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Mean age of OnLAC sample of 1714 young people in
care aged 10-15 in Year 10 (2010-2011), 11-16in
Year 11 (2011-2012) & 12-17 in Year 12 (2012-2013
N = 1714
— Male n = 981 (57%)
— Female n = 733 (43%)
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Placement settings for young people in
care, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Health status of young people in care (youth-
reoported), OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12 _
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Health status of young people in care (youth-
reported), for male (n = 822) & female (n = &
605) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12 .
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Young people in care who have had a dental
exam within the last year (as reported by

worker), OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12

99% 98%

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Year 10

uOttawa

99% 99%

H Male

Year 11

Female

97% 99%

Year 12

AV'g



Young people in care who have had a medical
exam within the last year (as reported by
worker), OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Types of school attended by young people

in care (as reported by worker), OnLAC
Years 10, 11 & 12
"
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Age-to-grade status of young people in care
(caregiver-reported), for male (n = 758) & femal
(n = 556) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean academic achievement (as rated by the
caregiver), for male (n = 577) & female (n = 431) &
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean placement satisfaction (as rated by young

person in care), for male (n = 784) & female (n =
590) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean placement satisfaction (as rated by young
person in care) by placement setting, OnLAC Years

10, 11 & 12
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Mean perceived quality of relationship with primary

caregiver (female caregiver - as rated by young
person in care), for male (n = 312) & female (n =
346) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean perceived quality of relationship with primary
caregiver (male caregiver - as rated by young

person in care), for male (n = 72) & female (n = 12) &
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean parenting-dimension scores, as rated
separately by caregivers and young people
in care, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12

Caregiver-rated Parenting Scores Youth-rated Parenting Scores
12 11.2 11.1 11 12
10 10
8 8
6 6
3.9
4 3.2 a
. 25 25 3 2.8 . 2.8 o
1.7 . :

2 1.4 2
0 0

Year 10 Year 11 Year 12 Year 10 Year 11 Year 12

M Positive Parenting Inconsistent Discipline Poor Supervision M Positive Parenting Inconsistent Discipline Poor Supervision

S AY g

| y Ottawa "



Mean positive mental health (as rated by the young
person in care), for male (n = 513) & female
(n = 392) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean number of positive life experiences (as
rated by the young person in care), for male (n =

981) & female (n = 733) youths, OnLAC Years

10, 11 & 12
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Mean number of family-related adverse life

experiences (as rated by the worker), for male (n =
981) & female (n = 733) youths, OnLAC Years 10,
11 & 12
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Mean number of self-related adverse life experiences
(as rated by the worker), for male (n = 981) & female
(n = 733) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean SDQ Prosocial Behaviour (as rated by the
caregiver), for male (n = 825) & female (n =
615) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12 _
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Mean SDQ Emotional Symptoms (as rated by the
caregiver), for male (n = 849) & female (n = 608) &

youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean SDQ Hyperactivity (as rated by the

caregiver), for male (n = 847) & female (n = 621)
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean SDQ Conduct Problems (as rated by the

caregiver), for male (n = 836) & female (n = 639)
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean SDQ Peer Relations Problems (as rated by
the caregiver), for male (n = 837) & female (n =
612) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean SDQ Total Difficulties (as rated by the
caregiver), for male (n = 763) & female (n = 554)
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean External Developmental Assets (as rated by

the worker), for male (n = 904) & female (n = 667)
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12 |
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Mean Internal Developmental Assets (as rated by

the worker), for male (n = 904) & female (n = 667)
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Mean Total Developmental Assets (as rated by the
worker), for male (n = 904) & female (n = 667)
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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Developmental Assets Levels (as rated by the
worker), for male (n = 941) & female (n = 706)
youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
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What do these findings say
about how our young people
are doing?

Thank you!

uOttawa

.

\

N,
V‘V



Acknowledgements &

The collaboration and financial support of the Ontario
Ministry of Children and Youth Services and the Ontario
Association of Children’s Aid Societies are gratefully
acknowledged.

Thanks also to the numerous young people in care,
caregivers, lead hands, practitioners, supervisors,
quality-assurance staff, executive personnel, and OnLAC
research assistants who have contributed much to the
OnLAC project since the beginning.

] uOttawa “‘



	Selected longitudinal results for OnLAC years 10, 11 & 12 for a sample of 1714 young people in care aged 10-15 in year 10 
	Mean age of OnLAC sample of 1714 young people in care aged 10-15 in Year 10 (2010-2011), 11-16 in Year 11 (2011-2012) & 12-17 in Year 12 (2012-2013)
	Placement settings for young people in care, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Health status of young people in care (youth-reported), OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Health status of young people in care (youth-reported), for male (n = 822) & female (n = 605) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Young people in care who have had a dental exam within the last year (as reported by worker), OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Young people in care who have had a medical exam within the last year (as reported by worker), OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Types of school attended by young people in care (as reported by worker), OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Age-to-grade status of young people in care (caregiver-reported), for male (n = 758) & female (n = 556) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean academic achievement (as rated by the caregiver), for male (n = 577) & female (n = 431) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean placement satisfaction (as rated by young person in care), for male (n = 784) & female (n = 590) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean placement satisfaction (as rated by young person in care) by placement setting, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean perceived quality of relationship with primary caregiver (female caregiver - as rated by young person in care), for male (n = 312) & female (n = 346) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Slide Number 14
	Mean parenting-dimension scores, as rated separately by caregivers and young people in care, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean positive mental health (as rated by the young person in care), for male (n = 513) & female �(n = 392) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean number of positive life experiences (as rated by the young person in care), for male (n = 981) & female (n = 733) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean number of family-related adverse life experiences (as rated by the worker), for male (n = 981) & female (n = 733) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean number of self-related adverse life experiences (as rated by the worker), for male (n = 981) & female (n = 733) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean SDQ Prosocial Behaviour (as rated by the caregiver), for male (n = 825) & female (n = 615) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean SDQ Emotional Symptoms (as rated by the caregiver), for male (n = 849) & female (n = 608) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean SDQ Hyperactivity (as rated by the caregiver), for male (n = 847) & female (n = 621) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean SDQ Conduct Problems (as rated by the caregiver), for male (n = 836) & female (n = 639) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean SDQ Peer Relations Problems (as rated by the caregiver), for male (n = 837) & female (n = 612) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean SDQ Total Difficulties (as rated by the caregiver), for male (n = 763) & female (n = 554) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean External Developmental Assets (as rated by the worker), for male (n = 904) & female (n = 667) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean Internal Developmental Assets (as rated by the worker), for male (n = 904) & female (n = 667) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Mean Total Developmental Assets (as rated by the worker), for male (n = 904) & female (n = 667) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	Developmental Assets Levels (as rated by the worker), for male (n = 941) & female (n = 706) youths, OnLAC Years 10, 11 & 12
	What do these findings say about how our young people are doing?����Thank you!
	Acknowledgements

