Children and young people with contact with the youth justice system are more likely than other 
children and young people to: identify as Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander, report using 
alcohol and illicit drugs, experience trauma, disengage with education, present with mental health 
disorders and cognitive impairment and have family members involved in crime. Some children and 
young people identify as Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer or Questioning and Intersex 
(LGBTQI). 

Are there different offending trajectories identifiable among children and young people 
identifying as Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander? 

How does cultural disconnection affect the likelihood of children and young people 
becoming involved in crime? 

What is the prevalence and nature of mental health disorders and cognitive impairment 
among children and young people involved in the criminal justice system? 

How prevalent are traumatic events among children and young people in contact with the 
youth justice system? 

How does the use alcohol and illicit drug use contribute to child and youth offending? Has it 
changed in recent years? 

What factors influence a child or young person’s engagement with education? What is the 
best way to support children and young people remain engaged/re-engage with education? 

 What are the best-practice features of alternative education programs? How do these 
programs contribute to reduced offending behaviour? 

What is the prevalence of intra-familial involvement in crime among children and young 
people with contact with the youth justice system? 

What is the pathway of children and young people identifying as LGBTQI into contact with 
the criminal justice system? Is it distinct from other offending trajectories? 

 
Working collaboratively (developing partnerships to reduce crime) 
Queensland is characterised by substantial regional variation and effective youth justice 
interventions require an integrated and holistic response to factors that may be contributing to child 
and youth offending. 
 



Youth Justice   
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What are the best-practice features of locally driven, designed and implemented youth 
justice initiatives? 

What programs (including early intervention and tertiary responses) are available to 
effectively address local issues contributing to child and youth crime? 

What is the best way to involve and support the families in children and young people in 
contact with the criminal justice system?  

 
Restorative justice (enhancing the delivery of youth justice services) 
Restorative justice responses focus on holding people accountable for their offending behaviour and 
reconciliation with victims and the community. A primary outcome of restorative justice processes is an 
Agreement negotiated to repair the harm caused by a child or young person’s actions. The re-
introduction of court-referred Youth Justice Conferences represents an expansion and enhancement 
of restorative justice responses in Queensland. 

 
How does the development of an Agreement between children and young people in contact 
with the criminal justice system and other key stakeholders affect compliance with the 
Agreement, perceptions of procedural fairness and justice and future offending? 
 
What impact does police participation have on the delivery and success of Youth Justice 
Conferencing? 
 
How does Youth Justice Conferencing compare with traditional criminal justice responses in 
terms of sentencing principles (parsimony, proportionality, parity and totality)?  
 
What emotional and mental health benefits are available to victims involved restorative 
justice processes? Can these benefits be quantified and costed? 
 
What is the best way to support greater involvement of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
children and young people in restorative justice processes? 
 
What is the best way to support reducing offending as an outcome of restorative justice 
processes? 

 


