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Working to stop the
criminalization of
Connecticut’s children and
youth.
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» Small Staff, Big Coalition.

* Public policy advocacy to reform
juvenile justice and other systems that
affect Connecticut’s at-risk children and
youth.

* Goals: fewer children will enter the
system, and the justice sfystem will treat
all children fairly and effectively.

Priorities

* Address major feeders: unaddressed
behavioral and mental health, school-
based arrests

Ensure child’s race or ethnicity does
not negatively affect how s/he is
treated

Support and move agencies’ jj vision,
strategy, policies, implementation
(special attention to older youth new
to system post-Raise the Age)




Context:

Trends and Issues in
Connecticut’s Juvenile
Justice System

Shrinking and Expanding

* Smart investments in prevention and diversion

* Home-based interventions, a commitment to
least restrictive environment

* Older youth included, average age increasing
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Court Intake

Juvenile Court Intake
FY 2007-2012
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The number of juveniles referred to the courtis down 27% since
2007

Source: Judicial Branch, Court Support Services Division
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Arrests in Connecticut 2012
Most common charges for <18 year olds * The charge types in the chart on the left are based
. on the national Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR)
(the most serious charge for the arrest) System and do not directly align with specific
statutes in the State of Connecticut. A summary of
the UCR descriptions are provided below.

Simple Assault Simple Assaults which are not of an aggravated
Assault type and do not result in serious injury.
Disorderly  Behavior that disturbs the public peace,
Disorderly Conduct Conduct ‘scandalizes the community or shocks
the public sense of morality.

Larceny The uniawful taking, carrying, leading or
Larceny — Theft riding away of property from another.
Violations of state and local laws

Drug Abuse relating to the unlawful possession,
;:glaﬁnns % sale, use, growing, manufacturing and

making of narcotic drugs.
) Willful or malicious injury,
Vandalism | 4% disfigurement or defacement of
property without the consent of the
owimer or person having custody or
Burglary | 4% coxhe.

The uniawful entry of a structure to
commit a felony or a theft.
Aggravated Assault 3% Attack by one person upon ancther to
inflict severe bodily harm often

accompanied by the use of a weapon.
2% The taking or attempted taking of
anything from the care, custody or
control of a person(s) by force or threat
0

of force or violence and/or by putting
5 10 15 20 25 30 the victim in fear.

Robbery

* The charges listed include those that account for 2% or more of the arrests for <18 year olds.
Source: Connecticut Department of Public Safety Crime in Connecticut 2012 Report — hitp://www.dpsdata.ct.gov/dps/ucr/ucr.aspx

Looking for JJ System Feeders:
Found School-Based Arrests

* Too many children referred to jj system from schools

* Most for misdemeanor offenses

* Children of color referred at disproportionately higher
rates
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Reasons for School-Based Arrest
by General Category, SY2010-11

Violent Crimes
Against Persons
Theft/ Theft 2%
Related Behaviors
4%

Sexually Related
Behavior
1%

Property Damag|
2%

Personally
Threatening
Behavior
7%

Source: SDE data analyzed by Connecticut Voices for

Reasons for School-Based Arrest, SY2010-11

Total Number of ‘ercent of All
m o categow SRS Leadmg oA

Y Fighting/Altercation/ Physical Aggression 21%
A Drugs/Alcohol/Tobacco 598 19%
N rhysical Altercation 377 12%
BN Battery/Assault 258 8%
— Weapons {199 6%
B Threat/Intimidation/ Verbal Harassment 142 4%
A Theft/Stealing 99 3%
B serious Disorderly Conduct 73
N Breach of Peace 52 2%
BT Insubordination/ Disrespect 51
Threats of Bodily harm il
Vandalism 47

IFEN Disorderly Conduct 45
m Disruption/Disruptive Behavior 43
TN Verbal Altercation 42
BT skipping Class 41
Obscene Language/Profanity 26
BTN school Threat/Bomb Threat 25
BTN inciting a Fight/Riot 24
BTN Foreign substance (lllegal drugs) 22

Source: SDE data analyzed by Connecticut Voices for Children



During the 2010-2011 school year in Connecticut ...
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Source: Ct. Voices for Children

CTJJA's Response:
Inspiring, Educating, Building Capacity

- DUCATION | Fcowemnc- oMNTIES
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Good News:

Replication is Possible
The process:

SAG (JJAC): model MOA
Fall 2010, JJAC and Alliance invited Judges Teske and Huff
Community break-out groups: police, court, education, DCF...

Summer 2011, 3 cities ready to launch collaboratives
Fall 2011, implementation of MOA & graduated response model

Ongoing: regular collaborative meetings to fine-tune, add and
subtract initiatives, review data, discuss trends, gaps, successes,
(re) train / orient school and police personnel

Results: Manchester

Manchester
District Overall # change % change
2011 2012 2013 2011-2013 2011-2013
In School Suspension 614 694 1154 +540 +88%
Out of School Suspension 389 416 139 -250 -64%
Expulsion 30 11 7 =23 -77%
Armest (PD) 137 53 56 -81 -59%
llling Middle School # change % change
2011 2012 2013 2011-2013 2011-2013
In School Suspension 207 244 371 +164 +79%
Out of School Suspension 132 101 139 +7 +5%
Expulsion 4 3 1 -3 ~75%
Amrest (PD) missing 23 12 missing missing
data data data
Manchester High School # change % change
2011 2012 2013 2011-2013 2011-2013
In School Suspension 407 450 491 +84 +21%
Out of School Suspension 257 315 139 -118 —46%
Expulsion 26 8 4 -22 -85%
Arrest (PD) 137 30 44 -93 -68%




Results: Windham

Windham

District Overall # change % change
2011-2013 2011-2013

In School Suspension -658 —42%
Out of School Suspension +581 +113%
Expulsion +20 +125%
Arrest (Schools) -49 -87%

Windham Middle School # change % change
2011-2013  2011-2013

In School Suspension -443 -54%
Out of School Suspension +183 +107%
Expulsion +21 +700%
Armrest (Schools) -8 -100%

Windham High School # change % change
2011-2013 2011-2013

In School Suspension -256 -35%
Out of School Suspension +262 +76%
Expulsion =3 -23%
Arrest (Schools) —41 -85%

School-Based Arrest
Statewide Data

SY2011-12 | SY2012-13 % change
2012-2013

1450

Source: Judicial Branch, Court Support Services Division
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Work Centered on JJAC Model MOA
Principles:

Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee Model MOA
Graduated Response Model Format

10



Tailored Locally:
Manchester Graduated Response Model

Chart
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Examples of Manchester
Discipline Interventions

* Redirection
e Mediation

1 to 1 counseling

Mentoring program

Play by the Rules Referral

Behavior Intervention or Reflection
Room

Referral to Substance Interventio
Program

Parent/Ad

nistration conference

and other parties (guidance
counselor, social worker, etc.)

Referral to Restitution/Community
Service Program
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For (Many) More Details:

Adult Decisions

Connecticut rethinks student arrests

A publication of the Connecticut Juvenile Justice Aliance
January 2013

What Else is CT Doing?

2. Judicial Branch (CSSD) re-articulated authority
to return referrals, when:

12
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What Else?
3. CSSD

4. Legislature

5. JJAC DMC Subcommittee

6 SBDI ’w Right Response CT
. I Schools & Police Working Together
L]

7.SDE

CT’s Comprehensive Approach:
Why it is Working

* Addresses school-based arrest from multiple
perspectives and systems

* Engages key leaders and wide variety of
stakeholders

* Timing is everything!
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Adult Decisions: Rethinking
Student Arrests Action Steps

7.
8.

9.

10.
11.
12.

www.ctjja.org

Abby Anderson, Executive Director (abby@ctjja.org)
Lara Herscovitch, Deputy Director (lara@ctjja.org)
Mallory LaPierre, Policy Associate (mallory@ctjja.org)
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