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Letter from the Governor...

Dear Friends:

It is my pleasure to present to you the Department of Juvenile Services’ FY23 Data
Resource Guide.

This is the first Department of Juvenile Services Data Resource Guide issued since I
became governor and appointed Secretary Vinny Schiraldi to lead the department. Under
Secretary Schiraldi’s leadership, we are building a data-driven and stronger long-term
approach to improving public safety and promoting both accountability and support for
youth in our state.

My highest priority as governor is ensuring public safety and reducing violence in our
communities. Sharing accurate and objective data is critical to achieving those goals. Wes Moore
These Resource Guide data help inform critical collaborative strategies — including the

department’s Safe Summer initiative and the Thrive Academy — as part of a comprehensive approach to working with young
people, families, and community organizations to make our communities safer. We will continue to collect, monitor, and
analyze these data to inform our progress.

I look forward to continuing to work with Secretary Schiraldi and his team to support our young people as we create safer,
thriving, healthy, and vibrant communities.

Sincerely,

A7

‘Wes Moore

Governor

1% INTRODUCTION
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A Word from the Secretary...

Welcome to the 13th edition of the Department of Juvenile Services’ Data Resource
Guide (DRG). Our Department is a data-driven agency, and the data we collect not only
impact our decision-making process but also decisions made by many of our partners and
stakeholders. We publish the DRG every year not only to meet statutory obligations but
also to provide transparency, a crucial element towards reforming the justice system.

[ am very excited to be part of the Department of Juvenile Services (D]S) family. One
of my first acts when I came into office was to launch a listening tour across the state. I
conducted 33 listening sessions at DJS facilities and community offices. I also met with
courts, public defenders, state’s attorneys, youth, and families. At the same time, our team

compiled data to put juvenile crime in Maryland into context and released a report with
those findings in September. Vincent Schiraldi

The data brief showed some encouraging ten-year trends (an overall 50% decline in referrals

to DJS and a 44% decline in violent crime referrals), but also some areas of concern, particularly around gun crimes. D]S is
increasing its focus and resources on our highest-risk youth and in areas of the state that are experiencing the highest levels
of crime and violence so that we can deploy resources most effectively. We launched the Thrive Academy, which will provide
intensive services, supports, and opportunities to youth in Baltimore City and County (and later, Prince George’s County)
who are at the highest risk of being a victim or perpetrator of gun crime.

At DJS, we fully embrace Governor Moore’s “all-of-the-above” approach to addressing public safety in Maryland. We need to
do everything we can to ensure accountability and coordination — while also taking steps to prioritize prevention. We can’t
always be reacting to crime; we need to get ahead of the curve. Our team is hard at work on this all across the state, and I
would like to thank them for everything they do for our young people and their families.

Sincerely,

Vincent Schiraldi

INTRODUCTION v
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Executive Summary

The number of youth involved in all levels of the juvenile justice system in Maryland has seen a significant long-term decline over the past
decade, including a steep decline during the COVID-19 pandemic (FY 2021). Since then, numbers for complaints—and subsequently detentions

and commitments—have risen, but they are generally below pre-pandemic levels.

Complaints

The number of juvenile complaints in Maryland declined significantly
over the past decade, but increased over the past two years. Despite
these increases, the overall number of complaints is at or below pre-

pandemic levels.
| 10-Year Trend: Number of Complaints Down 50.4%.
Number of Crimes of Violence: Down 44.6%

Number of Non-Violent Felonies: Down 21.0%
Number of Misdemeanors: Down 55.9%

| 1-Year Trend: Number of Complaints Up 14.8%.
Number of Crimes of Violence: Up 17.2%

Number of Non-Violent Felonies: Up 70.6%
Number of Misdemeanors: Up 5.2%

Total Juvenile Complaints
24,996

12,388
===Total Complaints

Ten-Year Trendline

7,100

FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Diversions from Court

Over the past decade, DJS has steadily increased the proportion of
complaints diverted from juvenile court, either by resolving complaints,
or by entering into informal pre-court agreements. Diversions did
decline slightly in the most recent year. Youth that have been diverted

have a high rate of success, with few having new offenses within a year.

T 10-Year Trend: Diversion Rate is Up from 46.2% to 65.5%.
| 1-YearTrend: Diversion Rate is Down from 68.4% to 65.5%.

Outcome: 92.4 % of cases diverted in FY 2021 had no new
sustained offense within a year.

Case-Forwarding Decisions

¥ Referred to Court

53.8% f51.5% 47.1%

6% 14.6% 15.3%

Diverted: Informal Diverted: Resolved

31.6%
45,35 ] 39-1% J39.1% H . H
11.3% 44 4%

15.9% 13.4% 17 .59%

17.2% 16.6% 15,

57.1% 54.1%
o BLOK 35.5% 38.3% 39.5% 4508 47.5% 47.0%

FY14 FY15 FY1le FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Detention

The long-term and recent trends in the number of youth detained generally mirrors the overall trend in complaints. The number of youth
detained under juvenile court jurisdiction declined significantly over ten years, and increased somewhat in the past two. Over the same
time, the number of youth under adult court jurisdiction detained in a DJS facility has risen, and such cases now make up a majority of the

D]JS detained population. The number of youth in detention awaiting

committed placement has also risen, but the number of youth detained Average D etention P opulati on
pre-disposition has continued to decline.
3117 3007 2994 Adult
. 3 3 : 0, 285.3 Juv. Post-D
| 10-YearTrend: Detained Population is Down 32.1%. 369 277.9 280.8
252.9 Juv. Pre-D
Juvenile Court Pre-Disposition: Down 74.4% a4 47.7 725 1148 129 . 2117
Juvenile Court Pending Placement: Down 46.8% 66.0 s 106.8 1538 159.1
Adult Court Detained: Up 219.9% 607 612 g3 - 118.0
d 78.7 852
1 1-Year Trend: Detained Population is Up 33.1%. 1901 1716 1486 1351 1253 1170 219 243 450
Juvenile Court Pre-Disposition: Down 1.9% T %4 496 486
T T T T T T T T T T 1
ile C Pending PI :Up 85.1%
Juvenile Court Pending Placement: Up ’ FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Adult Court Detained: Up 38.6%
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Community Supervision
The number of youth supervised by DJS in the community has declined over ten years to an even greater extent than the decline in complaints.

Pre-court cases for youth informally diverted from court have risen in the last two years, as the number of diversions from court have increased.
| 10-Year Trend: Overall Caseload is Down 73.5%.

Probation Caseload: Down 72.8%
Informal Pre-Court Caseload: Down 67.4% 5,309
Aftercare Caseload: Down 81.0%

1 1-Year Trend: Overall Caseload is Up 1.6%.
Probation Caseload: Down 2.1%

Community Supervision Cases

s Tortal Caseload

= Prohation Cases
e pftercare Cases

Informal Cases
2.035

1407

Informal Pre-Court Caseload: Up 23.8% L2 o
R e S— s
Aftercare Caseload: Down 12.4% _ _ _ — S
Outcome: 89.2% of FY 2021 probation cases had no new FYla FYl5 FYle FYl7 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 P2z FY23

sustained juvenile or adult offense within a year of being
placed on probation.

Youth Committed to Out-of-Home Treatment Programs
In the past 10 years, there has been a steady and steep decline in the number of youth committed by the juvenile court to out-of-home
placement. This reflects a willingness of DJS to divert cases from court, but also the willingness of the court to order in-home supervision

and services in lieu of placement.

Despite these findings, as with other trends, there has been an increase in the number of commitments in the past year, largely driven by
placements to DJS-operated programs. The population in contracted programs has continued to decline. There has been a slight uptick in
out-of-state placements, though numbers remain small, with an average of just 11.5 youth in FY 2023.Youth committed to out-of-home
placement generally have more serious offenses than youth diverted or placed on probation supervision.

| 10-Year Trend: Committed Population is Down 84.6%. e Average Committed Population

DJS-Operated Programs: Down 68.1%
Contracted In-State: Down 89.9%

711.1 Out-of-State

814 574.0 = Contracted In-5tate

95.6
Out-of-State: Down 88.0% 968 479.3 Dis-Operated
4117 3954
1 1-Year Trend: Committed Population is Up 4.6%. “90 654 3147
DJS-Operated Programs: Up 46.9% . i 146.5 132 7 133 7
Contracted In-State: Down 24.2% 2102 1576 150.2 13.4 5 113 2 ug 9 97.4

|457|571|

oy . 0
Out-of-State: Up 49.1% FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Offense Category for Committed Youth (FY 2022-2023):
The share of commitments for Crimes of Violence increased from 40.0% to 59.5%.
The share of commitments for Felonies decreased from 15.0% to 13.5%.

The share of commitments for Misdemeanors decreased from 44.6% to 27.0%.

Outcome: 84.8% of youth released from committed programs in FY 2021 had no new sustained juvenile offense or adult
conviction within a year.

ExecutivE SUMMARY vii
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Executive Summary (cont.)

Gender and Race Equit

Youth of color are overrepresented in facilities relative to intakes, and . Youth of Color as a Percent of Cases
that trend has worsened in recent years. 1$% 90.2%
84.2% 87.1%
*  The percentage of Pre-Disposition detention placements that BO% ‘E;-%_--— — f?s.m
are youth of color increased from 84.2% in FY 2014 to 90.2% ;E: 1T —
in FY 2023. o
*  The percentage of commitments that are youth of color 0% ~ Complaints .
increased from 75.7% in FY 2014 to 87.1% in FY 2023. ah T PrerD Detention Placaments
i ~=Committed Placements
10%
Female Youth as a Percent of Cases o B ,
—— Complaints FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FVIS FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23
s===Pre-D Detentlon Flacements
<= Committed Placements The percent of referrals to DJS Intake for girls has been remarkably

16.6%

15.3%
9.0%
5.8%

FYl4 FY15 FYle FY17 FY1E FY19 FY20 FY2Zl FY22  FY23

flat over the past decade, at just under 30%. However, girls have been
decreasing as a proportion of Pre-Disposition admissions to detention,
from 15.3% in FY 2014 to 9.0% in FY 2023, and of committed
placements, which decreased from 16.6% in FY 2014 to 5.8% in FY
2023. still, girls are generally committed for less serious offenses than
boys, with 33.3% of girls placed into a committed treatment placement

for misdemeanors in FY 2023, compared to 26.6% of boys.

Expenditures

Percent of DJS Budget Spent on

The cost of operating and contracting out-of-home programs for youth
detained or committed has made up at least half of the DJS budget in
recent years. Although it has begun to decline somewhat in the past few
years as a proportion of the budget, the absolute costs have remained
flat, declining just 1.7% in five years, while the populations held have

Community and Facility Operations

= Community  ® Facility

dropped 50.7%.

FY2023 Per Diem Cost Per Youth
$1,298.50 $1,315.92
$118.49
Total Community Total Detention  Total DIS Committed
Supervision Programs Programs

viii EXxecutivE SUMMARY

s ¥ 86883

57.3% 56.6% 56.8% 57.0% -
a9.9%
4. 9% 4.6% 24.2% % 24.9% qu
Fris Fr1s FY20 Fra1 Fr2z Fr23

The daily cost to house a youth in facilities is vastly higher than the cost to

supervise and provide services to youth in their home. In FY 2023, the in-
home per-diem rate was under $120. For detained and committed youth,
it was more than ten times as much, well over a thousand dollars a day.
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Youth from Green Ridge Youth Center embarked on a History Hike, an event that allows for
learning outside the classroom.
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Introduction to the Maryland Department of Juvenile Services

The Maryland Department of Juvenile Services (D]S) is an executive agency responsible for managing, supervising, housing and providing
programs to youth who are involved in the youth legal system. The Department’s mission is to transform young people’s lives, create safer
communities, and forge more equitable systems through community-based partnerships that hold youth accountable while building on their
strengths and support systems. At every stage of the justice system, D]S works statewide with other partners, stakeholders, and agencies
including police and the courts. D]S is involved in every stage of the youth legal process and has the authority to resolve cases at intake without
formal court processing unless they involve a crime of violence, at which point the case must be forwarded to the State’s Attorney. DJS has
local offices in all 23 counties and Baltimore City, operating local youth detention centers and state commitment facilities. DJS works with
community and agency partners to achieve meaningful positive outcomes for the youth we serve.

The following are some recent updates to the Department’s operations that provide context for the data included in this guide.

INCORPORATING STAFF, YOUTH, AND STAKEHOLDERS' VOICES IN ALL WE DO

The new Secretary’s Listening Tour began in May 2023 and ended in August 2023. Secretary Schiraldi reached his goal of visiting with DJS
staff at every level, in every field oftice, every facility, and throughout support services. Those discussions directly shaped the Strategies and
Actions in the Department’s upcoming Strategic Plan. Key themes included: providing more programming to youth in residential facilities;
more services, supports, and opportunities for young people and families in the community; focusing on staft workload and retention; and
centering youth, family, and community feedback in all decision rnal(ing.

Additionally, DJS staff held “Lunch and Learn” briefings to educate stakeholders on recent legislative changes and new avenues to connect
young people to services pursuant to the Juvenile Justice Reform Act, particularly via Children in Need of Supervision (CINS) petitions. Since
the law’s passage”, the number of youth referred to the Department for CINS services has nearly doubled statewide, and 90-day reoffending
by youth under age 13 with CINS referrals declined from 24.1 percent in FY 2022 to 13.3 percent in FY 2023.

The Department is continuing to develop meaningful ways to engage youth and families in policy, including via youth roundtables in facilities
that meet regularly to share feedback on residential operations, and by engaging youth in the community at our Evening Reporting Centers
to gather their feedback on the agency’s strategic plan.

RENEWED EMPHASIS ON TREATMENT AND POSITIVE YOUTH DEVELOPMENT

The Department focuses on strategies that treat youth’s unmet needs, support positive youth development, prioritize keeping youth in the
community and with their families, and are known to limit reoffending. To that end, DJS aims to utilize programming that focuses on addressing
underlying trauma and supports behavior change while keeping young people in the community with their caregivers.

After reviewing data and outcomes within the Department of Juvenile Services, and from other jurisdictions across the country, DJS established
the Comprehensive Treatment Model (CTM) to improve the way it delivers treatment services to youth in D]S-operated treatment programs.
The CTM establishes that Dialectical Behavioral Therapy (DBT) is the Department’s overall treatment approach and that the intensity of
services a youth receives is determined by the youth’s risk of recidivism and treatment needs. The CTM also incorporates principles of Positive
Youth Development (PYD) and trauma informed care.

PYD is a comprehensive approach to understanding adolescent development and the successful transition to adulthood. Prior to the late 1990s,
the focus of those who worked with teenagers was risk management and fixing problems such as school failure, unemployment, unplanned
pregnancy, drug abuse, and crime. This deficit-based approach has dominated decisions of juvenile courts and youth justice systems. Only in
the last 25 years or so has this deficit-based model begun to be replaced by the recognition that most young people thrive and develop even
when enveloped in multiple-risk conditions. Furthermore, the deficit-based approach ignored the significance of strong programs, community
resources, and research on adolescent development. PYD underscores the new DJS emphasis on providing a broad and deep range of positive
services, supports, opportunities, and role models.

*The Juvenile Justice Reform Act went into effect in June 2022.
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INVESTING IN COMMUNITIES

The majority of young people served by DJS either remain in the community or return home. Therefore, building strong connections with
communities and a range of services, supports and opportunities for our young people — including in collaboration with sister agencies and
the community — will not just reduce recidivism rates, but also increase positive outcomes.

These are the kinds of opportunities all of us want for our own kids. By partnering with communities that are the least resourced and most
heavily impacted, and its sister agencies, specifically the Department of Public Safety and Correctional Services (DPSCS) and the Department
of Human Services (DHS), DJS has begun work to promote a safer and more fair, just, and equitable youth justice system. These initiatives
will make the state safer and go a long way toward “Leaving No One Behind

MANAGING WITH DATA

D]JS is committed to making decisions and driving policy based on data. Data gathered from assessment tools, and other information collected
by caseworkers, investigators, auditors, and facility staff, are used at all levels of DJS management. This Data Resource Guide represents the
most comprehensive report of the Department’s aggregated data, and it is expanded cach year as new data become available. Data are shown
at the state, region, county, and program level, which is crucial for analysis because statewide trends can mask local trends. Additionally, D]S
is focused on finding new ways to use data to increase transparency and improve operations. Towards that end, DJS recently released a report
putting youth crime in Maryland in context of adult crime and national trends. Further, beginning in the fall of 2023, DJS began implementing
a“YouthStat” model of data-driven management. Executive meetings are supported by up-to-date and focused performance data, highlighting
both progress and opportunities for improvement. Decisions can be quickly made to adjust policy, address issues, and learn from successes.

COMMITMENT TO CONSTANTLY IMPROVING EDUCATION

The Juvenile Services Education Program (JSEP), which started on July 1, 2022, is an independent education program housed in Maryland’s
Department of Juvenile Services (previously, education services at DJS were provided by the Maryland State Department of Education).
JSEP works to provide comprehensive educational services to all students in DJS residential facilities. JSEP creates an individual learning
plan (ILP) for each student that builds on the student’s strengths and prepares them for continued success and positive engagement in their
communities. Class sizes are small and often co-taught, offering teachers a unique opportunity to work with, and meet the needs of, their
students. Students attend school six hours daily, year-round.

To reduce idle time and improve rehabilitative efforts, DJS has initiated expansion of after-school activities and reconfiguring of schools to
educate students by grade level (like in a school in the community), not by living unit. This is opposed to the “one-room schoolhouse” where
youth of various different grade levels are in the same room. Facilities are also now offering off-grounds trips and activities for young people
to have more learning time outside of the classroom.

REIMAGINING RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES

D]JS has taken a hard look at the services and conditions in its facilities by touring and establishing offices for top administrators in several
facilities; examining the reports produced by the Attorney General’s Juvenile Justice Monitoring Unit (JJMU) and consulting with that unit;
regularly reviewing internal Department of Investigation reports (including specialized reports that were commissioned); and obtaining
an independent review of DJS facilities from national experts provided by the U.S. Department of Justice’s Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (O]JDP) through the Council of Juvenile Justice Administrators (CJJA).

D]JS has taken a number of steps to ensure its facilities are the best they can be, including by (1) changing leadership within our Residential
Services unit, including a new Deputy Secretary for Residential Services and several new facility superintendents; (2) launching the
Comprehensive Treatment Model (CTM) referenced previously; and (3) establishing after school and weckend programming in the facilities
to reduce idleness and engage young people in productive activities. DJS also worked diligently to reduce the vacancy rate among the facilities’
direct care staff from 18.4 percent in January 2023 to 8.1 percent in August 2023. Recidivism rates for youth reentering their communities
from DJS facilities have declined significantly, and the Department continues to improve services and conditions to further drive down
recidivism and help young people succeed upon their return home.

Additionally, D]S is assembling innovation teams made up of staff from all parts of a facility that will be taking a comprehensive approach to
recommending changes to make the best facilities possible for youth and staff alike.
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DJS Strategic Plan

MissioN oF THE MARYLAND
DePARTMENT OF JuVvENILE SERvices (DJS)

To transform young people’s lives, create safer communities,
and forge more equitable systems through community-based
partnerships that hold youth accountable while building on their
strengths and support systems.

Successful Youth, Safer Communities, Strong Leaders, Sustainable Partnerships

Vision

Providing pathways to success for youth and families through partnerships across Maryland

We Value:

¢ the youth, families, and communities we serve.

* people who are providing positive opportunities for youth in our
care.

¢ the safety, experience, expertise, diversity, passion, and integrity
of our staff.

* the delivery of meaningful services, supports, and opportunities to
youth and families.

* race equity and work to dismantle systemic and institutional policies
and practices that perpetuate racial disparities.

* cultural humility and celebrate all human differences, including race,
cthnicity, gender, religion, and sexual orientation.

* partnering with youth, families, and communities to leverage
opportunities that promote positive growth and development.

DJS Goals and Strategies

Goal 1: Improve Public Safety

Strategy 1:Target Highest—Intensity Resources to Highest—Risk
Youth

Strategy 2: Create an Intensive Intervention forYouth at Risk of
Gun Violence Involvement

Goal 2: Improve Youth Outcomes
Strategy 3: Deliver Meaningful Programs to Youth and Families
Strategy 4: Start Planning for Re-Entry Services upon Admission

Goal 3: Build Partnerships to Improve All Outcomes

Strategy 5: Create and Implement a Comprehensive Community
Investment Strategy

Strategy 6: Prioritize Youth and Family Voices in Care Planning

Strategy 7: Broaden Restorative Justice Opportunities for DJS
Youth and Victims

* a community-based approach that holds youth accountable with the
least-restrictive and most appropriate interventions, recognizing the
need for trauma-informed care and a holistic approach to healing.

¢ those impacted by crime.

* the voices of youth, families, staff, and community members,
including those with experience inside criminal and juvenile justice
systerns.

* continuous learning and responsibility throughout the system.
. change for the growth oppor tunities it brings.

* teamwork, interagency coordination, and grass roots partnerships

Goal 4: Achieve Organizational Excellence
Strategy 8: Right—Size Spending and Space
Strategy 9: Deliver Continuous Learning for All Employccs

Strategy 10: Implement Technology Solutions to Serve Youth,
Families, Staff, and Communities

Strategy 11: Eliminate Bureaucratic Inefficiencies

See the DJS Website for the full Strategic Plan:

www.djs.maryland.gov
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For more details, links to position descriptions,

and organizational chart updates after

December 2023, please see the DJS website

https

//djs.maryland. gov/Pages/ about-

us/ Organization- Structure.aspx
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DJS Organizational Chart in Practice

N

®
(G

YOUTH & FAMILIES

DIRECT CARE

Behavioral Health ~ Case Managers

Somatic Health Education Staff

Resident Advisors

Group Life Managers

RESIDENTIAL

SERVICES

General Services

Executive Human Resources
Directors
Facility & Office
Maintenance

Superintendents

Professional Training & Budgeting Supervisors
Deputy Education Unit Information Deout
Minority Business Technology e
Enterprises
) Deputy - y

2

SUPPORT SERVICES

Procurement

Budget & Fiscal
Services

Capital Planning &

Regional
Directors

Case Manager

2

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

)

Legislation, Policy & Reform
Fair Practice

Secretary

Research & Evaluation Asst. Secretary/Chief of Staff

Community Investment

Equity & Inclusion
Communications

Inspector General

Positive Youth Development
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DJS Operating Expenditures, FY 2023

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 2023, the Department expended a total of $300.1 million. The first pie chart reflects the major
cost centers for which these funds were expended, and the second shows the expenditures by major object group. See Appendix B for

additional information on facility costs.

Private
Residential
Programs ,Community/Residential Operations Administration
JSEP* 3.1% 1.1%

6.4%

Community-
Based Services

9.3%
State
. Operated
Community Facilities
Case 46.8%
Management
14.7%

Secretary &
Departmental
Support
18.7%

" JSEP fully transitioned to DJS on July 1, 2022. Therefore, FY 2023 is the first FY that includes JSEP.

Residential Per upplies/Equipment

Diem Contracts 3.4%
Operating 3.1%
Costs
6.0%

Other
Contractual
Services
15.7%
Merit/
Contractual
Payroll
71.8%

Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.
8 Secrion I: OvErRvIEW



Department of Juvenile Services Historical Evolution Highlights Since 2012

Savage Mountain
Youth Center

renamed Garrett

Children’s Center

Cheltenham Youth Facility (capacity=115)
changed to Cheltenham Youth
Detention Center (capacity:72)

J. DeWeese

Screening for victims
of human sex
trafficking began at
two D]JS
facilities

VPI ended

William Donald Schaefer
House closed

U-13 Initiative ’

Central Review
Committee
Implemented

SB 245 - Continuum
of Care Legislation

HB 264 - Juvenile
Information Sharing

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 q- 2013 q_

Increased

expanded to
Prince George’s County

Screening for victims of
human sex trafficking
began at Charles H.
Hickey, Jr. School

Offices of Family Engagement
and Equity and Systems
Reform created

D]JS facilities audited
earned 100% compliance with
federal PREA standards

AIM
implemented statewide

Behavioral Health
Diversion Initiative pilot

Screening for victims of
human sex trafficking
began at BCJJC & CYDC

Savage Mountain Youth
Center reopened as
a hardware secure facility

Family Peer Support
Initiative implemented

PBIS implemented
in DJS committed
facilities

ACA national
accreditation

Carter Center
closed

Meadow Mountain
Youth Center
closed

Mountain View
program at Backbone
opened

D]JS COVID-19
Response
Activities

2020 2021

implemented in Baltimore

City & Wicomico County

awarded at two

U-13 Initiative
commenced in
Baltimore City

Training sessions held
on signs & responses to
human sex trafficking

victimization among youth

MSDE assumed
responsibility for
education at all DJS facilities

For more detailed information as well as the Department’s history

prior to 2012, please see the Appendix Section.

SB 172 - Eligible
youth charged as adults
requiring detention
held in juvenile detention

Crossover Youth
Practice Model Initiative
(CYPM) piloted

D]JS facilities

HB 606 - Juvenile
Justice Reform

Council

HB 704 - DJS
joins as a partner
in MLDS

SB 497 -
transferred
educational

programming

responsibility

from MSDE to
DJS

DJS regional
realignment

Continued
COVID-19
response,
including
vaccinations

Hickey Shelter Care
Program opened

Thomas J.S. Waxter
Children’s Center and
Green Ridge Mountain

Quest closed

Rewire CBT integrated

agency-wide in probation

DJS assumed full
responsibility
for educational
programming
SB 691 - Bill
recommended by
JJRC passed and
implemented
CTM took effect
Pending placement
units designated
at BCJJC and
Hickey
Community
Investment

Initiative began

TheThrive
Academy began
in Baltimore City

and County

D]JS regional
realignment



Maryland Juvenile Justice System

Key:
Process Flowchart Bl Encer system
- Process for regular intake referral
- Referral involving detention request
[] Court process for all youth
[l Referral to outside services
- Case management tools/services
Diversion

- Exit system

Oval: End point
Rectangle: Process
Diamond: Non-DJS decision point

Starburst: Assessment tool

Youth
Offense or
Behavior Requiring
System

Involvement

Service Referrals
Outside of DJS
Includin
Family Reft
School Re
Community

Referrals
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StEPS IN THE JUVENILE JusTicE SYSTEM (SEE PROCESS FLOWCHART)

1.

Youth can be referred to DJS by law enforcement, schools,
citizens, and parents. Some police departments run diversion
programs, and only those youth who fail out of the program
would be referred to DJS. Youth may also be apprehended by
law enforcement agencies (on a writ or warrant) for failing to
appear in court or violating the conditions of supervision while
in an alternative to detention program, for example. Youth
who have been charged as an adult who are transferred to the
juvenile system are also then processed by DJS Intake as a juvenile
complaint.

If requested by law enforcement, DJS makes an emergency
detention decision to determine if a youth requires secure
detention until the next court day. This decision is guided by the
Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (DRAI).

Guided by the Intake Decision Tool (IDT), the intake complaint
is assessed by an intake ofticer, who has statutory authority to
determine how the case should be handled. The options are:

* Disapprove as legally insufficient - refer to services as
appropriate;

* Resolve, when it is determined that furthering the case would
be disadvantageous to the interests of the youth and to public
safety. Refer to services as appropriate;

¢ Enter into a pre-court supervision agreement where the
family agrees to certain conditions, including participation in
treatment services as appropriate, without court involvement.
This is the main D]S court diversion program; or

* Formally authorize the State’s Attorney to petition the juvenile
court for a hearing,

At the detention hearing, the juvenile court determines if
detention is required until the adjudicatory or dispositional
hearing, Youth may also be detained directly by the juvenile court
in cases where the youth is presented during court hours, either on
anew charge, a writ or warrant, or due to a violation or sanction
of a supervision order (probation, community detention, drug
court, etc.). DJS operates all secure juvenile detention centers.

Youth who present a lower risk may also be supervised in programs
providing alternatives to secure detention. These programs ensure
that the youth is available to attend the adjudicatory hearing. Youth
must comply with certain restrictions, which may include house
arrest, electronic monitoring, or evening reporting centers.
Structured shelter is also used for cases where the youth cannot
return home after arrest but otherwise represents a lower risk.

Secrion I: OVERVIEW
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10

11

12

13.

14.

D]JS formally authorizes the State’s Attorney to petition
the juvenile court. The State’s Attorney then reviews the
complaint and may dismiss it, file a petition to the juvenile
court, or return the case to DJS Intake for pre-court
diversion.

At the adjudicatory hearing (a fact-finding hearing), the
juvenile court determines the outcome of the petitioned
charges, which can be sustained or not sustained.

While a youth is awaiting disposition and/or supervision
or placement, DJS conducts a series of assessments and
investigations which will guide the DJS recommendation to
the court on how the case should be handled.

For cases where a charge is sustained, a disposition hearing is
held to determine if the youth is delinquent. If the youth is
found delinquent, the court determines whether the youth
requires D]JS supervision and treatment under a probation
order or a commitment order. A commitment order usually
indicates an out-of-home placement.

Youth with a court-ordered disposition of probation
receive supervision and services while they reside at home.
Supervision intensity varies depending on the risk level of
youth. Standard community supervision levels include low,
moderate, high, and intensive supervision.

Youth with a court-ordered disposition of commitment who
require placement in an out-of-home program may continue
to wait in detention (pending placement) until an appropriate
placement becomes available.

Youth who are committed to an out-of-home placement
may be placed in a broad variety of programs (state-run or
private, secure or non-secure) depending on the risk level
and treatment needs of the youth.

DJS provides committed diversion programs for youth
who might otherwise be placed out of home. These in-
home programs provide services and treatment to the
youth and family, and include Functional Family Therapy
(FFT), Multisystemic Therapy (MST), and Family Centered
Treatment (FCT).

Youth returning home from a committed placement are
supervised on aftercare by DJS case managers who ensure
that youth are connected in the community with required
services including education, employment, and health
services.

11
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Juvenile Services Education Program (JSEP)

During the 2021 legislative session, the Maryland General Assembly passed, and the Governor signed SB 497, Chapter 145, Juvenile Services
Education Board and Program, into law. The legislation transitioned the responsibility of implementing a juvenile services education program
from the Maryland Department of Education (MSDE) to the Juvenile Services Education Program (JSEP) Board. SB 497 further stipulated
that JSEP would be housed within the Department of Juvenile Services (DJS), with DJS having the responsibility of providing support to
JSEP in the following eight arcas: information and technology services; procurement services; fiscal services; capital planning and capital
budgeting; human resources; facility and office maintenance; research and program evaluation; and investigating and monitoring,

JSEP is an independent unit within DJS. JSEP oversees and provides educational services to all youth in D]S-operated detention and committed
treatment facilities.

Data reported for the DRG has been broken down into 4 quarters to reflect the Fiscal year. Typically, JSEP reports its data in a 5-session
format, highlighting all 4 academic quarters and the summer session.

Vision:

We believe in the potential of every student. JSEP schools facilitate individualized education that builds on students’ strengths, preparing
them for continued success and positive engagement in their communities.

Mission:
The Juvenile Services Education Board will provide leadership, set policy, and advocate to ensure the Juvenile Services Education Program:

*  Provides individualized education *  Ensures the effectiveness of school-based professionals

*  Prepares students to engage with their communities successfully ¢ Utilizes innovative practices and data-driven decision-

¢ Collaborates with youth, families, communities, and other stakeholders making

Juvenile Services Education Program Board

The Juvenile Services Education Program Board comprises 11 members, including the Secretary of D]S and the State Superintendent of
MSDE. The Governor appoints five board members with the advice and consent of the Senate. Appointed Board members meet monthly
and serve four-year terms.

Generally, JSEP Board responsibilities include:

*  Appointing the JSEP Superintendent; ¢ Conducting performance reviews of the Superintendent

*  Developing accredited education programs; every four years; and

*  Reviewing quality assurance reports; Approving the efiucatlon .currlculum, 1.nclud1ng post-
secondary education, vocational, and online programs.

Student Outcomes and Measures

Data critical to JSEP are collected throughout the fiscal year to provide the information needed to make effective policies and educational
decisions regarding school improvement and student achievement. Data are collected and analyzed to ensure that JSEP is progressing toward
achieving satisfactory performance levels in key student growth and success areas. These areas reflect JSEP’s goal to accelerate student
achievement in preparation for a successful return to the community. Data collected during FY 2023 include: the number of academic credits,
post-secondary enrollments, service learning hours, Accuplacer (reading and math), students served (middle school, high school), Career
and Technical Education (CTE) certificates students obtained while in JSEP, and the passing rate for GED subtests.

Data Quality

JSEP data are reported in two formats. Data outcomes such as attendance, grades, and credits are stored within the student information
system (SIS) and retrieved when needed. All JSEP schools also submit a monthly report covering various data points, including post-secondary

12 Secrtion I: OVERVIEW
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information. All data are reviewed and analyzed weekly, discussed quarterly with program leadership to inform school performance, and
reported as school performance measures at the end of each fiscal year.

PowerSchool:

JSEP uses PowerSchool as its SIS. PowerSchool provides real-time analytics based on student performance. PowerSchool creates report cards,

transcripts, and progress reports, and monitors progress in grade books, attendance, reports, and state standardized exams.
Earning Credits Toward High School Graduation:

Students enrolled in JSEP Schools are offered various opportunities to meet their educational goals. Many students enrolled in JSEP schools
are over-aged and under-credited based on educational placement. JSEP offers credit opportunities through contracted courses throughout
the school year, where students may earn full or partial credit toward high school graduation. Courses can be taken for original credit or as
recovery to compensate for lost credits. Courses are conducted face-to-face, in a blended learning environment, or entirely online, depending
on each student’s needs and course availability. JSEP offers courses aligned to the Maryland College and Career Ready Standards (MDCCRS).
A list of core courses can be found below.

Credit Attainment:

Students who enter JSEP schools continue their path to graduation as if they had remained in their Local Educational Agency (LEA). Students
are enrolled in their required courses and continue to earn credits based on the state and local graduation requirements. Final course grades
are a weighted average of students’ grades in their LEA and JSEP courses.

CoRE CoNTENT AREA CouRsEs OFFERED

English X Social X
athematics Science

Crebits EArNED, FY 2023

Language Arts Studies Credits Earned During FY 2023
Modern World 2
English 9 Algebra I © e.rn o Biology Sunn.ner Ist 2nd Total
History Session | Semester | Semester
United States |Earth & § 443 482.5 1,123.5 | 2 .
English 10 Geometry o e‘: aes = . P * 049.0
History Science
American Conceptual

English 11 Algebra II

Government | Chemistr

English 12

GED:

For some students, the path to a high school diploma is the GED process. The GED exam is administered through Pearson VUE. Pearson
VUE-certified testing administrators manage all JSEP Pearson VUE testing sites and comply with GED Testing Services, Pearson VUE, and the
Maryland Department of Labor and Licensing. This process is an alternative path for age-appropriate students to carn a high school diploma. The
JSEP curriculum, which aligns with MDCCRS, Next Generation Science Standards, and Maryland Social Studies Standards and Framework,
allows students to prepare for cach GED subject (Math, Science, Reasoning through Language Arts, and Social Studies) and build confidence
step by step. In addition, students have access to supplemental instructional material and online pre-GED examinations that address skills
deficiencies and test readiness. Once all testing qualifications are met, students are registered at no cost to the student and tested. Students
must pass all four modules of the GED to obtain their diploma. Schools provided a graduation ceremony and invited families to attend.

e The GED Mobile Lab

JSEP planned, constructed, and implemented two Pearson VUE-approved GED Mobile Labs, allowing JSEP to administer all four
sections of the GED exam at remote locations. The GED mobile is a testing site and functions at all JSEP schools.
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Juvenile Services Education Program (JSEP) (cont.)

e Aztec

Aztec’s GED Prep Series utilizes ongoing test data to generate and continuously adapt highly sensitive individual learning plans.
Students work autonomously and benefit from a comprehensive and well-articulated curriculum to heighten their learning motivation.
Teachers can utilize student learning plans to augment instruction and remediate individual skill gaps.

GED Pass Rates”, FY 2023

Ist 2nd 3rd 4th
Quarter | Quarter | Quarter | Quarter
89% 67% 58% 67% 74%

* Reflects students who took the full GED exam (all four sections).

Total

Post-Secondary:

JSEP works to identify the unique educational and employment needs and goals of each Post-Secondary student. Students can complete college
placement tests, earn industry-recognized certifications, or complete specialized training in-person or virtually. Student options include
credit-bearing college courses, non-credit-bearing workforce development, and continuing education courses through our partnerships with
Garrett College, Frederick Community College, Anne Arundel Community College, and the Community College of Baltimore County.

Post-Secondary Enrollments, FY 2023
1st 2nd 3rd 4th

Total
Quarter | Quarter | Quarter | Quarter

Accuplacer:

Accuplacer is a post-secondary assessment given by JSEP to help colleges assess student readiness for introductory credit-bearing courses
and make reliable placement decisions for students.

Accuplacer Test Administered, FY 2023

Ist 2nd 3rd 4th
Total

Quarter | Quarter | Quarter | Quarter

Career and Technical Education (CTE):

JSEP students enroll in the Career Research and Development (CRD) CTE pathway. Using Maryland’s Career Development model, this
CTE program allows students to explore potential career opportunities across various industries through self-awareness, career awareness,
and exploration. It emphasizes the importance of academic and career goal-setting. Course content integrates competencies needed to be
successful in an increasingly competitive, globalized workplace. Students are introduced to job readiness, job secking, job keeping, and career

advancement.

Special Education:

JSEP provides a free and appropriate public education (FAPE) to students with disabilities per the Code of Maryland Annotated Regulations
(COMAR) and the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). JSEP implements all special education modifications and accommodations
in a student’s IEP and complies with all special education laws and regulations. JSEP students with disabilities receive specially designed
instruction in the least restrictive environment (LRE) and are provided with supplemental aids and services to maximize participation in
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grade-level learning. JSEP is committed to educating students with disabilities within the DJS setting. This commitment includes providing
instruction to students in the LRE with the services and supports needed to facilitate access to the general education curriculum, access to
rigor, and access to skill attainment to promote positive post-secondary outcomes. Students enrolled in JSEP schools are provided instruction
in core content areas and access to designated career technology education courses in alignment with the Maryland CCRS. All coursework
is comparable to coursework offered within the other 24 local school systems in Maryland. In FY 2023, there were a total of 398 students
who received special education services through JSEP.

Student Outcomes Summary:

Outcomes ‘ It 2nd srd 4th Total
Quarter | Quarter | Quarter | Quarter

GED Pass Rate” 89% 67% 58% 67% 74%
Certifications & Certificates Issued 42 35 75 24 194
Service Learning Hours 517.2 850 701 969.5 3,038
Accuplacer Test Administered 5 0 4 6 15
Post-Secondary Enrollments 2 21 22 25 70
Post-Secondary Credits Completed 0 26 15 19 60
Number of Students Served™ 894 494 568 545 1,253

1st 2nd

Summer Total
Semester Semester

Credits Earned 443 482.5 1,123.5 2,049.0

* Reflects students who took the full GED exam (all four sections).

™ Students can be served across multiple quarters based on length of stay; therefore youth are counted multiple times
if served in multiple quarters. Data for the Ist Quarter also include the summer due to the measurement dates.
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Juvenile Justice Reform Legislation

2022 LeaisLATIVE CHANGES

During the 2022 session of the Maryland General Assembly, legislation (Senate Bill 691/House Bill 459) was introduced and passed putting
many of the Juvenile Justice Reform Council (JJRC) recommendations into statute. The following changes went into effect June 1,2022.
Minimum Age of Jurisdiction Recommendation

* Eliminates juvenile court jurisdiction of delinquent offenses for children under the age of 13, except children between the ages of
10-12 alleged to have committed a Crime of Violence (14-101). CINS referrals are still under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Intake / Pre-court Supervision
¢ Eliminates requirement of victim consent for informal adjustment.
* Eliminates requirement for State’s Attorney approval to proceed with an informal adjustment for non-violent felonies.

* Establishes a statutory process for the court to return a petition back to DJS intake for assessment, services and supervision, rather
than formal prosecution.

Detention Utilization
* Requires Courts to consider a validated risk assessment and require a court review every 14 days.
* Requires DJS to develop a community release plan within 10 days of a decision to detain a child.
* Prohibits detention for misdemeanor offenses, except handgun violations and repeat misdemeanor offenses.
* Prohibits use of detention for technical violations of probation.
Probation
* Sets a statutory maximum length of supervision for juvenile probation:
* Misdemeanor Offenses

* Maximum initial term is 6 months. The court may extend probation in 3-month increments if there is good cause to
extend the probation and the purpose of the extension is to ensure the child completes a treatment or rehabilitative
program or service.

* The total maximum time a youth may be on probation for a misdemeanor offense is 1 year.
* Felony Offenses
* Maximum initial term is 1 year.

* Up to 1 year, the court may extend probation in 3-month increments if there is good cause to extend the probation
and the purpose of the extension is to ensure the child completes a treatment or rehabilitative program or service.

* Beyond the first year, the court may extend the probation period up to an additional two years if the court finds clear
and convincing evidence that there is good cause to extend probation and it is in the best interest of the child.

* The total maximum time a youth may be on probation for a felony offense is 3 years.
* There are no statutory time frames for Crimes of Violence

* DJS will manage community supervision for young people charged with a Crime of Violence pursuant to current
policy and procedures.

Utilization of Out-of-Home Committed Placements

* Prohibits commitment to DJS for misdemeanors and technical violations of probation, except firearm offenses.

Additional information, data, presentations and reports from the JJRC can be found at the web address below:

https:/ /djs.maryland.gov/Pages/ Juvenile-Justice-Reform-Council .aspx
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Flow of FY 2023 Case Referrals”

Juvenile Complaints: 12,388

Resolved: et/ Authorized Formal

6,700 Fre-Court: Petitions: 4,274

(54.1% of Juvenile Complaints) 1414 (11.4% of (34.5% of Juvenile Complaints)
Juv. Compl.)

Probation Dispositions: 1,202 —

(9.7% of Juvenile Complaints)
Notes:

* 27.4% of court dispositions were pending as of October 2023.

* The size of each box corresponds to the percentage of that category (i.e.

Resolved is 54.1% of juvenile complaints so the box is 54.1% of the Committed DISPOSItlonS: 365
(2.9% of Juvenile Complaints)

size of the juvenile complaint box.)

In FY 2023:
* There were a total of 12,388 juvenile complaints processed by D]S.

* 34.5% (4,274) of those juvenile complaints were referred to the State’s Attorney for the authorization of a formal petition (as
opposed to being resolved at intake or youth receiving pre-court supervision).

* Of the 4,274 juvenile complaints referred to the State’s Attorney, 88.9% (3,799) were petitioned and resulted in a court disposition.
The remaining 11.1% includes 8.2% not petitioned (351), 2.6% denied by State’s Attorney (109), 0.4% initial petition withdrawn (15).

* Of the 3,799 court dispositions:
* 27.4% (1,042) were pending dispositions as of October 2023.
* 31.6% (1,202) received probation, and 9.6% (365) were committed to DJS.

* The remaining 31.3% (1,190) included stet, jurisdiction waived to adult court, dismissed, closed, nolle prosequi, services not ordered,
committed to other agency or “other”. (See Intake & Community Supervision, Case Forwarding Decision and Court Action table for more detail.)

* Of the 365 committed court dispositions, there were 80.0% (292) committed admissions (192 distinct youth). The remaining 20.0%
(73) include community commitments and youth who had already been in a committed placement prior to the new intake.

* Of the 292 committed admissions, 69.5% (203) were placed into D]S-operated facilities, while 30.5% (89) were placed into non-
DJS operated facilities.

* Of the 89 committed admissions to non-D]S operated facilities:
* 43.8% (39) were group home admissions, and 43.8% (39) were RTC admissions.

* The remaining 12.4% (11) were out-of-state admissions.

* Many FY 2023 cases were pending court action at the time of final data collection for this Data Resource Guide.

Secrion I: OVERVIEW 17




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Long-Term Trends
JuveNnILE CompLAINTS ToTAL AND BY Sex FY 2014-2023

* Overall, juvenile complaints decreased 50.4% between FY 2014 and FY 2023. Both sexes saw a decrease during that time period; males
decreased 51.3% and females decreased 48.1%.

30,000
54,996 I:I Female
’ 23,309 B vl
6,887

5,469

18,109 9
IO 4,326
10,000 15,

10,567

FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

JuveniLe CompLaiNTs BY RAce/ETtHNicTY FY 2014-2023
* Between FY 2014 and FY 2023, juvenile complaints decreased for all races/ethnicities: black youth (49.6%), white youth (60.5%),
and youth of other races/ethnicities including Hispanic youth (9.4%).

20,000
’ <
e} ® 5 - Black
~ .
< 000 = + :\IP a + I:I White
5 Al o —
= 5 - Other

10,000

5,000

FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

INTAKE ComPLAINTS BY IDT Risk Lever, FY 2014-2023

* Between FY 2014 and FY 2020, complaints with a low risk decreased from 65.6% to 63.3% and the percentage with a high risk increased from
6.0% to 6.3%. Between FY 2021 and FY 2023, the percentage with very low risk increased from 7.6% to 11.3% and the percentage with a
high risk decreased from 12.6% to 7.5%.

100% I
I B Very Low* H Low O Moderate B High I
o o -
80% | = s < < S s
~ = & ~ &
3 3 ) v ~ 3 ~ -
N} O I %
60% —
i
40%
o o 2 <
20% = I ) i
3 ~
0%

FY 14 FY15 FY1l6 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23
(N=20,045) (N=18,070) (N=17,415) (N=16,662) (N=14,698) (N=14,043) (N=11,939) (N=5,157) (N=8,335) (N=9,749)
“TheVery Low category was added in FY 2021 when the tool changed to the IDT. Data prior to FY 2021 are not directly comparable to FY 2021 and after due to the reorganization of all categories.

Data Sources: Data prior to FY 2020 will reflect previously reported values unless there was a methodological change.
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DJS Case ForwaRrDING Decisions FY 2014-2023

* Authorized formal petitions comprised the highest number of case forwarding decisions until FY 2019. Between FY 2014-and FY 2023, authorized
formal petitions decreased 68.2%, the number of cases being resolved decreased 7.7%, and informals decreased 67.1%.

1,000 13.439 == Authorized Formal Petition
’ == Resolved
12,000 =« Informal (Pre-Court Diversion)
9,000
7,261
6,700
6,000
4,296 4274
3,000 —
—~— 1,414
— E— —
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J

FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

DJS Community Supervisep YouTtH FY 2014-2023
* Between FY 2014 and FY 2023, total caseload decreased 73.5%, aftercare cases decreased 81.0%, informal cases decreased 67.4%,
and probation cases decreased 72.8%.

6,000 5,309 = Avg. Total Cascload (youth count)
== Avg. Probation Casecload
5,000
== Avg. Aftercare Caseload
(excluding committed placed youth)
4,000 = = Avg. Informal Caseload
2,935
3,000 ’ \
2,000 1,407
1,214 ’
1,000 [ 1,159 e e e — 799
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 \—l 1 — 231 J

FY14 FY15 FY1l6 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

CompLAINTS TRANSFERRED FROM ApuLT Court, FY 2014-2024

* Between FY 2014 and FY 2023, the number of complaints transferred from adult court increased 110.8%. During the same time
period, the percentage of total complaints that were transferred from adult court increased from 0.9% to 3.9%.

500 10%
2 450 9%
é 400 8% O\
5 350 % g
£ 300 6% o
£ 250 5% 2
5 o,
3 200 4% E
:; 150 3% ~
< 100 2%
50 1%
0%

FY14 FY15 FY1l6 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Data Sources: Data prior to FY 2020 will reflect previously reported values unless there was a methodological change.
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Long-Term Trends (cont.)
Cases witH ProBaTioN DisposiTioN, Cases witH CommiTtED DisposiTion, AND VOPs ResuLTING IN CoMMITTED
DisposiTion, FY 2014-2022°

* Between FY 2014 and FY 2022, cases with probation dispositions decreased 71.7%, cases with committed dispositions decreased
80.9%, and VOPs resulting in a committed disposition decreased 89.9%.

4,000 [ 3,726
== Probation Disposition
3,500 . . .
= Committed Disposition
3,000 = = Committed Disposition
for VOP
2,500
2,000 | 1,837

1,054
1,000
622,

1 1 1 1 1 1 —1 u——63|
FY14 FY15 FYle FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22

“ Many 2023 cases are still pending disposition; therefore, data for FY 2023 are not presented here.

PeRceENTAGE oF CommiTTED DisposiTion For VOP FY 2014-2022"

* Between FY 2014 and FY 2022, the percentage of committed dispositions for VOP decreased from 33.9% to 18.0%. Since its peak in
FY 2015, the percentage of committed dispositions for VOP decreased from 36.0% to 18.0%.

50%

40%
33.9%

30.6%

30% 26.4% 26.2%
20%

10%

0%
’ FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22

* Many 2023 cases are still pending disposition; therefore, data for FY 2023 are not presented here.

DetaiNeD AveraGe DaiLy PopuLation (ADP) FY 2014-2023
* Between FY 2014 and FY 2023, ADP for the total detained population decreased 32.1%, ADP for pre-dispositon decreased 74.4%, ADP
for pending placement decreased 46.8%, and ADP for youtﬁ charged as adults increased 219.9%.

400 [0 ADP forYouth Charged
as Adults
Pending Placement ADP*

311.7 300.7 ] g
300 Bl Pre-Disposition ADP
211.7
200
(e
100 190.1

FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

* Includes post-removal detention ADP

Data Sources: Data prior to FY 2020 will reflect previously reported values unless there was a methodological change.
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Pre-D DeTenTiON PLACEMENTS BY Risk LeveL*, FY 2014-2023
* For pre-d placements with a completed DRAI, the percentage with a low risk increased between FY 2018 and FY 2021 and between FY 2022
and FY 2023. During the same periods, the percentage with a high risk decreased respectively.

100% I
I B Low [ Moderate O High I
80% | |
< | o | <
60% = o = - =< ° S
X o 5 = o S — o = <)
= o o =X 2 o < o) N X <,
<> X X > ~ - = F - = N NS Sy = = hl -
DS M el o S2F| e 2% Y Ex2|FE% =
) A N2 > 2 — o SN oD — 9 DS o0 on X -
40% S O o N & T : S T ; ; 0 o 2 — ©
2 ~ G (=N " oo o~ D L =< o D AR - S
o
20% I I I
0%
FY14 FY15 FYle FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

(N=2,280) (N=2,983) (N=2,683) (N=2,142) (N=1,920) (N=1,745) (N=1,308) (N=663) (N=538) (N=588)
“The vertical lines on the graph indicate DRAI score range changes. Data from one period are not directly comparable to other periods due to category reorganizations.

ALOS ror Pre-D, Penpbing PLAcemeENT*, AND ApuLt Court, FY 2014-2023
* Between FY 2014 and FY 2023, ALOS for pre-D detention increased 37.9%, adult court ALOS increased 61.7%, and pending placement
ALOS increased 117.3%.

160
I— Pre-D e Adult Court e e Pending Placementl
140
120 114.3
100
80 |70.7
60 52.5
— -
20 15.8
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J

FY14 FY15 FY1l6 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

" Includes post-removal detention ADP

PeRceNTAGE OF PRE-D PLACEMENTS THAT ARE FEMALE AND YouTH oF CoLor, FY 2014-2023

* The percentage of pre-d placements that are female decreased from 15.3% in FY 2014 to 9.0% in FY 2023.The percentage of pre-d
placements that are youth of color increased from 84.2% in FY 2014 to 90.2% in FY 2023.
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| B Female [] Youth of Color |
=
s S S 5 S = q 5 < _
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FY14 FY15 FYl6 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Data Sources: Data prior to FY 2019 will reflect previously reported values unless there was a methodological change.
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Long-Term Trends (cont.)

PeERCENTAGE OF CoMMITMENTS THAT ARE FEMALE AND YouTH oF CoLor, FY 2014-2023
* The percentage of commitments that are female decreased from 16.6% in FY 2014 to 5.8% in FY 2023.The percentage of commitments
that are youth of color increased from 75.7% in FY 2014 to 87.1% in FY 2023,
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FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

CommitteD PLACEMENTS BY Risk Lever, FY 2014-2023

* For placements with a pre-validation MCASP, the percentage with a low risk decreased from 17.2% in FY 2013 to 10.4% in FY 2019 and the
percentage with a high risk increased from 44.8% to 65.6%. For placements with a post-validation MCASP, the percentage with a low risk
increased from 7.0% in FY 2020 to 16.5% in FY 2023 and the percentage with a very high risk decreased from 50.1% to 22.6%
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FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23
(N=1,492) (N=1,160) (N=1,064) (N=989) (N=825) (N=768) (N=431) (N=254) (N=255) (N=310)
“The Very High category was added in FY 2020. Data prior to FY 2020 are not directly comparable to FY 2020 and after due to the reorganization of all categories. FY 2020-FY 2023 commitment
placements for MCASP risk level only contains placements with post-validation assessments.

Committep REesIDENTIAL AvErRAGE DaiLy PopuLation (ADP) FY 2014-2023

* Between FY 2014 and FY 2023, ADP for the total committed population decreased 84.6%. ADP for Private In-State facilities decreased
89.9%, Private Out-of-State facilities 88.0%), and 68.1% for DJS-Operated facilities.

1,000
898.1 @ Total Committed ADP
=== Private In-State
800 = = DJS-Operated
== Private Out-of-State
600
400
200 138.7
i = o
— —_— — —— .1
1 1 1 1 1 e — Lo 11.5)

FY14 FY15 FY1l6 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23

Data Sources: Data prior to FY 2019 will reflect previously reported values unless there was a methodological change.
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YoutH IN TREATMENT PRoGRAMS As A PErRceNTAGE oF ADP, FY 2014-2023
* Between FY 2014 and FY 2022, the highest percentage of the total committed ADP was represented by private in-state programs. In
FY 2023, DJS-operated programs represented the highest percentage for the first time.

100%
o === Private In-State

20% == DJS-Operated

80% == Private Out-of-State
0% 66.0%

(3
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10.6%

48.4%

0%
FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23
ALOS ror Pro.atioNn Case CLosures AND CommiTTED PLACEMENTS, FY 2014-2023

* Between FY 2014 and FY 2023, ALOS for releases from probation dispositions have consistently been hi§her than ALOS for committed
placements. ALOS for releases from probation dispositions decreased by 0.5% while ALOS for committed placements decreased 22.8%.
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RRI For ALL YoutH oF CoLor CompPARED WITH WHITE YouTH AT KEy ContacT Points, FY 2018-2023

* Each year between FY 2018 and FY 2023, youth of color were overrepresented at the key contact points of: intake (overall increase),
detention (overall increase), and petition (overall decrease) with each having statistically significant results.

* Youth of color were underrepresented each year at diversion with each being statistically significant and showing an overall stable rate.

* At the secure confinement point, rates decreased between FY 2018 and FY 2023 with those years being statistically significant.

* For probation, FY 2023 was the first year where youth of color were overrepresented.

4 Values in bold /italic indicate statistical significance
S |-FY18|:|FY19 B rvoo B EY21 [ ] P22 -FY23|
~

3

2

1

(0]

Intake Diverted Detention Petitioned Delinquent Probation Secure
Findings Placements Confinement

Note: The red line represents an RRI of 1.0 meaning no disproportional contact. A rate higher than 1.0 indicates that youth of color are over-represented at that decision point, and a rate below
1.0 shows they are under-represented. See the Appendix Section for more information on the RRI and key contact points.

Data Sources: Data prior to FY 2019 will reflect previously reported values unless there was a methodological change.
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Regional Summary Trends

Youth from out of state with complaints in Maryland are listed by the jurisdiction where they are charged or supervised, except for youth
in detention or committed placement, who are listed by their region of residence/jurisdiction.

INTAKE ComPLAINTS, PRE-DisposiTioNAL DETENTION (PLACEMENTS AND ADP), AnD PosT-DisposiTioNaL DEr.
PenDING PLACEMENT (PLAcEMENTS AND ADP) By Recion oF ResiDENCE/JuRispicTioN FY 2021-2023

Intake Pre-D Detention Post-D Pending Placement
Complaints Placements Placements* ADP*

Region FY21 FY22 FY23 FY22 | FY23 FY22 | FY23 FY22 | FY23 || FY21 | FY22 | FY23

Region 1 1,077 1,413 1,270 85 76 35 6.3 7.8 5.4 25 35 27 2.0 3.1 4.7
Region 2 464 767 689 25 23 19 1.1 2.1 1.3 5 6 12 0.7 0.6 1.7
Region 3 1,583 2,534 | 2,660 139 98 88 11.0 7.8 6.7 37 41 37 4.1 3.8 6.5
Region 4 620 760 781 44 34 23 3.7 2.3 0.7 21 20 7 1.9 3.2 1.7
Region 5 980 1,434 | 2,012 63 38 34 6.5 2.8 3.6 26 25 38 2.5 2.7 4.5
Region 6 767 1,239 1,645 41 48 88 3.5 5.5 7.5 24 23 42 2.2 2.0 5.6
Region 7 1,026 1,892 [ 2,192 64 75 140 3.9 3.8 8.9 24 25 50 2.6 3.1 5.9
Region 8 583 750 | 1,139 | 246 183 204 14.7 | 15.2 | 10.9 52 41 98 5.2 53 | 129
Out-of-State™ N/A N/A N/A 42 53 80 2.5 2.4 3.6 8 6 10 0.8 0.5 1.4
Statewide 7,100 | 10,789 | 12,388 | 749 | 628 711 53.1  49.6 | 48.6 | 222 222 321 21.9 | 24.3 | 45.0

" Post-removal detention placements are included in the total number of placements and ADP.
" N/A:These Out-of-State youth are listed by region of Maryland court jurisdiction.

Post-RemovaL DeTenTiON (PLACEMENTS AND ADP) anp ApuLt Court (PLacements anp ADP) FY 2021-
2023; Cases witH ProeaTtion DisposiTions FY 2021-2022 - By RecioN oF RESIDENCE/ JURISDICTION

Post-Removal Detention Adult Court Cases with Probation|

Placements Placements Dispositions*

Region 1 3 7 9 0.3 0.7 2.0 7 11 15 3.0 3.3 3.7 67 62
Region 2 1 1 3 0.4 0.1 0.3 2 5 2 1.1 1.5 0.5 30 42
Region 3 5 5 4 0.7 0.7 0.9 33 43 63 14.1 | 15.0 20.7 262 286
Region 4 7 3 4 0.8 0.8 0.9 10 12 9 4.4 2.7 3.2 43 67
Region 5 1 1 8 0.3 0.1 1.1 18 24 39 7.4 7.1 11.9 89 132
Region 6 2 1 10 0.4 0.0 1.0 14 23 25 6.1 4.7 6.4 112 134
Region 7 4 3 6 0.4 0.4 0.7 38 60 85 13.5 | 13.8 21.3 125 207
Region 8 6 1 24 0.5 0.1 3.8 57 91 127 21.5 ] 274 39.7 101 124
Out-of-State™ 1 0 1 0.2 0.0 0.6 19 41 20 7.5 9.7 10.6 N/A N/A
Statewide 30 22 69 4.0 3.0 11.4 198 310 385 78.7 | 852 |118.0 829 1,054

f_Dispositions shown are for cases referred during the FY. FY 2023 data are not shown due to many cases pending disposition.
"*N/A:These Out-of-State youth are listed by region of Maryland court jurisdiction.
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Youth from out of state with complaints in Maryland are listed by the jurisdiction where they are charged or supervised, except for youth
in detention or committed placement, who are listed by their region of residence/jurisdiction.

AVERAGE SUPERVISED CAseLoAD FY 2021-2023; Cases witH CommitteD DisposiTions AND VOPs
ResuLtiNG IN CommiTTED Dispositions FY 2021-2022; Committep PLaceMENTs AND ADP FY 2021-
2023 - By ReGIoN oF RESIDENCE/ JURISDICTION

Average Supervised |Cases with Commit.| VOPs Resulting in Committed
Caseload” Dispositions™ |Commit. Dispositions™ Placements”™"

Region FY21 | FY22 | FY23 FY21 FY22 FY21 FY22

Region 1 143 101 88 42 45 20 13 21 33 29 10.9 18.6 16.2
Region 2 73 66 59 4 11 2 3 8 4 11 6.6 5.1 2.8
Region 3 306 243 222 101 69 9 11 42 43 38 16.9 21.1 18.9
Region 4 98 96 83 36 15 2 6 24 22 12 15.7 12.6 6.2
Region 5 263 208 200 46 40 5 3 41 30 32 27.4 17.1 15.4
Region 6 233 167 185 47 58 16 14 30 21 44 25.8 12.5 18.5
Region 7 234 210 247 37 40 5 4 25 34 50 16.4 15.9 21.2
Region 8 319 295 323 81 72 2 9 58 60 88 22.2 24.7 33.9
Out-of-State' N/A N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 13 13 7 4.5 5.0 5.7
Statewide 1,670 | 1,385 | 1,407 394 350 61 63 262 260 311 146.5 | 132.7 | 138.7

“Includes all Pre-Court, probation, and community aftercare

- Dispositions shown are for cases referred during the FY. FY 2023 data are not shown due to many cases pending disposition.

" Placements and ADP reflect annual activity and don’t reflect just cases referred in FY, many of which also may not yet be placed.
'N/A:These Out-of-State youth are listed by region of Maryland court jurisdiction.

AssesseD RIsK LEVELS FOR DRAIs iINvoLvING PRE-DisPosITIONAL DETENTION ADMISSIONS™, FY 2021-2023 -
By ReGloN oF RESIDENCE/ JURISDICTION

FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

_|% Admis.
Region with DRAI " |with DRAI
Region 1 95.3% 81 |45.7%|25.9%]|28.4%| 93.3% 70 132.9%]37.1%|30.0%¢  80.0% 28 121.4%|50.0%]|28.6%
Region 2 100.0% 25  [44.0%]28.0%]|28.0%] 91.3% 21 |33.3%]|52.4%(14.3%] 94.7% 18 38.9%)]22.2%|38.9%)
Region 3 86.3% 120 |35.0%(30.0%]35.0%|  78.4% 76 126.3%]36.8%]|36.8% 84.1% 74 |21.6%]40.5%(37.8%
Region 4 90.9% 40  [27.5%]|45.0%[27.5%| 82.4% 28  [17.9%]32.1%{50.0%  87.0% 20 130.0%{25.0%]|45.0%
Region 5 76.2% 48  |47.9%|25.0%[27.1%|  92.1% 35 |11.4%{34.3%|54.3%| 70.6% 24 133.3%(29.2%]37.5%
Region 6 82.9% 34 |14.7%]|55.9%]29.4%| 79.2% 38 |23.7%]|28.9%|47.4%4  77.3% 68  [22.1%]39.7%|38.2%
Region 7 85.9% 55 [23.6%]23.6%]|52.7%| 82.3% 65 |23.1%|21.5%55.4%| 79.3% 111 |15.39%9428.8%]55.9%
Region 8 92.3% 227  [46.7%]|28.2%25.1%|  89.6% 164 |28.7%|41.5%|29.994  87.7% 179 126.8%|31.89441.3%
Out-of-State|  78.6% 33 [12.1%]21.2%66.7%|  85.7% 42 7.1%| 9.5%|83.3% 82.5% 66 7.6%]13.6%)|78.8%)
Statewide 88.5% 663 [38.0%(29.7%|32.3%| 86.1% 539 124.7%|34.0%|41.4% 82.7% 588 121.8%|31.5%|46.8%

* DRAIs shown above do not reflect all DRAIs given. The percentages are only reflective of completed DRAIs involving a pre-dispositional detention admission.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. * ’
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County/Regional Trends

INTAKE ComPLAINTS, PRE-DisposiTioNAL DeTENTION (PLACEMENTS AND ADP), AND PosT-DisposiTioNAL DET.
PeNDING PLacemenT (PLacements AND ADP) By County/REeGioN oF ResiDENCE/JurispicTion FY 2021-2023*

Intake Pre-D Detention Post-D Pending Placement

County/ Complaints Placements Placements® ADP*

Region t ( FY21 | FY22 | FY23

Dorchester 205 337 192 20 19 7 1.5 1.7 0.4 9 6 2 0.6 0.5 0.4
Somerset 118 171 138 10 18 1 1.2 1.4 0.1 3 7 0.3 0.6 0.7
Wicomico 311 540 579 38 30 21 3.0 2.8 3.0 9 17 20 0.7 1.7 3.0
Worcester 443 365 361 17 9 6 0.6 1.8 1.9 4 5 4 0.4 0.3 0.6

Caroline 76 137 162 6 12 5 0.2 0.9 0.3 2 4 4 0.5 0.4 0.6
Cecil 217 259 235 16 7 7 0.8 0.8 0.8 2 1 5 0.1 0.0 0.7
Kent 33 88 63 0 0 1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queen Anne's 57 137 92 3 1 0.0 0.3 0.0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Talbot 81 146 137 2 1 5 0.0 0.0 0.2 1 1 3 0.0 0.2 0.4
[Regions | 1583 [ 253 [ 260 [ w9] o8 [ ss o] 78] 67| 57 [ ar [ 57 ] 1] 58] 65]
Baltimore Co. 1,347 | 2,233 2,375 102 80 76 8.8 6.3 5.9 29 36 27 3.3 3.1 5.2
Harford 236 301 285 37 18 12 2.2 1.5 0.8 8 5 10 0.8 0.7 1.2

Allegany 290 274 246 23 11 1 1.4 1.4 0.1 9 13 5 0.8 2.0 1.5
Garrett 96 96 89 0 3 0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0 1 0 0.0 0.2 0.0
Washington 234 390 446 21 20 22 2.2 0.8 0.6 12 6 2 1.2 1.0 0.2
Anne Arundel 589 965 1,506 40 32 25 4.6 2.5 3.1 20 24 29 2.2 2.7 3.8
Carroll 221 246 233 8 2 1.3 0.1 0.0 5 0 1 0.3 0.0 0.1
Howard 170 223 273 15 5 7 0.6 0.2 0.4 1 1 8 0.1 0.1 0.6
Frederick 179 353 389 14 9 14 1.8 1.2 1.4 5 3 8 0.6 0.2 1.4
Montgomery 588 886 1,256 27 39 74 1.7 4.2 6.1 19 20 34 1.6 1.8 4.2
Calvert 181 277 294 7 2 6 0.3 0.0 0.4 4 3 4 0.6 0.3 0.5
Charles 179 310 519 11 10 8 0.1 0.4 0.8 1 3 1 0.2 0.3 0.2
Prince George's 454 811 968 38 54 118 3.1 2.7 6.6 12 16 36 1.2 1.8 4.5
St. Mary's 212 494 411 8 9 8 0.4 0.7 1.0 7 3 9 0.6 0.7 0.7

Cgatimore iy | 593 | 750 | 1139 | s | 153 | 200 D17 150 109 | 52 | w1 | o5 | 52| 53] 19 ]

* Post-removal detention placements are included in the total number of placements and ADP. ** N/A: These Out-of-State youth are listed by county of Maryland court jurisdiction;
“ If there are no placements and ADP is >0, ADP reflects a balance from previous FYs. If there is at least one placement and (jADP, ADP is <0.05.

* Between FY 2021 and FY 2023:
* Intake Complaints increased 74.5%.
* Pre-Dispositional Detention Placements decreased 5.1%, and ADP decreased 8.5%.
* Post-Dispositional Detention Pending Placements increased 44.6%, and ADP increased 105.2%.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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Post-RemovaL Detention (PLAacemeENTs AND ADP) anp Aputt Court (PLacements ano ADP) FY 2021-
2023; Caskes witH ProsaTioN Dispositions FY 2021-2022* - By County/REGION oF RESIDENCE/ JURISDICTION

Post-Removal Detention Adult Court Cases with Probation|

County/ Placements Placements
)

Region

Dorchester 1 1 1 0.0 0.0 0.3 3 2 0 0.8 0.4 0.2 19 16
Somerset 0 2 0 0.0 0.1 0.3 0 1 3 0.0 0.7 0.9 11 5
Wicomico 0 2 5 0.1 0.4 0.9 2 7 12 2.0 1.3 2.5 24 20
Worcester 2 2 3 0.2 0.1 0.5 2 1 0 0.1 0.8 0.1 13 21

Caroline 1 1 2 0.4 0.1 0.1 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 7 3
Cecil 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 2 2 0.6 0.8 0.5 10 23
Kent 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 1 0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Queen Anne's 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 1 0 0.0 0.2 0.0 8

Talbot 0 0 1 0.0 0.0 0.2 1 1 0 0.5 0.4 0.0 5 12
Baltimore Co. 5 3 4 0.7 0.4 0.9 32 38 54 13.7 | 13.9 18.7 227 235
Harford 0 2 0 0.0 0.3 0.0 1 5 9 0.4 1.1 1.9 35 51
Allegany 2 1 3 0.2 0.3 0.8 2 2 5 0.6 0.2 1.4 22 39
Garrett 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.4 0.0 10 3
Washington 5 2 1 0.7 0.5 0.1 8 9 4 3.9 2.2 1.8 11 25
Anne Arundel 1 1 7 0.3 0.1 1.0 12 13 26 5.3 3.3 7.1 57 84
Carroll 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 1 5 0.0 0.0 1.2 17 20
Howard 0 0 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 6 10 8 2.1 3.8 3.6 15 28
Frederick 2 1 1 0.4 0.0 0.2 2 2 3 1.4 0.5 1.1 34 29
Montgomery 0 0 9 0.0 0.0 0.8 12 21 22 4.7 4.2 5.3 78 105
Calvert 0 1 1 0.0 0.1 0.3 0 1 0 0.0 0.0 0.3 3 14
Charles 1 0 0 0.2 0.0 0.0 4 6 7 1.4 1.6 2.5 28 22
Prince George's 1 2 2 0.1 0.4 0.1 29 51 73 11.0 | 11.1 17.8 79 142
St. Mary's 2 0 3 0.1 0.0 0.3 5 2 5 1.1 1.0 0.7 15 29

CoatimorcCiy |6 |1 | 2 | 05| o0 | 38 | sr | ot | v | s [ Lo | o [ o |

* Dispositions shown are for cases referred during the FY. FY 2023 data are not shown due to many cases pending disposition. **¥N/A: These Out-of-State youth are listed by county of Maryland
court jurisdiction. " If there are no placements and ADP is >0, ADP reflects a balance from previous FYs. If there is at least one placement and 0 ADP, ADP is <0.05.

* Between FY 2021 and FY 2023:
* Post-Removal Detention Placements increased 130.0%, and ADP increased 183.5%.
* Adult Court Placements increased 94.4%, and ADP increased 50.0%.

* Between FY 2021 and FY 2022, Probation Dispositions increased 27.1%.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrion Il: OVeErRVIEW



ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

County/Regional Trends (cont.)
AVERAGE SUPERVISED CAsELOAD FY 2021-2023; Cases witH Committed DisposiTions AND VOPs

ResuLtING IN CommiTTED DisposiTions FY 2021-2022; CommitteD PLAcEMENTs aAND ADP FY 2021-
2023 - By County/REGION OF RESIDENCE/JURISDICTION®

Committed

County/

Region
Dorchester 27 20 18 13 18 7 5 6 6 3 2.0 5.2 2.9
Somerset 14 10 8 8 5 6 1 2 2 1.9 3.3 3.5
Wicomico 67 46 42 18 16 5 5 10 14 18 5.0 6.4 7.9
Worcester 34 25 21 3 6 2 2 3 6 6 2.0 3.7 1.9
Caroline 10 11 8 1 3 0 1 4 2 4 3.7 1.1 0.9
Cecil 45 39 31 3 2 2 1 3 1 5 0.9 2.3 1.3
Kent 3 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Queen Anne's 9 8 9 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 1.4 0.9 0.0
Talbot 7 8 8 0 4 0 0 1 1 2 0.5 0.8 0.7
Baltimore Co. 241 203 183 69 56 8 11 32 34 26 12.6 15.0 13.0
Harford 65 39 39 32 13 1 0 10 9 12 4.3 6.1 5.8
Allegany 48 47 38 23 6 2 0 13 11 7 9.2 8.4 3.3
Garrett 23 24 12 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0.0 0.4 1.4
Washinion 27 25 32 13 7 0 6 11 9 5 6.5 3.8 1.5
Anne Arundel 169 126 120 33 29 2 2 31 28 26 21.9 14.2 13.5
Carroll 30 33 35 3 0 0 0 6 0 1 4.0 1.4 0.3
Howard 65 49 45 10 11 3 1 4 2 5 1.4 1.5 1.7
Frederick 58 29 34 8 6 3 0 5 3 10 4.6 1.3 3.3
Montiomei 175 138 150 39 52 13 14 25 18 34 21.2 11.3 15.2
Calvert 28 24 25 3 4 0 0 5 3 4 2.5 2.0 2.6
Charles 38 26 25 2 3 0 1 3 6 1 3.4 2.3 1.2
Prince George's 140 132 169 27 29 5 2 12 19 37 7.2 9.1 13.7
St. Mary's 28 28 29 5 4 0 1 5 6 8 3.3 2.5 3.6

Cistimoreci | 919 [ 295 | s | st | » | 2 | o | s | w0 | s | 220 | 07| 355

* Includes all Pre-Court, probation, and community aftercare, **Dispositions shown are for cases referred during the FY. FY 2023 data are not shown due to many cases pending disposition. *#** Placements

and ADP reflect annual activity and don’t reflect just cases referred in FY, many of which also may not yet be placed. ™" N/A:These Out-of-State youth are listed by county of Maryland court jurisdiction.
" If there are no placements arid ADP is >0, ADP] reflects a balance from previous FYs. If there is'at least one placement and 0 ADF, ADP is <0.05.

* Between FY 2021 and FY 2023, Committed Placements increased 18.7%, and ADP decreased 5.3%.
. BctwccndFY 2021 and FY 2022, Cases with Committed Dispositions decreased 11.2%, and VOPs resulting in Committed Dispositions
increased 3.3%.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent youth under juvenile court jurisdiction except adult court tables (placement and ADP).
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AssesseD RIsK LEVELS FOR DRAIs iINvoLvING PRE-DisPosITIONAL DETENTION ADMISSIONS™, FY 2021-2023 -
By County/REGION OF RESIDENCE/JURISDICTION

FY2021 FY2022

County/ > q ) 3 . % Admis.

Region

Dorchester 95.0% 19 [63.2%]10.5%(26.3%] 89.5% 17 152.9%|47.1%]| 0.0%| 85.7% 6 16.7%| 50.0%
Somerset 90.0% 9 122.2%33.3%]|44.4%) 94.4% 17 |47.1%]23.5%]|29.4%| 100.0% 1 0.0%| 0.0%
Wicomico 94.7% 36 |47.2%]|27.8%|25.0%| 100.0% 29 |17.2%|41.4%|41.4%| 85.7% 18 27.8%| 44.4%
Worcester 100.0% 17 [35.3%]35.3%(29.4%) 77.8% 7 |14.3%]|28.6%|57.1%|  50.0% 0.0%]100.0%

w

Caroline 100.0% 6 166.7%|[16.7%]|16.7%| 91.7% 11 145.5%|54.5%]| 0.0%| 100.0% 5 60.0%] 20.0%

Cecil 100.0% 16 [43.8%]25.0%|31.2%] 100.0% 7 |14.3%]42.9%(42.9%] 100.0% 7 |42.9%| 14.3%)

Kent N/A N/A N/A| N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A[ N/A | N/A 0.0% 0 0.0%]| 0.0%

Queen Anne's| 100.0% 1 0.0%]|100.0%| 0.0%| 66.7% 2 0.0%(100.0%] 0.0%| 100.0% 1 0.0%]100.0%
Talbot 100.0% 2 0.0%] 50.0%(50.0%] 100.0% 1 [100.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 100.0% 5 20.0%] 20.0%)| 60.
Baltimore Co. 85.3% 87 140.2%|28.7%|(31.0%] 81.0% 64 [28.1%]35.9%]|35.9%| 85.5% 65 24.6%| 35.4%)
Harford 89.2% 33 |21.2%33.3%]|45.5%| 66.7% 12 116.7%|41.7%]|41.7%| 75.0% 9 0.0%)| 77.8%| 22.2%)
Allegany 100.0% 23 126.1%]|43.5%]|30.4%| 63.6% 7 128.6%]|57.1%|14.3%| 100.0% 1 0.0%]100.0%| 0.0%
Garrett N/A N/A N/A|l N/A[ N/A] 100.0% 3 133.3%| 0.0%]66.7%| N/A N/A N/A| N/A] N/A
Washington 81.0% 17 29.4%|47.1%(23.5%] 90.0% 18 [11.1%]27.8%|61.1%| 86.4% 19 131.6%)] 21.1%| 47.4%
Anne Arundel 70.0% 28 139.3%]28.6%]|32.1%| 90.6% 29 110.3%]|34.5%]55.2%| 72.0% 18 33.3%] 33.3%| 33.3%)
Carroll 75.0% 6 116.7%|33.3%]|50.0%| 100.0% 1 0.0%(100.0%] 0.0%] 50.0% 1 0.0%]| 0.0%{100.0%)
Howard 93.3% 14 [78.6%|14.3%| 7.1%] 100.0% 5 120.0%]20.0%(60.0%| 71.4% 5 |40.0%] 20.0%| 40.0%
Frederick 85.7% 12 0.0%) 50.0%|50.0%|  100.0% 9 0.0%(33.3%]66.7%| 78.6% 11 9.1%| 72.7%| 18.2%)
Montgomery 81.5% 22 122.7%]|59.1%|18.2%| 74.4% 29  [31.0%]27.6%|41.4%| 77.0% 57  124.6%]33.3%|42.1%)
Calvert 71.4% 5 ]40.0%]|40.0%20.0%] 0.0% 0 [40.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% 66.7% 4 0.0%] 75.0%| 25.0%)
Charles 90.9% 10 120.0%| 10.0%|70.0%| 80.0% 8 [25.0%]62.5%]|12.5%] 75.0% 6 0.0%] 50.0%] 50.0%
Prince George's 84.2% 32 125.0%]{25.0%]|50.0%| 84.5% 49 [20.4%]14.3%|65.3%] 78.8% 93 15.1%| 25.8%] 59.1%)
St. Mary's 100.0% 8 [12.5%]25.0%(62.5%] 88.9% 8 |37.5%]25.0%]|37.5%| 100.0% 8 37.5%]| 25.0%| 37.5%)

* DRAIs shown above do not reflect all DRAISs given. The percentages are only reflective of completed DRAIs involving a pre-dispositional detention admission.

¢ For pre-dispositional detention admissions with a completed DRAI, the percentage of admissions with a high risk decreased from

38.0% to 21.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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Youth from Region 8 attended an open house event offered by Living Classrooms Foundation
Fresh Start to learn about the benefits of the program. Fresh Start provides job readiness skills in
the construction field and offers educational plans tailored to each individual’s needs.
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Introduction to Intake and Community Services

The Department provides a continuum of services to youth in the community across multiple stages of the juvenile justice system. At intake,

D]JS intake officers receive complaints from persons or agencies (e.g. private citizens, schools, victims, or law enforcement agencies) and assess

whether the juvenile court has jurisdiction and whether judicial action or another resolution is warranted, and in some cases, whether or not

to detain youth until the court can make a determination. Case Management Specialists supervise DJS-involved youth placed on informal

(Pre-Court) supervision, or court-ordered probation and aftercare supervision.

Pre-Adjudication Services

The DJS Pre-Adjudication Services unit oversees statewide Intake
and Community Detention Operations. The Intake unit manages
and monitors a uniform statewide approach for the review of intake
complaints. Staff conduct youth assessments and reviews and make
service referrals to promote the best interest of the child and public

safety.
Intake Process

Intake officers review all delinquent and Child in Need of Supervision
(CINS) complaints, citations, referrals for service, and peace order
requests. Intake officers determine within 25 days whether the
juvenile court has jurisdiction and whether judicial action is in the
best interest of the public and/or the child. DJS intake officers are
authorized to: (a) disapprove a complaint as legally insufficient; (b)
resolve the matter at intake with or without services; (c) propose an
informal adjustment period (also called Pre-Court supervision); or
(d) authorize the filing of a petition by the State’s Attorney’s Office.
D]JS can informally handle all complaints; however, violent felonies
and handgun violations must be reviewed by the State’s Attorney
and approved for informal adjustment. The intake decision-making
process may involve an interview with the youth, parent and/or
guardian, and where applicable, the victim(s).

Intake decisions must be fair and equitable, despite the fact that
systemic racism, biases, and prejudices can influence which youth
are referred to DJS intake. In 2017, the Department began revising
its intake policies and procedures to integrate best practices in the
juvenile justice field in conjunction with lessons learned based
on data analysis and the experiences of youth who present at DJS
intake. Specifically, the Department partnered with the University
of Maryland School of Social Work to develop a validated, objective
intake decision tool that would identify a youth’s risk of recidivism,
strengths, and service needs. This Intake Decision Tool (IDT - see
Appendix C), implemented in July 2020, guides the intake decision
and is intended to ensure fair and equitable decisions that are

developmentally appropriate, culturally proficient, and tailored to
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Pre-Adjudication Services
Reform Principles:

* Divert youth from court involvement when possible;
* Hold youth accountable for harm to victims and communities;

* Increase access to services and supports that address risk
and needs;

¢ Increase opportunities for positive outcomes in school,

workforce, and community;
* Ensure developmentally appropriate decisions;
* Prioritize restorative approaches;
* Foster positive youth development and resiliency;
* Engage youth and family in case planning; and

¢ Identify trauma and understand the impact of traumatic

experiences.

the risks, needs, and strengths of youth. This tool includes a newly
validated version of the MCASP Intake Risk Screen, the tool used
by the Department to guide intake decisions between FY 2010 and
FY 2019. The validated risk screen is incorporated into the Intake
Decision Tool generates a risk score, which measures the risk of
reoffending. Importantly, the IDT collects detailed information on
social history factors, e.g., school, use of free time, employment,
relationships in the community, and family, that are used to identify
service needs, as well as prompting the appropriate service referrals.
The tool also requires that the intake officer consider any aggravating
and mitigating factors, as well as any service access considerations
that may be barriers to youth obtaining services.

Throughout the intake process, the focus is on positive youth
development (recognizing and building on the strengths and assets
of youth) and family engagement (actively involving the youth and
family voice in all aspects of case planning) — both of which promote
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Youth from the DJS Region 7 Largo office participating in a community
service project at the College Park Food Pantry.

successful outcomes. Supported by the IDT, the Department aims
to divert youth from court involvement when possible and refer
the youth and family to services when needed, including high-risk
youth who may be safely supervised by DJS with interventions that
reduce the risk of recidivism.

Rewire: Learning Skills for Change

In FY 2022 the Department began an exciting new initiative
to train staff in Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT) principles
in community supervision practices across community service
programs. In this three-year partnership with Roca Impact
Institute, community detention, pre-adjudication and post-
adjudication case managers are training in practical skills
to teach to youth about interrupting problematic thoughts,
feelings, and actions in order to make positive change. When
staff complete the training, they receive coaching as they
implement Rewire. In FY 2023, DJS staff who excel in Rewire
began training as trainers and coaches to pass along the Rewire
skills and culture to their peers.
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Detention Decision

In addition to assessing the merit of complaints received at intake
and making the case forwarding decision, DJS intake officers are
responsible for determining whether youth who have been taken
into custody require secure detention or may be released to a parent,
guardian, or other responsible adult and, if so, under what conditions.
Intake officers are directed by statute (Md. Code, Courts and Judicial
Proceedings, §3-8A-15) to authorize detention if deemed necessary to
protect the youth or others, or if the youth is deemed likely to leave
the jurisdiction of the court.

The decision to authorize detention is guided by a decision-making
tool called the Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (DRAI). The
DRATIs designed to provide an objective assessment of the probability
that a youth will reoffend or fail to appear for future court dates. The
DRAI was most recently validated in FY 2017, and most recently
updated in December 2022 (see Appendix C). Because detention and
case forwarding decisions are somewhat independent of one another,
a youth may be released or put on an ATD but still have their case
formally processed in court or receive a pre-court supervision. Youth
who are detained or assigned to an ATD by DJS Intake are reviewed
the next court day by the juvenile court, which may continue the
placement or release the youth. By statute, the court must consider
the DRAI when making this determination.

Intake services are provided by the DJS regions during normal working
hours (Monday-Friday, 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.). The Baltimore City Region
provides 24/7 intake services and houses a centralized intake unit at
the Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center, which provides statewide
intake services including the completion of a DRAT to make detention
decisions during non-traditional work hours and/or holidays for all
regions across the state.

Alternatives to Detention

Youth not detained are released to a caregiver. Some may have no
additional restrictions or conditions, while other youth are required
to participate in an alternative to detention (ATD) program pending

their court hearing. These include:

¢ Community Detention (CD) - available statewide. This may
also include electronic monitoring (EM), or GPS monitoring.

*  Evening Reporting Centers (ERC) - Baltimore City, PACT
Baltimore City, Prince George’s County, Montgomery County,

Western Baltimore County, and Wicomico County

Shelter care may be utilized for youth requiring care, but not in a
secure setting. Additionally, shelter care can be utilized if a parent,
guardian, or custodian is not available to provide supervision and care

until the youth returns to court.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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Community Detention

The Department provides regional Community Detention services,
with or without electronic monitoring, typically for youth whose cases
have been forwarded to the juvenile court at intake. The program
operates 24/7 and serves as the primary ATD. Community Detention
allows youth to continue participating in community activities such
as school or work, and it helps maintain community ties and support

systems.

Community Detention supervision includes face-to-face and
telephone contacts, as well as random unannounced visits at home,
school, and work. The level of supervision depends on the assessed
supervision needs of each youth and the court-ordered release
conditions. Community Detention Officers (CDOs) are trained to
monitor violations of court-ordered release conditions and to report
any changes in a youth’s home or school situation. CDOs work closely
with the youth and family to ensure compliance with the program and
intervene in accordance with the Department’s graduated responses
(AIM initiative) when addressing Community Detention violations.
Youth who violate the conditions of release may be withdrawn from

the program and placed in secure detention.

The electronic monitoring component provides an additional layer of
supervision. Compliance with the program is monitored electronically
using an ankle bracelet worn by the youth and a receiver located in
the youth’s home. All electronic notifications related to the youth’s
schedule and equipment functionality are received in real time. The
Command Center and assigned CDO carefully review the information
to ensure that supervision violations receive proper intervention
and follow-up. The Command Center, located in Baltimore City, is
centrally operated and provides 24/7 staffing.

Pre-Court Supervision (Informal Adjustment)

As discussed in the Intake Process section, one option for a case
received at DJS intake is to handle the case informally, without
involving the juvenile court, through an informal adjustment option
called Pre-Court supervision. This is conducted under an agreement
executed by the DJS intake officer that stipulates conditions of the
supervision period; it requires consent by the youth, parent/guardian,
and victim (where applicable). Approval by the State’s Attorney’s
Office is required if the case involves a violent felony offense. For
non-violent felonies, when the alleged offense does not involve the use
of a handgun or threat to cause physical injury or bodily harm, after
conducting an intake conference, DJS can proceed with Pre-Court
supervision and does not need approval from the States Attorney’s
Office. DJS must make reasonable efforts to contact the victim prior

to proceeding with the Pre-Court supervision agreement.

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

Pre-Court agreements are tailored to the individual circumstances
of the case, and they may include the payment of restitution, the
completion of community service hours, and participation in
specialized community-based services and counseling or treatment
programs such as substance abuse treatment. Agreements are generally
in effect for a period of 90 days; however, in some circumstances
the period may be extended to 180 days to allow for the youth to
participate in a substance abuse or mental health treatment program.
If a youth fails to meet the conditions of the agreement, the DJS
intake officer may elect to forward the case to the State’s Attorney’s

Office for review.

Post-Adjudication Services

The DJS Community Services unit consists of 30 local offices
throughout the state that oversee the case management operations
for youth under court-ordered probation and aftercare services.
Community Services also includes the Resource Units, which assist
in facilitating in-home and out-of-home treatment services for youth.
After disposition, D]S case managers regularly review youth’s progress
and length of stay on probation, in placement, or on aftercare to
ensure services are being delivered and are moving the youth towards
successful closure. DJS has moved towards a system of continuous case
management, where — to the extent possible — a youth’s case will be
assigned to and managed by the same case manager for the duration

of court-ordered supervision.
Disposition Recommendation

After adjudication, efforts to divert youth from the deep end of the

system focus on community-based treatment rather than out-of-

home committed care. When youth are being evaluated for services, a
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Youth working on a wall mural for Living Classrooms during a summer
program.

comrnunity treatment plan is part of the review to ensure that only the
most at-risk youth receive out-of-home residential treatment. At the
start of probation supervision (or in some instances, prior to disposition
if ordered by the juvenile court), a Social History Investigation and
report are completed by the assigned CMS. This report describes the
social adjustment and circumstances of the youth and their family. The
CMS also completes the MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment, which
builds on the IDT but provides a much broader and more comprehensive
assessment of individual risk, needs, and strengths. The MCASP Risk
& Needs Assessment categorizes youth as having either low, moderate,
high, or very high risk of recidivism. It also assesses the level of need
on each of the following treatment domains (which have been shown
to influence risk for reoffending): (a) School; (b) Use of Free Time; (c)
Employment; (d) Community Relationships; (e) Family; (f) Alcohol
and Drugs; (g) Mental Health; and (h) Attitudes and Aggression. See
Appendix C for more information on MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment
items. The CMS uses the Social History Investigation and MCASP Risk

& Needs Assessment to develop recommendations to the juvenile court.

The MAST is a specialized diagnostic team responsible for assessing
youth detained pending court disposition and at risk of placement.
The MAST includes a psychologist, social worker or professional
counselor, substance abuse counselor, community case manager,

detention facility case manager supervisor, resource specialist, and a
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Juvenile Services Education Program (JSEP) representative. Following
completion of assessments, a MAST or community staffing meeting
is held, which includes the participation of youth and family. MAST
completes an in-depth review of the case information, and the team
develops and submits a report, which includes both security and
treatment recommendations, to the juvenile court for consideration

at disposition.
Probation

Youth who are adjudicated and found delinquent by the juvenile
court may be placed on probation under the supervision of a DJS case
management specialist (CMS). Probation is the most frequently used
juvenile court disposition. A probation term requires youth to abide
by general supervision conditions, as well as any special conditions
imposed by the court. The CMS also creates aTreatment Service Plan
(TSP) for each youth under court-ordered supervision, which includes
a statement of services to be provided to the youth and family. The
TSP is guided by the MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment which helps
to determine the appropriate supervision level for the youth, and
frame specific goals for the youth and family. In developing is TSP,
input from youth, parents and/or guardians, and service providers

(as appropriate) is also solicited.

Aftercare and Re-entry

Aftercare supervision is similar to probation supervision in that the
CMS performs many of the same supervisory tasks and relies on the
same decision-making tool (the MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment).
Aftercare services are provided for youth who have been committed
to or released from the custody of DJS for placement outside the
home, or for the receipt of in-home services in some jurisdictions. A
CMS is assigned to the case upon commitment. Aftercare planning is
initiated at commitment, before the youth is placed in a residential
program. Plans are guided by risk and needs assessments, are updated
according to youth’s progress in residential care, and also include
identification and monitoring of services needed upon release.
Building on services provided in the residential placement, the CMS
is also responsible for managing the re-entry process so youth and
family are linked to services and possible continuation of treatment
in the community. Youth’s adjustment and compliance with any
court directives is monitored. Additionally, a variety of programs
are available to assist youth returning to the community, including
independent living programs, transitional educational services, and
employment programs (e.g., job readiness training, career exploration,
and vocational training). As a step-down to community supervision,
some youth are also monitored with GPS supervision. GPS may also be
ordered by the court, or as a graduated response by a case manager for
high-risk cases, and for youth on home passes from secure placement.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES




ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Accountability Incentives Management (AIM)

Instituted in 2015, the AIM initiative gives DJS case managers a
structured system of graduated responses to deter negative behaviors and
encourage positive behaviors of youth under court-ordered community
supervision. AIM seeks to reduce technical violations of Community
Detention, probation, or aftercare supervision by ensuring certain, fair,
and immediate responses to youth behavior that promote successful

completion of supervision.
Interstate Compact (IC)

IC unit provides for the cooperative supervision of probation and

aftercare youth who move from state to state, as well as the return

of runaways, absconders, and escapees. The Interstate Commission
for Juveniles (IC]) was formed in 2014 and includes all 50 states
and territories (except Puerto Rico). This Commission governs each
member state as to the provision of proper supervision or return of
delinquent youth and status offenders on probation or aftercare who
have absconded, escaped, or run away and, in so doing, have endangered
their own safety or the safety of others. It is the responsibility of each
member state to provide supervision and services to IC]J cases using
the same standards that prevail for its own youth placed on probation

or aftercare supervision.

DJS Offices by County and Region for FY 2023

Washington
Anegany ~

Garrett J- 15

20

I:l Region 1

13 - Cumb erland

1-Cambridge

2- Snow Hill 15 _Hagerstomn
3 -Princess Anne Z

4 - Salisbury

Region 2 Region 5
5-Denton ] 16 - Westminster
6 - Centreville 17 - Ellicott City
7-E aston 18 - Annapolis

8 -Elkton 19 - Glen Burnie
Region 3 Region 6

9 - Eastern Baltimore County 20 -Frederick
10 - Parkville 21 - Rockyille
11 - Catonsville

12 - Bel Air

*See Appendix Pfor the new regional breakdown as ngovember 15,2023
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Total Statewide Activity

During FY 2023, there were eight regions across the state that encompass 24 jurisdictions.

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Statewide population (ages 11-17)
Adult Court Transfers 4.6% 3 99, 3.99 increased 4.2% (from 528,690 to 550,646).
— 5 * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 1.8% 3.6% 3.1% * 34.5% of complaints were formaled, while 11.4% were informaled.
Police” 90.7% | 90.3% 91.1% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
Violation of Probation™ 2.9% 2.2% 1.8% * Total complaints increased 74.5%.

- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 7,100] 10,789 12,388 decreased from 41.5% to 34.5%.

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND COuRT ACTION

* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.

FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

X . * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
Case Forwardlng Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 21.8% were High risk, 31.5% were Moderate risk, and 46.8% were
Resolved 47.0% | 57.1% | 54.1% Low risk.
Informaled 11.5% | 11.3% | 11.4% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Authorized Formal Petition 41.5% | 31.6% | 34.5% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 43.4 days.

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 20.6 days.

[otal Complaints 7,100 | 10,789 | 12,388 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 84.6
Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA' 0.0% 0.4% 0.5% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denied * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 12.3% to 12.6%.
’ 10.3% | 10.0% | 11.1% Lo o o

by SAO, Non Est * The percentage of Felonies increased from 8.8% to 13.0%.

Stet 7.9% | 10.4% | 10.6% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 71.0% to 65.0%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
15.5% (61) to 14.8% (54).

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.4% 0.2%| 0.3%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 29.7% | 27.2% | 15.1%

Pending Disposition* 6.8% 7.9% | 24.4%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 2.4% 1.4% | 0.4% FY 2021-2023
Probation 28.1% | 30.9% | 28.1% .
- Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 13.4% | 10.3% 8.5% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.3% 0.1%| 0.1% Black 58 2% | 62.1% | 63.5%
Other™ 0.6% 1.4% 0.8% White 32.8% | 28.2% | 24.8%
Total Formal Complaints 2,948 | 3,407| 4,274 Hispanic/Other 0.0%] 9.7%]| 11.7%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 74.7% ] 70.1% ] 71.2%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 25.3% 29.9% 28.8%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 3.8% | 4.0%| 1.0%
¥ o R A MU
UL ey ey 13 7.2% | 10.1% | 10.1%
Community 1,669.8 | 1,384.6 | 1,407.4 14 14.2% | 14.8% | 17.5%
Pre-Court 220.2 305.1 377.8 15 17.4% | 19.3% | 23.2%
Probation 1,070.4 816.3 799.0 16 20.4% | 20.7% | 23.0%
Aftercare 379.2 263.3 230.6 17 27.4% | 20.9% | 20.6%
Committed-Aftercare 146.5 132.7 138.7 18-20 5.2% 4.2% 3.3%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 7,100 | 10,789 | 12,388

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE Orrense CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2
2

z 2" z 2"
2 .8 2 g8
Tn = &g B Offense Category” 5 8 =
) 7] E 7] ) .. 172] E 7]
v ED 2 = ] of the Most Ser o s O
< = g & (OIS e 2 g &
s < 84 5 B original iH *nse 2 5 B
- =) O A prigma onense) = O Q
Person-to-Person 47.0% 49 .8% 61.6% Crime of Violence 12.6% 16.5% 49.3%
Assault (Felony) 2.4% 2.4% 8.4% Felony 13.0% 15.2% 18.9%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 19.3% 15.8% 4.4% - Person-to-Person 1.3% 3.0% 2.2%
Carjacking 1.4% 3.3% 9.0% - Property 9.9% 6.9% 9.9%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.6% 1.1% 3.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.9% 1.1% 0.8% - Unspecified 0.3% 4.2% 3.8%
Handgun Violation 3.9% 11.7% 22.5% Misdemeanor 65.0% 67.1% 31.8%
Harassment 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 42.9% 39.2% 24 1%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% - Property 19.0% 20.5% 5.2%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% - Drugs 1.6% 1.6% 0.3%
Murder 0.3% 0.0% 2.1% - Unspecified 1.6% 5.7% 2.2%
Other Person” 11.0% 3.7% 1.5% Ordinance Offenses 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 3.7% 6.2% 10.1% Citations 4.8% 1.2% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .52/0 3.4:/0 2.52/0 CINS 4.1% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) I.1% 2.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 33.8% 32.5% 27.9% Total Complaints/
Arson 0.6% 0.7% 0.2% Dispositiotis 12,388 1,202 365
Auto Theft/ Unauth Use 5.3% 4.3% 6.1% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
! Alleged offenses
Burglar}’/Break (FelonY) 1.7% 1.7% 8.0% 2 Adjl%dicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Burglary/Break (Misd.) 3.5% 3.0% 1.9%
Malicious Destruction 5.6% 3.7% 2.5% AVERAGE LOS (Davs), FY 2023 RELEASES
Other Property” 2.8% 0.4% 0.0% 800
Theft (Felony) 3.9% 2.9% 3.4% 700
Theft (Misdemeanor) 10.4% 15.7% 5.9% 600
Drug Related Offenses 2.9% 2.5% 2.9% , 00
Narcotics (CDS-Felony)] __ 1.2% 1.0% 2.7% g
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.7% 1.5% 0.2% 200
Citations 4.1% 1.4% 0.2% 100 -..
Alcohol Violation 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% ] e T et o Tewrosess s Bren
Possession of Marj. <10g 2.0% 0.1% 0.0% Deten [Placenst] - |Oper. [Private | State' | Care”
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.4% 1.3% 0.2% BAverage LOS | 21.8 | 52.5 |385.7| 123.6 | 221.8 | 191.1 | 372.3
CINS Offenses™ 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% Releases | 702 | 299 | 935 | 166 | 107 26 206
Ordinance Offenses 0.5% 0.1% 0.0% e 105 o e o ine e HOSI ment program
Uncategorized Offenses 9.3% 13.8% 7.4%
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.4% 5.1% 2.9% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 3.1% 3.5% 0.2% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.6% 0.7% 1.9% 8 ° -
Unspecified Misdemeanor 4.3% 4.5% 2.3% § 60% Eo”
Total Offenses 22,542 1,414 176 s 40% . R S =
' Alleged offenses = 2 o ) : S L » X
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% — % —— — : = ;
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. Ly
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 107 131 114 51 64
] Pending 5 15 40 64 54 121

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Female Statewide Activity

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Female population (ages 11-17)
i d3.8% (from 259,195 to 268,918).
Adult Court Transfers 1.8%| 0.7% | 0.8% nereased 3.5% (from ° )
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 2.7% 5.7% 5.2% * 17.5% of complaints were formaled, while 11.7% were informaled.
Police” 93.6% | 92.4% | 93.1%| * Iniake Trends (FY 2021-2023);
. s * Total complaints increased 99.3%.

Violation of Probation 1.8% 1.3% 0.9% ) . .

- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 1,793 3,229 | 3,573 decreased from 23.6% to 17.5%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case FOl‘Wal‘ding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 15.5% were High risk, 27.6% were Moderate risk, and 56.9% were
Resolved 64.2% | 72.1% | 70.9% Low risk.
Informaled 12.2% | 11.3% | 11.7% | * Time Frames - dverages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 39.7 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 23.6% | 16.6% | 17.5%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 21.1 days.
Total Complaints 1,793 3,229 3,573 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 97.5

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 1.1% 1.1% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 4.1% to 4.7%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 12.3% | 13.5% | 11.7% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 4.9% to 7.2%.

Stet 11.1% | 10.8% | 13.3% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 80.4% to 77.9%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.2% 0.2%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 32.6% | 31.2% | 16.5% 37.1% (13) to 7.7% (2).
Pending Disposition* 8.3% 7.7% | 25.5%

S—— TARYAREY INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcisioN DEMOGRAPHICS,

ervices Not Ordere 1% .60 .30 FY 2021_2023

Probation 23.4% | 28.0% | 25.8% .

tted to DIS 3 3% 1% 2% Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Committed to D] .3% 1% 2% Race/Ethnicity

Committed to Other Agency 0.2% 0.0%| 0.3% Black 55 4% | 61.6% | 65.3%
Other™ 0.7% 0.7% 1.1% White 37.8% | 30.3% | 24.6%
Total Formal Complaints 423 535 624 Hispanic/Other 6.9% 8.1% | 10.0%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex

Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from

]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofi}firc;al d(;ta Male 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 100.0% |100.0% | 100.0%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 4.2%) 4.0%) 1.1%
5 N3 MERTA ERL
- - - 13 8.0% | 13.1% | 13.1%
Community 294.1 247.1 240.5 14 13.4% | 16.4% | 20.1%
Pre-Court 56.6 88.4 107.8 15 16.5% | 19.0% | 23.8%
Probation 185.8 125.2 113.0 16 20.1% | 19.2% | 21.4%
Aftercare 51.7 33.5 19.7 17 28.1% | 17.8% | 16.7%
Committed-Aftercare 17.9 11.8 10.2 18-20 3.7% 2.8% 2.5%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 1,793 3,229 3,573

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .9 g e
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A==
: : | £ Hense Categons : | £%
in complaint(s) v ED o s O of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
(VO ized S g & g & ' 2 E &

l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 '5 8 E original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 57.4% 50.8% 54.5% Crime of Violence 4.7% 10.6% 23.1%
Assault (Felony) 1.6% 3.3% 15.2% Felony 7.2% 13.7% 34.6%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 31.1% 31.1% 18.2% - Person-to-Person 0.7% 0.6% 3.8%
Carjacking 0.4% 2.7% 3.0% - Property 6.0% 9.3% 26.9%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.3% 0.0% 3.8%
Deadly Weapon 1.3% 1.1% 3.0% - Unspecified 0.3% 3.7% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.7% 3.3% 9.1% Misdemeanor 77.9% 75.2% 42.3%
Harassment 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 57.3% 47.2% 26.9%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 17.9% 23.6% 15.4%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.8% 4.3% 0.0%
Other Person” 19.8% 4.9% 3.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.9% 2.7% 3.0% Citations 4.5% 0.6% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 0.42/0 0.5:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 5.5% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.3% 1.1% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 26.2% 35.0% 33.3% -

Total Complaints/ 3573 161 2%
Arson 0.4% 0.5% 0.0% Dispositions ’
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 3.2% 6.0% 9.1% % of Statewide 28.8% 13.4% 7.1%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.8% 0.5% 0.0% :“ See Apper}dices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
BurglarY/Break (MlSd) 2.6% 4.9% 0.0% 2/22jeu§i;g:n05§inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 4.6% 3.3% 0.0%
Other Property” 389 0.0% 0.0% AveraGE LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 2.4% 27% | 12.1% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 9.3% 16.9% 12.1% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.2% 0.0% 3.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.3% 0.0% 3.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS_Misd. ) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 3.8% 1.1% 0.0% 200
; : 0 0 0 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0 — _-_ ._
Possession of Marj. <10g 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D |Pending| Prob. . In-State |Out-of-| After-
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.1% 1.1% 0.0% Deten Placemt Oper._Private | State | Care
e lAverage LOS| 16.0 | 48.8 |361.5|117.5 |370.8 |176.9 |435.2
0, 0, 0,
CINS Offenses 3.7% 0.0% 0.0% YSPe 5 e 5 5 c T
Ordinance Offenses 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 7.6% 13.1% 9.1% 2Average LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.7% +9% 3.0% YoutH DetentioN LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLeAsEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 2.4% 3.3% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.4% 2.2% 6.1% 8 ° -
Unspecified Misdemeanor 4.0% 2.7% 0.0% § 60% £ 5 j:
S . o ®
Total Offenses 5671 183 33 R B R, o ew -
'Alleged offenses © I S5 = o o
2Adjl%dicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% = S 2 = 2 BN g
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < ) <+
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% =2 —
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 16 20 14 8 2 3
O Pending 2 0 2 6 1 8

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Statewide Activity for Youth Under Age 13

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Under 13 population (ages 11-17)
Adult Court Transfers 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% increased 1.0% (from 151,619 to 153,072).
Citizen 2% 5 8% 6.4% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
- - : * 22.4% of complaints were formaled, while 7.7% were informaled.
Police 97.6% | 94.0% | 93.6% |« nrake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
Violation of Probation™ 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% * Total complaints decreased 49.2%.
. * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 589 1.083 299 P & P P
5 ead 0 0
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers decreased from 22.9% to 22‘%/0' . . X .
## Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND CourT ACTION trend is not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
S - — - 12.5% were High risk, 12.5% were Moderate risk, and 75.0% were
Resolved 61.6% | 73.0% | 69.9% Low risk.
Informaled 15.4% | 13.0% 7.7% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Authorized Formal Petition 22.9% | 13.9% | 22.4% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 52.2 days.

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 24.5 days.

Total Complaints 589 1,083 299

- * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 179.5
Court Action for Formaled Cases

days.
CRIA' 0.0% 0.7% 3.0% * Offénse Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
Petition Withdrawn, Denied 14.1% | 14.6% | 14.9% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 9.5% to 21.4%.

by SAO, Non Est * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 3.9% to 0.7%.
Stet 7.4% | 11.3% 6.0% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 82.9% to 14.4%.

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ctf  0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | * Commitments forVOP (FY 2021-2023):
IDismissed. Closed. Nolle Pros| 26.7% | 36.4% | 26.9% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from

9.1% (1) to 0.0% (0).
Pending Disposition* 8.1% | 15.9% | 28.4%

Services Not Ordered 22%| 0.0%| 0.0%]| |ntake ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS®,
Probation 31.9% | 16.6%| 19.4% | FY 2021-2023

3 0, V) 0,
Committed to DJS .11 3.5%] 1.9% Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Committed to Other Agency 1.5% 0.0%| 0.0% Race/Ethnicity

Other™ 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% Black 59.9% | 65.0% | 63.5%
Total Formal Complaints 135 151 67 White 34.6% | 29.5% [ 27.8%
* Reflects the ultimate disposition at court. ! Court Remand for Informal Action HlSPamC/ Other 5.4% 5.5% 8.7%
*Includes Continuance without DJS Supervision, Continued Cases, Waiver from Sex

Juvenile to Adult-Denied, Writ Pending, and Pending at the time of final data

collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Male 69.1% 64.9% | 71.2%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, - - -

and Interstate Courtesy. Female 30 9% 35.1% 28.8%

AveraGe CaseLoap®, FY 2021-2023 Age

8 and under 20 51 15

Community 80.7 71.9 33.6 10 73 86 27

Pre-Court 22.3 34.2 15.0 11 148 246 73

Probation 46.8 29.4 14.1 12 317 647 179

Aftercare 11.6 8.3 4.5 Total Complaints 589 1,083 299
Committed-Aftercare 1.0 0.1 0.0 * Data for age are not presented in percentages due to the small size of some categories.

* Average daily active cases

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFFENSE TYPE OFreNsSE CATEGORY, FY 2023
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
(VO ed S & s g & € 2 E &
by original offense s < 2 (=] A -iginal offense o= (=} 2
N ginal o se) =N S) Q &) O original ofiense) Q O Q
Person-to-Person 43.1% 86.7% 75.0% Crime of Violence 21.4% 30.8%
Assault (Felony) 7.3% 6.7% 25.0% Felony 0.7% 23.1% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 15.0% 40.0% 25.0% - Person-to-Person 0.7% 15.4% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 7.7% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 14.4% 46.2% 0.0%
Harassment 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 12.7% 46.2% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 1.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.7% 0.0% 25.0% - Unspecified 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 5.3% 6.7% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 7.5% 20.0% 0.0% Citations 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Feiony) 3.62/0 13.3:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 63.2% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 8.5% 6.7% 25.0% -
Total Complaints/ 299 13 i
Arson 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 2.4% 1.1% 0.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 2.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 0% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.5% 6.7% 0.0% 1,200
Theft (Misdemeanor) 2.2% 0.0% 25.0% 1,000
Drug-Related Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 800
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% £ 600
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% = 0
Citations 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Alcohol Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Possession of Mal'] <10§Z 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0 Pre-D Pending Prob. | State- |In-State |Out-of-| After-
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Deten |Placemt Oper.' |Private'| State' | Care?
CINS Offenses™ 16.0% 0.0% 0.0% lAverage LOS | 17.5 0.0 841.6| 0.0 0.0 0.0 |1,081.1
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ' Average ll?(:;efz:er;eases ?rom a tre::ment rfzram . . . :
Uncategorized Offenses 2.2% 6.7% 0.0% )Averaée LOS on afteréaie following releése@ro%i a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.0% 6.7% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% >
r~
Total Offenses 413 15 4 T 40% = = <
‘Alleged offenses s f” S”
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% TR ey X o x SO
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. g < - < g - < S <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% 2 = = S 2
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 3 0 1 3 1 0
O Pending 0 0 0 0 0 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on
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run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
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Statewide Activity for Youth of Color

The data shown on these pages provide additional detail for youth of color (non-white youth).

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 6.2% 5.0% 4.7%
Citizen 1.7% 3.8% 3.2%
Police” 88.7% | 88.8% | 90.2%
Violation of Probation™ 3.4% 2.5% 1.9%
Total Complaints 4,774 7,748 9,318

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Resolved 41.8% | 55.7% | 52.2%
Informaled 9.7% 9.5% | 10.5%
Authorized Formal Petition 48.4% | 34.8% | 37.3%
Total Complaints 4,774 7,748 | 9,318
Court Action for Formaled Cases
CRIA' 0.0% 0.2% 0.4%
g;tgi‘gl,%ﬁ‘%’:twn’ Denied |9 o/ 1 9304 | 10.6%
Stet 7.8% 9.5% | 10.1%
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.3% 0.1%| 0.3%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 30.7% | 28.3% | 15.3%
Pending Disposition” 7.2% 8.1% | 24.6%
Services Not Ordered 2.4% 1.4%| 0.4%
Probation 27.3% | 30.3% | 28.4%
Committed to DJS 13.9% | 11.2% 8.9%
Committed to Other Agency 0.4% 0.1%| 0.1%
Other™ 0.4% 1.3%| 0.8%
Total Formal Complaints 2,313 2,696 | 3,476

* Reflects the ultimate disposition at court. ' Court Remand for Informal Action
*Includes Continuance without DJS Supervision, Continued Cases, Waiver from
Juvenile to Adult-Denied, Writ Pending, and Pending at the time of final data
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions.
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy.

AveraGe CaseLoap®, FY 2021-2023

FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Community 1,276.0 [ 1,040.5 | 1,101.2
Pre-Court 135.2 190.6 257.4
Probation 823 .4 637.5 649.6
Aftercare 317.3 212.4 194.2

Committed-Aftercare 102.0 103.1 113.3

* Average daily active cases

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only you

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
under juvenile court jurisdiction.

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Youth of Color population (ages
11-17) increased 9.8% (from 297,311 to 326,348).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 37.3% of complaints were formaled, while 10.5% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints increased 95.2%.
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition decreased
from 48.4% to 37.3%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition trend
is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI, 21.9%
were High risk, 31.3% were Moderate risk, and 46.8% were Low risk.
* Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
* Time from offense to intake referral date was 44.4 days.
* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 20.7 days.
* Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 81.1 days.
* Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 14.4% to 13.7%.
* The percentage of Felonies increased from 9.6% to 15.0%.
* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 70.8% to 64.5%.
* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from 13.7%
(44) to 10.4% (32).

INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
FY 2021-2023

Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Race/Ethnicity
Black 86.6% | 86.5% | 84.4%
White 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hispanic/ Other 13.4% | 13.5% | 15.6%
Sex
Male 76.6% | 71.0% | 71.1%
Female 23.4% | 29.0% | 28.9%
Age
11 and under 3.5% 3.9% 0.9%
12 4.5% 5.9% 1.4%
13 7.3% | 10.0% | 10.1%
14 14.8% | 14.9% | 18.0%
15 18.5% | 20.1% | 23.9%
16 20.5% | 20.4% | 22.3%
17 25.5% | 20.4% | 20.0%
18-20 5.4% 4.4% 3.3%
Total Complaints 4,774 7,748 9,318

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

= B z 2z
Offense Type e g o . ° “E‘ e
Includes all offenses a E E Offense Category a 5= a
in complaint(s) =] S ] of the Most Serious Offense o E Q
(VO ed ;—' E % : % E %
by original offense) 5 8 5 original offense) 5 8 5
Person-to-Person 48.4% 50.8% 64.5% Crime of Violence 13.7% 17.8% 49.2%
Assault (Felony) 2.6% 2.4% 7.8% Felony 15.0% 14.5% 16.2%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 19.0% 15.3% 4.4% - Person-to-Person 1.2% 2.0% 2.3%
Carjacking 1.7% 3.8% 10.3% - Property 11.7% 6.9% 7.1%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.8% 1.2% 2.6%
Deadly Weapon 1.9% 1.0% 1.0% - Unspecified 0.3% 4.4% 4.2%
Handgun Violation 4.6% 13.5% 24.4% Misdemeanor 64.5% 67.4% 34.6%
Harassment 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 43.4% 38.8% 26.5%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% - Property 18.2% 21.3% 5.5%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% - Drugs 1.5% 1.5% 0.0%
Murder 0.4% 0.0% 2.2% - Unspecified 1.4% 5.9% 2.6%
Other Person” 11.4% 3.6% 1.5% Ordinance Offenses 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 4.3% 6.9% 11.0% Citations 3.0% 0.3% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Felony) 1.2% 2.7% 1.7% CINS 3.5% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.9% 1.5% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 34.5% 32.7% 24.9% Total Complaints/
Arson 0.6% 0.6% 0.2% Dispositions 9,318 988 309
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 6.1% 4.4% 3.7% % of Statewide 75.2% 82.2% 84.7%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.5% 1.5% 6.1% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 3.5% 2.9% 2.0% ;//:g]?l%gi;gzn;&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 5.1% 3.0% 2.9%
Other Property” 550 0 2% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 4.5% 2.9% 3.7% 800
Theft (Misdemeanor) 10.7% 17.2% 6.4% Zgg
Drug-Related Offenses 3.0% 2.6% 2.4% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.3% 1.1% 2.4% £ 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.7% 1.5% 0.0% = 300
Citations 2.8% 0.7% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 100 ..
Possession of Marj. <10g | ___1.4% | 0.1%] __ 0.0% O [ Toeniing] Prob. '%In,m Out of ] After.
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.2% 0.6% 0.0% Deten Placemt Oper. Private { State_| Care’
CINS Offensos™ 5 0% 0.0% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 21.2 | 50.7 [385.7] 121.9 [ 206.6 [ 173.7]370.8
Ordinance Offenses 04% O . 1% OO% Average LRglefZ:er:leas: ?r(S)m a trzftr(r)lent pr902r53m - - = =
Uncategorized Offenses 8.9% 13.2% 8.1% ? Average LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]  1.6% 2.1% 3.4% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEASES *
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 2.6% 2.6% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.6% 0.7% 2.0% 8 )
Unspecified Misdemeanor 4.2% 4.8% 2 7% § 60% S
Total Offenses 17,807 1166 409 5 40% . S .
' Alleged offenses = e 22 8T w0
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% — 5 = o= po
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. a \O
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Pre-D 93 120 106 42 56
] Pending 5 14 36 56 47 102

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Re gl on 1 Regional Director: Jennifer Wimbrow-Jenkins
Counties of: Dorchester, Somerset, Wicomico, and Worcester
1st Judicial Circuit

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

v i 9 2 2

Somplantiource FY2021  FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Region 1 population (ages 11-17)
Adult Court Transfers 1.3% 1.2% 1.0% decreased 0.1% (from 18,875 to 18,860).

Citizen 1.0% 1.9% 1.6% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Police” 94.2% | 94.6% 95 8% * 21.7% of complaints were formaled, while 9.9% were informaled.

* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

Violation of Probation™ 3.4% 2.3% 1.6% * Total complaints increased 17.9%.

Total Complaints 1.077 1.413 1.270 * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers decreased from 27.7% to 21.7%.
** Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND CourT ACTION trend is not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
Resolved 65.2% | 74.3% | 68.4% 21.4% were High risk, 50.0% were Moderate risk, and 28.6% were
S > y Low risk.
Informaled 7.1% 4.7% 9.9% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Authorized Formal Petition 27.7% | 21.0% | 21.7% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 29.5 days.

Total Complaints 1,077 1,413 1,270 * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 21.1 days.

Court Action for Formaled Cases Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 100.5

days.

1

CR.I/.* - - 0.0% 0.7% 0.7% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn, Denied 11.7% | 16.2% 9.5% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 5.0% to 6.2%.

by SAO, Non Est

* The percentage of Felonies decreased from 7.2% to 6.8%.

Stet 10.1% | 11.4% | 18.2% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 73.8% to 71.3%.
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct| 1.3% 0.7% | 1.8% * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 27.2% | 27.9% | 14.5% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
Pending Disposition* 6.0% 4.4% | 21.8% 47.6% (20) t0 22.7% (5).
o Nt Ordorc i o e INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 4.7% 4% .8% FY 2021-2023
Probation 22.5% | 20.9% | 21.5% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 14.1% | 15.2% 8.0% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 1.3% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 56.8% | 65.5% | 66.5%
Other™ 1.0% 0.3% 2.2% White 37.6% | 28.7% | 26.5%
Total Formal Complaints 298 297 275 Hispanic/ Other >.6% >.8% 6.9%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 70.0% | 62.7% | 62.6%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 30.0% 37.3% 37.4%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy. Age
Averace CaseLoaD*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 2.9%| 4.7%| 0.8%
E S ARG WERR
UL ey ey 13 7.0% | 11.1% | 13.1%
Community 142.6 101.3 88.4 14 14.5% | 16.2% | 16.1%
Pre-Court 20.4 18.8 34.1 15 13.6% | 21.3% | 19.5%
Probation 100.1 66.3 37.5 16 20.9% | 19.1% | 22.4%
Aftercare 22.1 16.2 16.8 17 33.1% | 17.3% | 24.3%
Committed-Aftercare 11.2 19.3 17.6 18-20 3.1% 1.8% 2.0%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 1,077 1,413 1,270

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

z 2% 2 | g™
S 2.8 2 g8
T = £E Offense Category” 5 £z
o 9 7 = ‘n S/ 7 = '@
v ED 2 g ] of the Most Serious Offense 2 (=] 2
S S o g % (VOPs categorized by 78 g 78
- o A original offense) ~ °~
= O =) o= sna ' =) o A
Person-to-Person 56.9% 62.7% 64.0% Crime of Violence 6.2% 5.1% 27.3%
Assault (Felony) 1.3% 0.0% 4.0% Felony 6.8% 10.2% 27.3%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 19.8% 32.8% 12.0% - Person-to-Person 1.5% 3.4% 4.5%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 4.2% 1.7% 9.1%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.1% 0.0% 9.1%
Deadly Weapon 0.9% 4.5% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 5.1% 4.5%
Handgun Violation 1.3% 6.0% 16.0% Misdemeanor 71.3% 84.7% 45.5%
Harassment 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 50.4% 66.1% 27.3%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 17.9% 11.9% 4.5%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.2% 1.7% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.8% 5.1% 13.6%
Other Person” 30.0% 7.5% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 2.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 1.0% 4.5% 12.0% Citations 8.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .32/0 3.0:/0 20.02/0 CINS 4_5% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.7% 4.5% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 21.7% 16.4% 12.0% -
Total Complaints/ 1.270 59 29
Arson 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions ’
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 1.5% 0.0% 4.0% % of Statewide 10.3% 4.9% 6.0%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.3% 4.5% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 4.4% 6.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 37% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 1.3% 1.5% 1.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 7.3% 4.5% 4.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.6% 1.5% 8.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.7% 0.0% 8.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS_Misd. ) 1.0% 1.5% 0.0% = 300
Citations 6.9% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 108 —1 _-_ _._
Possession of Marj. <10g 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D [Pending| Prob. In-State
X Deten [Placemt] Private
Iraffic Viol. Non Incarc. L.3% 0.0% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 49.4 | 60.7 [393.1] 121.4 [270.1 [266.4 | 184.0
CINS Offenses 2.9% 0.0% 0.0%
: Releases | 36 30 59 21 12 2 26
Ordlnance Offenses 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 'Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 8.1% 19.4%, 16.0% ? Average LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.8% 6.0% 4.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 2.8% 9.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.3% 0.0% 4.0% 8 ° 2
Unspecified Misdemeanor 4.2% 4.5% 8.0% § 60% - ¢
Total Offenses 2,550 67 25 E 40% [ £ 8 [8\0 5 . = S
'Alleged offenses ° b o © = < S & &
2Adjl%dicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% [ = X % x = = = i)
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. j g L g
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% .
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 5 2 6 10 4 9
O Pending 0 0 5 7 4 14

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Dorchester County
310 Gay St., Cambridge, MD 21613 (ph) 410-228-6452

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 2.0% 1.2% 1.0%
Citizen 1.5% 1.2% 2.1%
Police” 93.2% | 95.8% | 95.3%
Violation of Probation™ 3.4% 1.8% 1.6%
Total Complaints 205 337 192

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Dorchester County population
(ages 11-17) increased 1.7% (from 2,612 to 2,656).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 24.5% of complaints were formaled, while 13.0% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints decreased 6.3%.
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
decreased from 37.1% to 24.5%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
16.7% were High risk, 50.0% were Moderate risk, and 33.3% were

Resolved 49.3% | 66.5% | 62.5% Low risk.
Informaled 13.7% | 3.6% | 13.0% | * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023);
. . * Time from offense to intake referral date was 15.4 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 37.1% | 30.0% | 24.5% y
: : : * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 25.3 days.
Total Complaints 205 337 192 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 153.7
Court Action for Formaled Cases days.
CRIA! 0.0% 2.0% 0.0% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 4.5% to 7.3%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 9.2% | 21.8% 4.3% * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 14.2% to 11.5%.
Stet 2 6% 6.9% | 10 6% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 72.1% to 70.8%.
. - * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  5.3% 2.0%| 4.3% . . .
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 28.9% | 25.7% | 8.5% 53.8% (7) to 100.0% (2).
Pending Disposition* 5.3% 5.0% | 44.7%
S—— EARTARYY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere .30 0% .0%0 FY 2021_2023
Probation 25.0% | 15.8% | 23.4% "
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 17.1% | 17.8% 4.3% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 2.6% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 81.5% | 80.1% | 75.5%
Other™ 2.6% 1.0% 0.0% White 16.6% | 14.8% | 20.8%
Total Formal Complaints 76 101 47 Hispanic/Other 2.0% 5.0% 3.6%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 70.7% 64.1% 63.0%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 29.3% 35.9% 37.0%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 5.9% | 11.0% | 1.0%
E N REEEA IR
UL ey ey 13 10.7% | 13.4% | 21.9%
Community 27.2 20.0 17.8 14 15.1% | 16.6% | 18.2%
Pre-Court 6.6 3.9 6.7 15 16.6% | 21.7% | 18.8%
Probation 14.8 14 .4 6.7 16 19.5% | 12.8% | 13.5%
Aftercare 5.9 1.7 4.4 17 18.0% 8.3% | 25.0%
Committed-Aftercare 2.3 6.3 4.4 18-20 2.9% 1.2% 0.0%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 205 337 192

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only you

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFFENSE TYPE OFreNsSE CATEGORY, FY 2023
E B2 2 B
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) e 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ed S « ;'_' E (%' c % E %

l))‘ original offense) E 6 '5 8 '5 original offense) '5 8 '5
Person-to-Person 43.1% 63.6% 0.0% Crime of Violence 7.3% 18.2% 0.0%
Assault (Felony) 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% Felony 11.5% 18.2% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 18.8% 45.5% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 10.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 18.2% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 70.8% 63.6% 100.0%
Harassment 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 41.7% 54.5% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 22.4% 0.0% 50.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 4.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 2.6% 9.1% 50.0%
Other Person” 15.7% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 2.0% 18.2% 0.0% Citations 6.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .12/0 0.0:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 4.2% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 30.8% 0.0% 50.0% -

Total Complaints/ 192 11 2
Arson 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 5.3% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 1.5% 0.9% 0.5%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 7.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 399 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 9.2% 0.0% 50.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 6.2% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcoho.l Violatio.n 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 108 e _-_
Possession of Mar]. <10§Z 3.9% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt rivate'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 2.0% 0.0% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 23.1 57.0 1285.0] 126.2 | 355.1 0.0 |276.1
CINS Offenses 5.6% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases 7 3 14 7 2 0 7
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 11.5% 36.4% 50.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 2.5% 27.3% ]  50.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 2.2% 9.1% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% §
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° 8
Unspecified Misdemeanor 6.7% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% - . B
Total Offenses 357 11 2 T 40% ; o g
' Alleged offenses s - :
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% X T x X Y —
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < g < g S <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = = = =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 2 0 2 2 0 1
O Pending 0 0 0 0 1 2

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on
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Somerset County
12155 Elm St., Suite B, Princess Anne, MD 21853 (ph) 410-845-4680

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Somerset County population (ages
11-17) d d2.8% (from 2,108 to 2,048).
Adult Court Transfers 25% | 1.8% | 0.7% ) Cecreasec2,8% (from 0 201)
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 3.4% 7.0% 6.5% * 16.7% of complaints were formaled, while 11.6% were informaled.
Police” 89.0% | 90.1% | 92.8% | * IntakeTrends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total laints i d 16.9%.

Violation of Probation™ 5.1% 1.2% 0.0% otal compratiis increase - ) -

- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 118 171 138 decreased from 36.4% to 16.7%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 100.0% were Low risk.
Resolved 58.5% | 80.1% | 71.7% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informaled 5.1% 1.8% | 11.6% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 37.4 days.

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 22.3 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 36.4% | 18.1% | 16.7%

* Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 51.3

Total Complaints 118 171 138 days.
Court Action for Formaled Cases * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 8.8% to 8.0%.
. - - * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 5.3% to 3.6%

Petition Withdrawn, Denied p g : O

by SAO, Non Est 34.9% | 45.2% | 39.1% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 78.4% to 63.8%.

Stet 7.0% 0.0% 8.7% ° Commitmentsfor VOP (FY 2021-2023):

* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% | 0.0% | 4.3% 75.0% (6) to 0.0% (0).

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 14.0% | 19.4% | 17.4%

Pending Disposition* 0.0% 3.2% | 13.0%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 25.6% | 16.1% | 4.3% .
- Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 18.6% | 16.1% 4.3% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 63.6% | 73.7% | 77.5%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 8.7% White 33.1% | 20.5% | 17.4%
Total Formal Complaints 43 31 23 Hispanic/Other 3.4% 5.8% 5.1%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 75.4% 66.7% 60.1%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 24 .6% 33.3% 39.9%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 4.2% ) 8.2%]| 2.9%
E SR B RN
UL ey ey 13 2 5% | 12.3% | 21.0%
Community 14.2 10.4 8.4 14 17.8% | 16.4% | 23.2%
Pre-Court 2.2 1.6 3.7 15 19.5% | 18.1% | 12.3%
Probation 9.6 7.0 2.6 16 13.6% | 15.8% | 18.1%
Aftercare 2.4 1.8 2.1 17 31.4% | 17.0% 8.7%
Committed-Aftercare 1.9 3.3 4.0 18-20 3.4% 2.3% 2.2%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 118 171 138

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFFENSE TYPE OFreNsSE CATEGORY, FY 2023
E £z 2 £z
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v Q S ] of the Most Serious Offense Qo =l ©
(VO ed S ;—' E % : % E %

l))‘ original offensc) ,E' '5 8 E original offense) 5 8 E
Person-to-Person 48.3% 100.0% 100.0% Crime of Violence 8.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Assault (Felony) 2.4% 0.0% 100.0% Felony 3.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 28.4% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 2.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 1.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.9% 100.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 63.8% 100.0% 0.0%
Harassment 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 48.6% 100.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 14.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 10.4% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 2.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .4—2/0 0.0:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 22.5% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 24.6% 0.0% 0.0% -

Total Complaints/ 138 I i
Arson 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 1.1% 0.1% 0.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 6.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” T 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 8.5% 0.0% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 3.3% 0.0% 0.0% 200
: : 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0 _-_ _._ —
Possession of Mar]. <10§Z 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. : In—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt] Oper.' |Private'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 2.4% 0.0% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 33.5 | 113.1 |527.8| 187.1 | 768.1 0.0 48.9
CINS Offenses 15.2% 0.0% 0.0% . — 1 - T 1 T
cleases
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 8.1% 0.0% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 20%% £ £
Unspecified Felony 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% S ° S 8
Unspecified Misdemeanor 3.8% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% ©
Total Offenses 211 1 1 T 40% =
' Alleged offenses s
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% T SO SN S X
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. S < S < g g < < <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% SE= S o = =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 0 0 0 1 0 0
O Pending 0 0 0 1 0 2

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Wicomico County

201 Baptist St., Room 1134, Suite 21, Salisbury, MD 21801 (ph) 410-713-3800
CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Wicomico County population (ages
Adult Court Transfers 2.3% 0.9% 1.4% 11-17) decreased 2.5% (from 10,550 to 10,291).
Citizen 0.0% 0.4% 0.2% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 23.3% of complaints were formaled, while 10.0% were informaled.
PO]ICC 91.3% 95.9% 96.4% o Intake Trends (FY 2021_2023):
Violation of Probation™ 6.4% | 2.8% 2.1% * Total complaints increased 86.2%.
. * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints P & P P
- P - 311 540 579 decreased from 34.1% to 23.3%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers K . . . .
## Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case FORWARDING DEecisions AND COuRT ACTION trend is not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
- - S _ — _ 27.8% were High risk, 44.4% were Moderate risk, and 27.8% were
Resolved 63.3% | 79.8% | 66.7% Low risk.
Informaled 2.6% 3.0% | 10.0% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Authorized Formal Petition 34.1% | 17.2% | 23.3% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 34.6 days.

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 18.9 days.

Total Complaints 311 540 579

Court Action for Formaled Cases

* Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 77.8

days.
CRIA' 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Offénse Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
Petition Withdrawn, Denied * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 5.9% to 7.8%.
’ 8.5% 8.6% 5.9%
by SAO, Non Est ° ° ° * The percentage of Felonies increased from 5.7% to 6.0%.

Stet 13.2% | 22.6% | 25.2% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 82.6% to 80.1%.

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ctf  0.0% | 0.0% | 0.7% * Commitments forVOP (FY 2021-2023):

[Dismissed. Closed. Nolle Pros| 29 2% 26.9% | 10.4% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
2% .9% 4%
- : 27.8% (5) to 20.0% (3).

Pending Disposition” 3.8% 3.2% | 19.3%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 2.8% 0.0% 3.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 22.6% | 21.5% | 23.0% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 17.0% | 17.2% | 11.1% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 1.9% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 68 2% | 74.1% | 75.6%
Other™ 0.9% 0.0% 1.5% White 26.7% | 18.1% | 15.9%
Total Formal Complaints 106 93 135 Hispanic/ Other 5. 1% 7.8% 8.5%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 64.0% 59.3% 55.8%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 36.0% | 40.7% | 44.2%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 3.5%| 2.0%| 0.2%
5 7Y IS T
elpl e A 13 12.5% | 12.0% | 14.7%
Community 67.2 45.9 41.5 14 25 4% | 20.4% | 18.7%
Pre-Court 3.4 2.6 15.5 15 14.1% | 25.7% | 23.5%
Probation 54.2 34.7 18.9 16 15.4% | 20.6% | 24.2%
Aftercare 9.6 8.6 7.1 17 21.2% | 10.0% | 16.6%
Committed-Aftercare 4.9 6.6 7.3 18-20 2.9% 1.3% 1.9%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 311 540 579

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

z £ 9 £ "
Offense Type e g o ) S “E‘ e
Includes all offenses —8 B =R Offense Categm‘V" = A==
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) e 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) Y] an =] S ] of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ized S g = g & c o g =
l))‘ original offense) E 5 '5 8 '5 original offense) A 8 -5
Person-to-Person 69.5% 52.9% 66.7% Crime of Violence 7.8% 0.0% 20.0%
Assault (Felony) 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% Felony 6.0% 9.7% 26.7%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 22.7% 35.3% 16.7% - Person-to-Person 1.7% 3.2% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 2.9% 3.2% 6.7%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.4% 0.0% 13.3%
Deadly Weapon 1.0% 2.9% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 3.2% 6.7%
Handgun Violation 1.4% 0.0% 22.2% Misdemeanor 80.1% 90.3% 53.3%
Harassment 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 62.5% 64.5% 40.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 15.4% 16.1% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.3% 3.2% 0.0%
Murder 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.9% 6.5% 13.3%
Other Person” 40.2% 11.8% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.6% 0.0% 5.6% Citations 4.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .4—2/0 2.9:/0 22.22A) CINS 1.2% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 18.1% 20.6% 5.6% -
Total Complaints/ 579 37 15
Arson 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 4.7% 2.6% 4.1%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.3% 5.9% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 3.4% 8.8% 0.0%
Other Property” 350 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.8% 2.9% 5.6% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 6.0% 2.9% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.4% 2.9% 11.1% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 11.1% 5 400
Narcotics (CDS_Misd. ) 0.6% 2.9% 0.0% = 300
Citations 3.3% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 108 ——) _-__._ | |
Possession of Marj. <10g 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plending Prob. S In-State (Out-of { After-
X Deten [Placemt per.' [Private Care?
Traftic Viol. Non-Incarc. 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 45.1 | 56.3 [415.6]118.3 [174.8 [ 266.4 [ 130.0
CINS Offenses 0.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Releases 24 19 33 8 7 2 12
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 7.1% 23.5% 16.7% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.6% 2.9% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 2.2% 11.8% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.4% 0.0% 5.6% 8 ° g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 3.8% 8.8% 11.1% 5 60% . g
Total Offenses 1,385 34 18 S 40%| - § e g
' Alleged offenses ES & N & = ~ : < 2
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending jourt acti(z]rll}; . 20% | o é’ ; § = — &
*The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. g b
Hk lncludis Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable perty ‘ o 0% j s IS
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 3 2 3 6 4 6
O Pending 0 0 4 5 1 9

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Worcester County
203 River St., Snow Hill, MD 21863 (ph) 410-632-0206

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Worcester County population (ages
Adult Court Transfers 0.0% | 1.4% 0.6% 11-17) increased 7.2% (from 3,605 to 3,865).
Citizen 0.9% 2 5% 1.7% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
— * 19.4% of complaints were formaled, while 7.5% were informaled.
Police 98.2% | 93.7% | 96.4% | .« pyake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
Violation of Probation™ 0.9% 2.5% 1.4% * Total complaints decreased 18.5%.
. * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints c p g p p
- P - - 443 365 Jol increased from 16.5% to 19.4%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
## Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case ForwaRDING DEecisions AND CouRT AcTION trend is not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * For Pre-Dispositional DeFention admissions with a completed DRAI,
o " . 100.0% were Moderate risk.
Resolved 75.6% | 70.7%| 73.1% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informaled 7.9% 9.6% 7.5% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 25.9 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 16.5% | 19.7% | 19.4% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 22.1 days.
Total Comp Jaints 443 365 361 . zime from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 118.1
. ays.
Court Action for Formaled Cases * Offénse Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
CRIA' 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 2.2% to 2.5%.
Petition Withdrawn, Denied * The percentage of Felonies increased from 3.8% to 6.6%.
’ 5.5% | 5.6%| 10.0% P g
by SAO, Non Est ° ° ° * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 60.3% to 60.1%.
Stet 15.1% 8.3% 12.9% . CommitmentsforVOP (FY 2021—2023):
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct{  0.0% 0.0% 1.4% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
0, 0,
[Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 30.1% | 36.1% | 25.7% 66.7% (2) to 0.0% (0).
Pending Disposition” 13.7% 5.6% | 14.3%
S—— S conl Tav INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 170 9% 47 FY 2021_2023
Probation 17.8% | 29.2% | 22.9% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 4.1% 8.3% 5.7% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 35.7% | 35.6% | 42.9%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% White 56.2% | 60.8% | 50.1%
Total Formal Complaints 73 72 70 Hispanic/ Other 8.1% 3.6% 6.9%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 72.5% ] 64.7% ] 74.2%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 27.5% 35.3% 25.8%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 0.7%] 1.1%] 0.8%
E R AU MR
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 E 2 5% 7 1% 3 0%
Community 34 25.1 20.8 14 5.6% 9 6% 8 3%
Pre-Court 8.2 10.7 8.3 15 10.4% | 15.9% | 16.3%
Probation 21.6 10.2 9.3 16 27.3% | 24.4% | 26.0%
Aftercare 4.2 4.1 3.2 17 49.0% | 36.4% | 42.1%
Committed-Aftercare 2.1 3.1 1.9 18-20 3.2% 2.7% 3.3%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 443 365 361

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

z 2" z £
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v ED =] S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ized S g & g & ' Z E &

l))‘ original offense) E 5 '5 8 '5 original offense) a 8 '5
Person-to-Person 38.9% 76.2% 75.0% Crime of Violence 2.5% 6.2% 50.0%
Assault (Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% Felony 6.6% 6.2% 50.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 10.6% 23.8% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 1.4% 6.2% 25.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 3.9% 0.0% 25.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.0% 9.5% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.0% 14.3% 0.0% Misdemeanor 60.1% 87.5% 0.0%
Harassment 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 36.3% 75.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 20.8% 12.5% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 21.8% 4.8% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 9.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.8% 4.8% 50.0% Citations 18.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .22/0 4—.8:/0 25 .OZA) CINS 3.0% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.3% 14.3% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 23.6% 19.0% 25.0% -

Total Complaints/ 361 16 4
Arson 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.7% 0.0% 25.0% % of Statewide 2.9% 1.3% 1.1%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.5% 4.8% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 4.4% 4.8% 0.0%
Other Property” YWy 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 8.9% 9.5% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 16.8% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcoho.l Violatio.n 9.2% 0.0% 0.0% 108 _- j— _-_
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 5.2% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt rivate'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 2.3% 0.0% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 125.6| 47.9 [433.5|106.7 | 269.5 0.0 |238.6
CINS Offenses 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases 4 5 9 5 2 0 5
Ordinance Offenses 8.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 8.5% 4 8%, 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 4.5% 4.8% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° e 5
Unspecified Misdemeanor 3.7% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% E S
2 ° o -
Total Offenses 597 21 4 T 40% oL 3 S i S
‘Alleged offenses s - 2 & 2 2
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% NI SN X
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. S <2 g g <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% 29 =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 0 0 1 1 0 2
O Pending 0 0 1 1 2 1

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Re gl on 2 Acting Regional Director: Chris Dulik

Counties of: Caroline, Cecil, Kent, Queen Anne’s, and Talbot
2nd Judicial Circuit

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Region 2 population (ages 11-17)
Adult Court Transfers 1.5% | 0.9% 1.2% increased 0.3% (from 21,147 to 21,205).
Citizen 0.4% 0.0% 0.1% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
- - - * 25.1% of complaints were formaled, while 14.8% were informaled.
Police 95.9% | 97.3% | 98.0% |« jncake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
Violation of Probation™ 2.2% 1.8% 0.7% * Total complaints increased 48.5%.
. * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 464 767 689 P g P P
= < 0, 0,
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers decreased from 25.6% to 25. 1. . . . . .
## Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND CourT ACTION trend s not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
S _ — - 38.9% were High risk, 22.2% were Moderate risk, and 38.9% were
Resolved 60.8% | 63.0% | 60.1% Low risk.
Informaled 13.6% | 10.4% | 14.8% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Authorized Formal Petition 25.6% | 26.6% | 25.1% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 25.0 days.

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 22.6 days.

Total Complaints 464 767 689

- * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 116.2
Court Action for Formaled Cases

days.
CRIA' 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% * Offénse Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
Petition Withdrawn, Denied 84% | 16.2% | 13.3% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 4.6% to 7.8%.

by SAO, Non Est * The percentage of Felonies increased from 5.1% to 6.2%.
Stet 6.7% | 14.7% | 13.9% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 75.0% to 66.5%.
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  1.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% | * Commitments forVOP (FY 2021-2023):

IDismissed. Closed. Nolle Pros| 41.2% | 32.8% | 22.0% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
- : - - - 50.0% (2) to 0.0% (0).

Pending Disposition” 10.1% 8.3% | 19.1%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 3.4% 1.5%| 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 25.2% | 20.6% | 22.5% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 3.4% 5.4% 6.4% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 34.9% | 42.6% | 39.0%
Other™ 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% White 57.8% | 49.7% | 49.3%
Total Formal Complaints 119 204 173 Hispanic/ Other 7.3% 7.7% ) 11.6%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 70.0% ] 66.0% ] 71.7%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 30.0% 34.0% 28.3%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 5A4% | 3.4%| 0.7%
5 X7 LGS EREY
elpl e A 13 99% | 11.6%] 13.1%
Community 73.4 65.9 59.2 14 11.6% | 18.0% | 14.5%
Pre-Court 16.1 19.0 23.7 15 16.6% | 17.9% | 23.8%
Probation 48 4 40.2 29.6 16 20.5% | 20.1% | 23.7%
Aftercare 8.9 6.7 5.8 17 28.7% | 20.2% | 21.5%
Committed-Aftercare 6.9 6.2 4.1 18-20 3.2% 1.6% 1.9%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 464 767 689

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

9 £ n - 2
Offense Type e g o ) S “E‘ e
Includes all offenses —8 B =R Offense Categm‘V" = A==
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ orlguml offense) E 5 Q ) O orlgma] offense) Q 8 '5
Person-to-Person 44.5% 70.2% 31.2% Crime of Violence 7.8% 10.3% 36.4%
Assault (Felony) 2.2% 8.5% 12.5% Felony 6.2% 7.7% 63.6%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 24.6% 36.2% 6.2% - Person-to-Person 1.7% 7.7% 9.1%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 3.3% 0.0% 54.5%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.8% 2.1% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.8% 2.1% 0.0% Misdemeanor 66.5% 82.1% 0.0%
Harassment 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 44.6% 59.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 18.9% 20.5% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 2.5% 2.6% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 10.7% 6.4% 6.2% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.7% 2.1% 0.0% Citations 10.3% 0.0% 0.0%
SCX Offense (Felony) 252/0 64:/0 622/0 CINS 9.1% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.6% 6.4% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 25.5% 19.1% 56.2% -
Total Complaints/ 689 39 11
Arson 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 1.7% 0.0% 37.5% % of Statewide 5.6% 3.2% 3.0%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.8% 0.0% 12.5% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.9% 6.4% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 7.9% 2.1% 0.0%
Other Property” 339 379 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.5% 0.0% 6.2% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 6.6% 8.5% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 3.5% 2.1% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 2.7% 2.1% 0.0% = 300
Citations 10.1% 0.0% 6.2% 200
Alcoho.l Violatio.n 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 108 o _._
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 6.4% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In—Stat(;
. Deten [Placemt] Private
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.8% 0.0% 6.2%
— Av LOS | 26.3 53.5 |421.4] 47.8 |179.9 | 36.8 | 398.5
CINS Offenses 6.3% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases | 18 11 46 3 6 1 7
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 10.1% 8.5% 6.2% lAverage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.0% 2.1% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 6.6% 6.4% 6.2% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% 5 60% - ¥
Total Offenses 1,069 47 16 T 40% § § £ § = E S - 3
'Alleged offenses s N e N © o » =
2Adjl%dicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% S = x — % = :
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. _I < g Ly
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 4 4 4 3 1 2
O Pending 0 2 0 3 2 4

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Caroline County
317 Carter Ave., Suite 105, Denton, MD 21629 (ph) 410-819-6556

COMPLA|NT SOURCE, FY 2021_2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Caroline County population (ages

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 11-17) decreased 0.2% (from 3,097 to 3,091).

Adult Court Transfers 2.6% 0.0% 1.2% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * 25.3% of complaints were formaled, while 6.8% were informaled.
Police” 94.7% | 94.9% | 98.8,| Imakefrends (FY 2021-2023):

* Total complaints increased 113.2%.
Violation of Probation™ 2.6% 5.1% 0.0% * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 76 137 162 decreased from 26.3% to 25.3%.
* Tncludes referrals romSohool Resomree Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
#% Includes only technical violations trend is not presented.
Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND COuRT ACTION * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
Case For‘val'ding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 60.0% were High risk, 20.0% were Moderate risk, and 20.0% were
Resolved 64.5% | 64.2% | 67.9% Low risk.
* Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informaled 9.2% 6.6% 6.8% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 21.5 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 26.3% | 29.2% | 25.3% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 21.6 days.

Total Comp]aints 76 137 162 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 60.9

. days.
Court Action for Formaled Cases s
1 * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
0, 0, 0,
CRIA 0.0% 0.0% 4.9% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 3.6% to 4.3%.

g;téi%l,%i)trl:%‘:twn’ Denied 10.0% | 30.0%| 17.1% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 6.6% to 8.6%.

* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 68.6% to 58.6%.

Stet 0.0% | 10.0%] 26.8% |« Commitments forVOP (FY 2021-2023):

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP did not change from
IDismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 40.0% | 37.5%| 17.1% 0.0% (0) to 0.0% (0).

Pending Disposition” 0.0% 2.5% 4.9%

S—— e AR INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,

ervices Not Ordere .0% 5.0% .0% FY 2021-2023

Probation 35.0% 7.5% | 19.5% .

tted to DIS = 0% _y 0.8% Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Committed to D] .0% .5% .8% Race/Ethnicity

Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 52 6% | 55.5% | 50.0%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 39.5% | 38.7% | 40.1%
Total Formal Complaints 20 40 41 Hispanic/ Other 7.9% >.8% 2.9%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex

Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from

]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 75.0% ] 66.4% ] 67.3%

collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 25.0% 33.6% 32.7%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 9.2%] 0.0%] 0.6%
5 A YA AT
= < - 13 11.8% 6.6% 7.4%
Community 10.2 10.8 7.7 14 11.8% | 16.1% 9.9%,
Pre-Court 1.5 2.2 2.3 15 22.4% | 15.3% | 27.8%
Probation 8.0 6.1 3.7 16 18.4% | 32.8% | 29.6%
Aftercare 0.7 2.5 1.7 17 21.1% | 21.9% | 21.6%
Committed-Aftercare 3.4 0.8 0.9 18-20 1.3% 2.9% 3.1%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 76 137 162

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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DEPARTMENT OF
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 33.5% 75.0% 0.0% Crime of Violence 4.3% 0.0% 25.0%
Assault (Felony) 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% Felony 8.6% 25.0% 75.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 22.3% 50.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 3.7% 25.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 3.1% 0.0% 75.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 58.6% 75.0% 0.0%
Harassment 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 38.3% 75.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 19.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 6.4% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 13.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .62/0 25.0:/0 0.02/0 CINS 14.8% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 27.9% 0.0% 100.0% -
Total Complaints/ 162 8 4
Arson 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 2.4% 0.0% 75.0% % of Statewide 1.3% 0.7% 1.1%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.6% 0.0% 25.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 4.4% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 10.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 0% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS, FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 4.4% 0.0% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 13.5% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100 1 ._
Possession of Marj. <10g 10.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0 Pre-D Plcnding Prob. StaLtC—1 In—Stat(; Afterg
X Deten [Placemt] Oper.' |Private Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 2.0% 0.0% 0.0%
- Av LOS | 24.2 70.4 |520.6| 16.6 | 190.1 | 36.8 3.9
CINS Offenses 10.0% 0.0% 0.0% . — - . T 5 1 1
cleases
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 13.5% 25.0% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l _ 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 8.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor] 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 5 60% -3 < S
S 2 S v =2 -
Total Offenses 251 8 4 T 40% E. S == é- 3 <
' Alleged offenses s Al - -~ i
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% S X N S
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < g S < <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = SE =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 1 1 0 1 1 0
O Pending 0 0 0 1 1 1

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Cecil County

106 E. Main St., Suite 102, Elkton, MD 21921 (ph) 410-996-2800
CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 0.9% 1.2% 1.3%
Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
Police” 95.4% | 96.5% | 97.4%
Violation of Probation™ 3.7% 2.3% 0.9%
Total Complaints 217 259 235

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Cecil County population (ages
11-17) increased 0.2% (from 9,409 to 9,429).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 28.5% of complaints were formaled, while 28.1% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints increased 8.3%.
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
decreased from 28.6% to 28.5%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
42.9% were High risk, 14.3% were Moderate risk, and 42.9% were

Low risk.

Resolved 55.8% | 52.9%| 43.4% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informaled 15.7% | 19.3% | 28.1% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 27.3 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 28.6% | 27.8%| 28.5% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 22.9 days.
Total Complaints 217 750 335 . znne from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 162.1
" ays.
Court Action for Formaled Cases * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
CRIA' 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 3.5% to 8.9%.
Petition Withdrawn, Denied * The percentage of Felonies increased from 5.8% to 7.7%.
’ 9.7% 11.1% 3.0%
by SAO, Non Est ° ° ° * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 84.6% to 76.6%.
Stet 8.1% | 11.1%| 10.4% * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  1.6% 0.0% 0.0% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
0, 0,
[Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 40.3% | 23.6%| 26.9% 66.7% (2) t0 0.0% (9).
Pending Disposition* 16.1% | 18.1% | 38.8%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 3.2% 1.4% | 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 16.1% | 31.9% | 11.9% "
tted to DIS 5% > 8% 5.0% Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to D] .8% .8% .0% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 31.3% | 27.0% | 29.8%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 65.0% | 69.5% | 62.1%
Total Formal Complaints 62 72 67 Hispanic/Other 3.7% 3.5% 8.1%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 69.6% 66.8% 77.0%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 30.4% 33.2% 23.0%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 3.7% | 3.9%| 0.4%
E S BERIA REX S
UL ey ey 13 12.9% | 13.9%| 19.6%
Community 44.7 39.3 30.6 14 13.4% | 19.7% | 14.0%
Pre-Court 8.9 10.6 15.0 15 17.5% | 17.4% | 21.3%
Probation 30.4 26.6 13.5 16 18.0% | 13.9% | 23.0%
Aftercare 5.4 2.1 2.1 17 25.8% | 17.4% | 19.1%
Committed-Aftercare 1.0 3.3 2.3 18-20 5.1% 0.8% 0.9%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 217 259 235

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only youth under

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to

uvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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DEPARTMENT OF
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type 1S g0 . .2 g .S
Includes all offenses —8 = = Offense Categorvn 5= B =
! s all offenses o = = o : ategory - =7
in complaint(s) v ED Q S ] of the Most Serious Offense 2 =l ©
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 50.7% 80.0% 36.4% Crime of Violence 8.9% 25.0% 33.3%
Assault (Felony) 1.8% 20.0% 9.1% Felony 7.7% 0.0% 66.7%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 28.1% 30.0% 9.1% - Person-to-Person 1.7% 0.0% 16.7%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 5.1% 0.0% 50.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.3% 10.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 76.6% 75.0% 0.0%
Harassment 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 54.0% 50.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 20.4% 12.5% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.9% 12.5% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 10.5% 10.0% 9.1% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 1.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 3 .42/0 0.0:/0 9 12/0 CINS 5_1% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 2.1% 10.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 29.4% 10.0% 45.5% -
Total Complaints/ 235 8 6
Arson 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 2.9% 0.0% 27.3% % of Statewide 1.9% 0.7% 1.6%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 2.1% 0.0% 9.1% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 7.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 3% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 91% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 9.4% 10.0% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.8% 10.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.3% 10.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 4.2% 0.0% 9.1% 200 .
- : 100
Alcoho.l Vlolatlo.n 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% O | —— _-_
Possession of Mar]. <10g 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt rivate'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 2.1% 0.0% 9.1%
— Av LOS | 40.6 | 48.8 [595.0(110.2 [ 227.0 | 0.0 |463.4
CINS Offenses 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases 7 5 19 1 2 0 3
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 10.5% 0.0% 9.1% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEASES*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 7.6% 0.0% 9.1% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° )
Unspecified Misdemeanor] 2 4% 0.0% 0.0% S 0% = -
o ° = o ) °
Total Offenses 381 10 11 T 40% [ = ° 3 e o= 8 % 2
' Alleged offenses s :: 54 : ;: 54 2
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% X — — X — X
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < < g
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 2 1 1 1 0 2
O Pending 0 1 0 2 1 1

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Kent County

120 Broadway, Suite 9, Centreville, MD 21617 (ph) 410-819-4180
CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Kent County population (ages
Adult Court Transfers 0.0% | 1.1% 0.0% 11-17) decreased 4.8% (from 1,538 to 1,464).

Citizen 3.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

* 25.4% of complaints were formaled, while 4.8% were informaled.

Police” 97.0% | 98.9% | 98.4% |« jurake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

Violation of Probation™ 0.0% 0.0% 1.6% * Total complaints increased 90.9%.

Total Complaints 33 58 63 * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers increased from 15.2% to 25.4%.
## Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND CourT ACTION trend is not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

* There were no Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions.

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
* Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Resolved 72.7% | 71.6%| 69.8% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 15.2 days.
Informaled 12.1% 3.4% 4.8% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 26.3 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 15.2% | 25.0% | 25.4% * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 65.4

Total Complaints 33 88 63 days.
* Offénse Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

* The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 8.0% to 6.3%.

Court Action for Formaled Cases

CRIA' 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 3.4% to 4.8%.
Petition Withdrawn, Denied 20.0% | 31.8% | 18.8% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 62.5% to 47.6%.
by SAO, Non Est * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):

Stet 40.0% 9.1% | 12.5% * There were no commitments resulting from VOP in cither year.

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 40.0% | 40.9% | 18.8%

Pending Disposition” 0.0% 9.1% | 0.0%
S—— TARYARYY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 0% 0% 0% FY 2021_2023
Probation 0.0% 9.1% | 50.0% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 30.3% | 54.5% | 44.4%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 57.6% | 33.0% | 39.7%
TOtaIFOHIMZ Comp]aints 5 22 16 Hlspanlc/Other 121% 125% 159%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 54.5% ] 61.4% ] 49.2%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 45.5% 38.6% 50.8%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under O.1% | 5.7%| 1.6%
5 ST T T
elpl e A 13 91% | 22.7% | 7.9%
Community 2.6 0.8 3.6 14 15.2% | 28.4% | 17.5%
Pre-Court 1.5 0.8 1.0 15 21.2% | 14.8% | 20.6%
Probation 0.5 0.0 2.5 16 12.1% | 12.5% | 20.6%
Aftercare 0.7 0.0 0.0 17 33.3% 9.1% | 30.2%
Committed-Aftercare 0.0 0.0 0.0 18-20 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 33 88 63

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFFENSE TYPE OFreNsSE CATEGORY, FY 2023
E £z 2 £z
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ed S « ;'_' E (%' c % E %

l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 6 '5 8 E original offense) 5 8 E
Person-to-Person 43.2% 62.5% 0.0% Crime of Violence 6.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Assault (Felony) 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% Felony 4.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 19.3% 50.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 4.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 2.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 47.6% 100.0% 0.0%
Harassment 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 25.4% 62.5% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 20.6% 37.5% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 17.0% 12.5% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 30.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 0.0Z/O 0.0:/0 0.02/0 CINS 11_1% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 19.3% 37.5% 0.0% -

Total Complaints/ 63 8 0
Arson 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 0.5% 0.7% 0.0%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 5.7% 37.5% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 3.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” T 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 23.9% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 18.2% 0.0% 0.0% 100 |
Possession of Marj. <10g 5.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0 Pre-D Plcnding Prob. StaLtC—1 In—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt] Oper.' |Private'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
n Average LOS | 27.9 | 0.0 [1325] 00 | 00 | 0.0 | 0.0
CINS Offenses 8.0% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 4.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 4.5% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° S
Unspecified Misdemeanor 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% g
Total Offenses 88 8 0 T 40%
' Alleged offenses s
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% SO LT SN S SIS I
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. S S S <2 <2 < S < S <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% Sa= S S = = SHR= SE
’ 0-3 410 | 11-24 | 25-39 | 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 0 0 0 1 0 0
O Pending 0 0 0 0 0 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Queen Anne’s County
120 Broadway, Suite 9, Centreville, MD 21617 (ph) 410-819-4180

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

v i 9 2 2

CoiglbriGionase: BRI 2022 02 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Queen Anne's County population
Adult Court Transfers 5.3% 1.5% 0.0% (ages 11-17) increased 0.1% (from 4,458 to 4,460).

Citizen 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Police” 93.0% | 97.8% | 100.0% * 21.7% of complaints were formaled, while 17.4% were informaled.

* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

Violation of Probation™ 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% * Total complaints increased 61.4%.

Total Complaints 57 137 92 * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers decreased from 28.1% to 21.7%.
#* Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case FORWARDING DEecisions AND COuRT ACTION trend is not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 ¢ For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

o .
Resolved 54.4% | 70.1% | 60.9% 100.0% were Moderate risk.
B Tod 5 5 5 * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informale 17.5% 7.3%] 17.4% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 21.2 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 28 1% | 22.6% | 21.7% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 22.1 days.

Total Complaints 57 137 92 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 84.0

days.
* Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 0.7% to 10.9%.
6.2% | 19.4%| 10.0% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 0.7% to 5.4%.

Court Action for Formaled Cases

CRIA' 0.0% 0.0% | 10.0%

Petition Withdrawn, Denied
by SAO, Non Est

* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 75.2% to 72.8%.

Stet 0.0% | 29.0%] 15.0% | . Commitments forVOP (FY 2021-2023):
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  6.2% 0.0% 0.0% * There were no commitments resulting from VOP in either year.
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 31.2% | 35.5% | 25.0%
Pending Disposition” 6.2% 0.0% | 15.0%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 50.0% 6.5% | 25.0% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to D]JS 0.0% 6.5% 0.0% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 35.1% | 38.7% | 39.1%
Other™ 0.0% 3.2% 0.0% White 59.6% | 49.6% | 46.7%
TOtaIFOHIMZ Comp]aints 16 31 20 Hlspanlc/Other 53% 117% 14‘1%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 73.7% ] 73.0%] 79.3%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 26.3% 27.0% 20.7%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 1.8%] 1.5%] 0.0%
¥ R AR
S i A 3 53% | 7.3%]| 17.4%
Community 8.5 7.5 9.3 14 53%| 12.4% ] 22.8%
Pre-Court 2.8 2.6 4.0 15 12.3% | 18.2% | 20.7%
Probation 4.2 3.0 3.7 16 29.8% | 27.7% | 18.5%
Aftercare 1.6 1.9 1.6 17 40.4% | 27.0% | 18.5%
Committed-Aftercare 1.4 0.9 0.0 18-20 0.0% 2.9% 2.2%
* Average daily active cases Total Comp]aim:s 57 137 92

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

z £ 9 £ "
Offense Type e g o . ke g e
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO i ed 8 < :'T g % : % g %

l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 '5 8 E original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 57.4% 66.7% 0.0% Crime of Violence 10.9% 20.0% 0.0%
Assault (Felony) 3.2% 11.1% 0.0% Felony 5.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 31.6% 33.3% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 3.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 2.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 72.8% 80.0% 0.0%
Harassment 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 60.9% 80.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 12.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 18.1% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 1.9% 11.1% 0.0% Citations 6.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 0.62/0 0.0:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 4.3% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.9% 11.1% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 22.6% 11.1% 0.0% -

Total Complaints/ 92 5 0
Arson 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 0.7% 0.4% 0.0%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 8.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 3% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 5.8% 11.1% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 4.5% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 5.8% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100 .
Possession of Marj. <10g 4.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0 Pre-D Plcnding Prob. OStaLtC—1 ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
. Deten |[Placemt] per.' |Private'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.3% 0.0% 0.0%
— Avi LOS| 2.4 0.0 [197.4] 0.0 0.0 0.0 |575.0
CINS Offenses 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases 1 0 5 0 0 0 2
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 7.1% 22.2% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.3% 11.1% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 5.8% 11.1% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% §
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% § 60%
Total Offenses 155 9 0 T 40%
' Alleged offenses s
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% ° LT SN X S I
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < S <2 <2 e < S < S <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = S S = oo SER= SE
’ 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 1 0 0 1 0 0
O Pending 0 0 0 0 0 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Talbot County

301 Bay St., Suite 201, Easton, MD 21601 (ph) 410-822-5010

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Talbot County population (ages
Adult Court Transfers 0.0% 0.7% ) 2% 11-17) increased 4.3% (from 2,646 to 2,760).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * 21.2% of complaints were formaled, while 4.4% were informaled.
Police” 100.0% | 99.3% | 96.4% | * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

Violation of Probation™ 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% " Total complaints increased 69.1%1 . o

* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition

Total Complaints 81 146 137 increased from 19.8% to 21.2%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 20.0% were High risk, 20.0% were Moderate risk, and 60.0% were
Resolved 70.4% | 67.8% | 74.5% Low risk.
Informaled 9 .99, 5.59% 4 .49, * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 32.4 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 19.8% | 26.7% | 21.2%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 21.6 days.
Total Complaints 81 146 137 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 78 .4

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 349 * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 8.9% to 8.8%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 0.0% 0.0% | 31.0% * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 7.5% to 2.2%.

Stet 6.2% | 17.9% 3 49, * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 71.2% to 62.8%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
¢ There were no commitments resulting from VOP in either year.

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 56.2% | 38.5% | 17.2%

Pending Disposition” 6.2% 2.6%| 6.9%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 31.2% | 30.8% | 34.5% .
- Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 0.0% [ 10.3% | 3.4% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 29 6% | 54.8% | 39.4%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 54.3% | 34.9% | 44.5%
TOtaIFOHIMZ Comp]aints 16 39 29 Hlspanlc/Other 160% 103% 161%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofi}firc;al d(;ta Male 70.4% ] 60.3% ] 73.0%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 29.6% 39.7% 27.0%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 7.4% | 6.2%| 1.5%
12 6.2% 4.1% 0.7%
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 3 379, 96% 3 0%
Community 7.3 7.5 7.9 14 9.9% [ 15.8% [ 13.9%
Pre-Court 1.4 2.8 1.4 15 9.9% | 22.6% | 27.0%
Probation 5.4 4.5 6.0 16 25.9% | 16.4% | 22.6%
Aftercare 0.6 0.2 0.5 17 33.3% | 24.0% | 23.4%
Committed-Aftercare 1.0 1.2 1.0 18-20 3.7% 1.4% 2.9%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 81 146 137

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type e g0 ) ° “E‘ .S
Includes all offenses —8 B =R Offense Categm‘V" = A==
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ized S g & g & ' Z E &

l))‘ orlguml offense) E 5 '5 8 '5 origina] offense) Q 8 '5
Person-to-Person 37.1% 66.7% 100.0% Crime of Violence 8.8% 10.0% 100.0%
Assault (Felony) 2.6% 8.3% 100.0% Felony 2.2% 10.0% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 17.5% 25.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 1.5% 10.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.0% 8.3% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 62.8% 80.0% 0.0%
Harassment 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 33.6% 40.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 19.0% 40.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 10.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 7.7% 8.3% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 14.6% 0.0% 0.0%
SCX Offense (Felony) 4-62/0 83:/0 OOZ/O CINS 11.7% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 3.1% 8.3% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 20.1% 33.3% 0.0% -

Total Complaints/ 137 10 i
Arson 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 1.1% 0.8% 0.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/Break (MISd) 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 6.7% 8.3% 0.0%
Other Property” 3% 839 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 6.2% 16.7% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 9.3% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 8.8% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 14.4% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 108 — [ |
Possession of Marj. <10g 11.9% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. OStaLtC—1 ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
. Deten |[Placemt] per.' |Private'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 2.1% 0.0% 0.0%
e Av LOS| 124 | 44.4 [215.0f 0.0 122.5 0.0 |245.2
CINS Offenses 9.3% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases 5 3 13 0 2 0 1
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 9.8% 0.0% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] ~ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLeases*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 4.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 20 - £
Unspecified Felony 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° ) pad g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 4.6% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% § < -
Total Offenses 194 12 1 T 40% -
' Alleged offenses s
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% SO < SO IS N
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. S < < S < S <2 <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% SE) = 2 O S o =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Pre-D 0 2 3 0 0 0
O Pending 0 1 0 0 0 2

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Region 3 chional Director: Celena Falline

Counties of: Baltimore and Harford

3rd Judicial Circuit

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Region 3 population (ages 11-17)
i d5.8% (from 94,411 to 99,897).
Adult Court Transfers 3.1% | 2.5% | 3.0% ncreased 3.8% (from ¢ )
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * 38.1% of complaints were formaled, while 6.6% were informaled.
Police” 93.4% | 94.6% | 94.3%| * IniakeTrends (FY 2021-2023);
. s * Total complaints increased 68.0%.
Violation of Probation 3.5% 2.9% 2.7% . . o
- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 1,583 2,534 2,660 decreased from 43.4% to 38.1%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 21.6% were High risk, 40.5% were Moderate risk, and 37.8% were
Resolved 48.6% | 63.3% | 55.3% Low risk.
Informaled 8.0% 6.0% 6.6% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 35.8 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 43.4% | 30.7% | 38.1%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 19.4 days.
Total Complaints 1,583 2,534 2,660 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 96.4

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.1% 0.6% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 13.9% to 12.0%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 5.5% 4.6% 6.9% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 9.3% to 17.4%.

Stet 13.5% | 18.1% | 19.2% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 74.7% to 68.8%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.4% 0.1% 0.0%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 19.1% | 22.8% | 13.9% 8.9% (9) to 27.1% (13).
Pending Disposition* 5.8% 6.3% | 25.1%
S—— EARTCAREY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere .3% .5% 2% FY 2021-2023
Probation 38.1% | 36.8% | 28.2% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 14.7% 8.9% 4.7% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.1% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 70.8% | 70.2% | 73.2%
Other™ 1.3% 1.8% 1.2% White 24.6% | 22.7% | 18.9%
Total Formal Complaints 687 778 1,013 Hispanic/Other 4.6% 7.1% 7.8%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 74.9% ] 71.6%] 69.3%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 25.1% 28.4% 30.7%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 3.0%] 46%] 0.3%
5 e W K
- - - 13 7.4% | 10.0% 8.7%
Community 306 242.7 222.2 14 18.6% | 14.7% | 17.7%
Pre-Court 35.6 45.6 44.2 15 18.5% | 19.7% | 25.2%
Probation 217.7 158 143.4 16 19.6% | 21.5% | 25.1%
Aftercare 52.7 39 34.5 17 25.3% | 20.4% | 19.2%
Committed-Aftercare 16.3 21.1 17.4 18-20 3.0% 3.4% 3.3%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 1,583 2,534 2,660

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2

Dispositions®

2

Dispositions®

2

Dispositions™

Offense Type "
Offense Category”

Includes all offenses
in cumplaint(s)
(VO ed

lw)' original offense)

of the Most Serious Offense

original offense)

Charges !
Commitment
Commitment
o 0n0 )
Dispositions”

]
-4
(<]
)
=]
Ll
4

Person-to-Person 1.9% 41.8% 63.9% Crime of Violence 12.0% 15.7% 70.8%
Assault (Felony) 2.9% 3.0% 14.8% Felony 17.4% 18.2% 22.9%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 20.4% 16.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 1.2% 3.1% 2.1%
Carjacking 1.3% 3.0% 23.0% - Property 13.9% 12.6% 14.6%
Child Abuse 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 2.1% 2.1% 4.2%
Deadly Weapon 2.1% 1.5% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.1% 0.3% 2.1%
Handgun Violation 2.7% 5.0% 14.8% Misdemeanor 68.8% 65.7% 6.2%
Harassment 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 40.9% 30.1% 6.2%
Kidnapping 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 25.7% 30.4% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% - Drugs 1.4% 2.8% 0.0%
Murder 0.2% 0.0% 1.6% - Unspecified 0.9% 2.4% 0.0%
Other Person” 5.4% 3.6% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 3.7% 6.2% 6.6% Citations 1.7% 0.3% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .62/0 2.7:/0 3.3ZA) CINS 0.0% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.2% 0.6% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 46.0% 47.2% 29.5% Total Complaints/
Arson 1.0% 0.6% 0.0% Dispositions 2,660 286 48
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 8.6% 7.7% 11.5% % of Statewide 21.5% 23.8% 13.2%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.7% 1.8% 9.8% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 4.5% 4.5% 1.6% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 7.7% 5.0% 1.6%
Other Property” 1% 03% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 4.6% 5 6% 3.3% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 13.8% 21.7% 1.6% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 3.8% 4.7% 3.3% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.6% 1.8% 3.3% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 2.2% 3.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 1.6% 0.9% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 108 - _-__._._
Possession of Mar]. <10§Z 0.9% 0.3% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In—Stat(;
. Deten [Placemt] Private
Iraffic Viol. Non-Incare. 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 22.4 | 64.1 |375.3] 137.9 | 181.2 [ 173.0 | 315.7
CINS Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
- Releases | 86 33 174 20 13 1 33
Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 6.6% 5.3% 3.3% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.3% 1.5% 1.6% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 3.8% 2.1% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% 3
Unspecified Felony 0.2% 0.0% 1.6% 8 ° E
Unspecified Misdemeanor 2.3% 1.8% 0.0% 5 60% - >
Total Offenses 4,409 337 61 T 40% = £ £ 2 =
' Alleged offenses s & N N ) e X &
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% == X — 80 ; =
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. e g bt}
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 10 19 14 5 10
O Pending 2 0 10 3 18

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Baltimore County

431 Eastern Blvd., Ste. 100, Essex, MD 21221 (ph) 410-780-1200; 1 Rolling Cross Road, Catonsville, MD 21228 (ph) 443-341-1200;
9700 Old Harford Road, Bldg 22, Parkville, MD 21234 (ph) 410-663-7695

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 3.4% 2.7% 2.7%
Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Police” 93.0% | 94.4% | 94.4%
Violation of Probation™ 3.6% 2.9% 2.9%
Total Complaints 1,347 2,233 2,375

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Baltimore County population (ages
11-17) increased 6.3% (from 71,659 to 76,208).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 37.4% of complaints were formaled, while 6.4% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints increased 76.3%.
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition decreased
from 43.0% to 37.4%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
24.6% were High risk, 35.4% were Moderate risk, and 40.0% were

Resolved 49.1% | 64.9% | 56.2% Low risk.
Informaled 7.9% 5.6% 6.4% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Authorized Formal Petition 43.0% | 29.5%| 37.4% . T?mc from .offcnsc to intake referral date was '32.2 dzfy.&
* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 19.5 days.
Total Complaints 1,347 2,233 2,375 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 81.7
Court Action for Formaled Cases days.
CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 14.2% to 11.9%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 6.0% 4.6% 6.2% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 8.7% to 17.6%.
Stet 15.9% | 21.4%| 21.8% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 75.5% to 69.1%.
. - * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.5% 0.0% | 0.0% Th . L )
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 18.8% | 22.0% | 14.6% 11.6% (8) to 32.4% (12).
Pending Disposition* 5.9% 6.4% | 24.8%
S—— EARYAREY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 2% .60 .20 FY 2021_2023
Probation 39.2% | 35.7% | 27.5% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 11.9% 8.5% 4.2% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 72 6% | 71.8% | 75.8%
Other™ 0.5% 0.9% 0.7% White 23.2% | 20.9% | 17.6%
Total Formal Complaints 579 659 888 Hispanic/Other 4.2% 7.3% 6.6%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 74.3% 70.8% 68.7%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 25.7% 29.2% 31.3%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 2.6% | 4.5%| 0.3%
E A MURS MR
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 E 7 8% | 10.4% 9%
Community 241.3 203.3 183.0 14 18.3% | 14.9% | 18.1%
Pre-Court 30.6 40.2 36.9 15 18.1% | 20.0% | 25.6%
Probation 178 .4 132.7 118.9 16 20.3% | 21.3% | 24.1%
Aftercare 32.3 30.4 27.1 17 25.5% | 20.1% | 19.0%
Committed-Aftercare 12.2 16.0 11.7 18-20 2.6% 3.2% 3.3%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 1,347 2,233 2,375

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only you

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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DEPARTMENT OF
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 40.0% 39.9% 66.0% Crime of Violence 11.9% 17.2% 75.7%
Assault (Felony) 2.5% 2.4% 12.8% Felony 17.6% 16.8% 18.9%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 19.4% 13.7% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 0.9% 2.5% 2.7%
Carjacking 1.4% 3.4% 29.8% - Property 14.6% 11.9% 13.5%
Child Abuse 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.9% 2.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 2.1% 1.4% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.1% 0.4% 2.7%
Handgun Violation 2.7% 5.5% 14.9% Misdemeanor 69.1% 65.6% 5.4%
Harassment 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 40.0% 27.9% 5.4%
Kidnapping 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 26.9% 33.6% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% - Drugs 1.2% 1.6% 0.0%
Murder 0.3% 0.0% 2.1% - Unspecified 1.0% 2.5% 0.0%
Other Person” 5.1% 3.1% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 3.8% 1.2% 4.3% Citations 1.5% 0.4% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .32/0 2. 1:/0 2. 1ZA) CINS 0.0% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.1% 0.7% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 48.5% 49.8% 31.9% Total Complaints/
Arson 1.0% 0.7% 0.0% Dispositions 2,375 244 37
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 9.1% 7.9% 10.6% % of Statewide 19.2% 20.3% 10.1%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.8% 2.1% 12.8% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 4.9% 5.2% 2.1% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 7.8% 5.2% 2.1%
Other Property” YRR 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 5 0% 52% 2 1% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 14.8% 23.7% 2.1% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 3.1% 3.8% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.4% 1.7% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.7% 2.1% 0.0% = 300
Citations 1.4% 1.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100 1 _-__._._
Possession of Marj. <10g 0.8% 0.3% 0.0% 0 Pre-D [Pending| Prob. In—Stat(%
- 5 o 5 Deten |Placemt] Private
Iraffic Viol. Non-Incare. 0.6% 0. 7% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 21.8 | 66.5 |377.8] 143.5 | 165.1 | 173.0 | 272.6
CINS Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
= Releases | 74 26 148 14 12 1 27
Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 6.7% 5.5% 2.1% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.3% 1.7% 2.1% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 3.8% 2.1% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% -
Unspecified Felony 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° =
Unspecified Misdemeanor 2.5% 1.7% 0.0% § 60% - =
Total Offenses 3,948 291 47 T 40% = g 2 2 .
' Alleged offenses s & S 8 4 = e X g
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% 2N X - S S
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. L g [
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 10 15 11 4 8
O Pending 2 0 7 2 15

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Harford County

2 South Bond Street, Bel Air, MD 21014 (ph) 410-836-4680
CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 1.3% 1.0% 6.0%
Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Police” 95.3% | 96.0% | 93.0%
Violation of Probation™ 3.4% 3.0% 1.1%
Total Complaints 236 301 285

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Harford County population (ages
11-17) increased 4.1% (from 22,752 to 23,689).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 43.9% of complaints were formaled, while 8.1% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints increased 20.8%.
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
decreased from 45.8% to 43.9%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
77.8% were Moderate risk and 22.2% were Low risk.

Resolved 46.2% | 51.2% | 48.1% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informaled 8.1% 9.3% 8.1% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 65.0 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 45 8% | 3959 | 43.9% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 18.6 days.
- - - * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 143.3
Total Complaints 236 301 285 days.
Court Action for Formaled Cases * Offense Categor)/for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
CRIA! 0.0% 0.8% 4.8% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 12.3% to 13.0%.
Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Felonies increased from 14.0% to 16.5%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 2.8% 5.0% | 12.0% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 68.8% to 67.0%.
Stet 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% ° Commitmentsfor VOP (FY 2021-2023):
— . - S 5 5 * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.8% | 0.0% 3.1% (1) 10 9.1% (1),
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 20.4% | 26.9% 8.8%
Pending Disposition” 5.6% 5.9% | 27.2%
S—— TARTARYY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 970 0% .0%0 FY 2021_2023
Probation 32.4% | 42.9%| 33.6% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 29.6% | 10.9% 8.8% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.9% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 60.6% | 58.1% | 51.9%
Other™ 5.6% 6.7% 4.8% White 32.6% | 35.9% | 30.2%
Total Formal Complaints 108 119 125 Hispanic/Other 6.8% 6.0% | 17.9%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofi}firc;al d(;ta Male 78.4% 77.4% 74. 7%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 21.6% 22.6% 25.3%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 5.1%1 5.3%| 0.4%
E R T
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 E 5 1% 3% 7.9%
Community 64.7 39.4 39.2 14 19.9% | 13.0% | 13.7%
Pre-Court 5.1 5.5 7.3 15 20.8% | 16.9% | 21.8%
Probation 39.2 25.3 24.5 16 15.7% | 23.3% | 33.3%
Aftercare 20.4 8.6 7.4 17 24.2% | 23.3% | 21.1%
Committed-Aftercare 4.1 5.1 5.7 18-20 5.5% 4.7% 3.9%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 236 301 285

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only you

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

2 B 2 | 272
Offense Type S g o . S g ©
Includes all offenses —8 B =R Offense Categorvn = A=~
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v ED Q S ] of the Most Serious Offense Qo =l ©
(VO ized S g & g & ' Z E &

l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 '5 8 E original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 57.5% 54.3% 57.1% Crime of Violence 13.0% 7.1% 54.5%
Assault (Felony) 5.9% 6.5% 21.4% Felony 16.5% 26.2% 36.4%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 28.9% 30.4% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 3.9% 7.1% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 8.4% 16.7% 18.2%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 4.2% 2.4% 18.2%
Deadly Weapon 2.4% 2.2% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 2.8% 2.2% 14.3% Misdemeanor 67.0% 66.7% 9.1%
Harassment 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 48.4% 42.9% 9.1%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 15.4% 11.9% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 3.2% 9.5% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 2.4% 0.0%
Other Person” 7.8% 6.5% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 2.8% 0.0% 14.3% Citations 3.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 4—.32/0 6.5:/0 7. 1ZA) CINS 0.0% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) L.7% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 24.3% 30.4% 21.4% -

Total Complaints/ 285 42 11
Arson 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 3.9% 6.5% 14.3% % of Statewide 2.3% 3.5% 3.0%
Burglary/Break (FCIOHY) 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 6.9% 4.3% 0.0%
Other Property” 339 359 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 2.0% 8.7% 7 1% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 5.2% 8.7% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 9.1% 10.9% 14.3% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 2.8% 2.2% 14.3% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 6.3% 8.7% 0.0% = 300
Citations 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 200
; : 0 0 0 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0 e _-_
Possession of Marj. <10g 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt rivate'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.1% 0.0% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 26.2 55.3 |361.1]124.8 1373.9 | 0.0 |509.9
CINS Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases | 12 7 26 6 1 0 6
Ordinance Offenses 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 5.9% 4 .39, 7.1% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH DetentioN LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLeAsEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 3.9% 2.2% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.2% 0.0% 7.1% 8 ° - -
Unspecified Misdemeanor] 1.1% 2 2% 0.0% 5 60% .3 2
Total Offenses 461 46 14 T 40%[ é = © € =
' Alleged offenses 2 : - X : :
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% | = 2 T X i =
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. j < S < < e
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = SE= =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 2 0 4 3 1
O Pending 0 0 0 3 1 3

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Re glon 4 Regional Director: Derek Getic

Counties of: Allegany, Garrett, and Washington
4th Judicial Circuit

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Region 4 population (ages 11-17)
d d1.0% (from 20,931 to 20,721).
Adult Court Transfers 0.6%| 1.1% | 1.2% screasec 1.0% (from . )
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 3.5% 14.1% 12.9% * 26.0% of complaints were formaled, while 16.3% were informaled.
Police” 93.1% | 82.0% | 85.8%| * IniakeTrends (FY 2021-2023);
. s * Total complaints increased 26.0%.
Violation of Probation 2.7% 2.9% 0.1% ) ) -
- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 620 760 781 decreased from 31.0% to 26.0%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

trend is not presented.

Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND COuRT ACTION
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023 ( )

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 30.0% were High risk, 25.0% were Moderate risk, and 45.0% were
Resolved 58.2% | 57.1% | 57.7% Low risk.
Informaled 10.8% | 18.4%| 16.3% [ * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 30.7 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 31.0% | 24.5% | 26.0%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 19.2 days.
Total Complaints 620 760 781 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 109.8

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 2.2% 2.0% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 4.6% to 7.3%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 32.3% | 15.1% | 30.0% * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 4.7% to 4.6%.

Stet 1.6% 5 99, 4,99 * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 78.9% to 70.4%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 22.9% | 27.4% | 30.0% 5.6% (2) to 0.0% (0).
Pending Disposition” 2.1% 3.2% | 13.3%
S—— YRR INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,

ervices Not Ordere .0% .6% 5% FY 2021-2023

Probation 22.4% | 36.0% | 17.7% .

ted 0 D 18.8% 3 1% Y Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Committed to DJS .8% 1% .5% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 33.2% | 37.5% | 37.0%
Other™ 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% White 65.0% | 58.4% | 57.6%
Total Formal Complaints 192 186 203 Hispanic/ Other 1.8% 4.1% 5. 4%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex

Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from

]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 65.3%] 61.2%] 64.1%

collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 34.7% 38.8% 35.9%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 0.8% ] 64%] 2.8%
5 Y I MR
- - - 13 11.0% | 15.9% | 13.8%
Community 97.7 95.5 82.5 14 15.8% | 20.4% | 22.2%
Pre-Court 16.8 29.8 31.6 15 17.1% | 15.7% | 19.8%
Probation 58.7 47.2 38.6 16 16.5% | 18.0% | 23.8%
Aftercare 22.1 18.6 12.3 17 18.5% | 13.7% | 14.3%
Committed-Aftercare 15.6 12.9 7.2 18-20 1.6% 1.6% 0.9%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 620 760 781

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFFENSE TYPE OFreNsSE CATEGORY, FY 2023
E £z 2 B
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
(VO ed S « ;'_' E (%' c 7 E %
by original offense) E 6 '5 8 '5 original offense) '5 8 '5
Person-to-Person 50.7% 56.8% 100.0% Crime of Violence 7.3% 8.3%
Assault (Felony) 2.1% 2.3% 0.0% Felony 4.6% 8.3% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 24.4% 31.8% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 2.4% 5.6% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 1.4% 2.8% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.3% 0.0% 33.3% Misdemeanor 70.4% 83.3% 66.7%
Harassment 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 48.8% 63.9% 66.7%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 17.8% 5.6% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 2.8% 13.9% 0.0%
Other Person” 17.2% 15.9% 33.3% Ordinance Offenses 1.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.9% 2.3% 33.3% Citations 3.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .92/0 4.5:/0 0.02/0 CINS 13_4% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 23.4% 22.7% 0.0% -
Total Complaints/ 781 36 3
Arson 0.7% 6.8% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 6.3% 3.0% 0.8%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 7.4% 6.8% 0.0%
Other Property” 350 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 1.4% 4.5% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 7.2% 4.5% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 4.3% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100 B _-_
Possession of Marj. <10g 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0 Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt [Private'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
— Av LOS| 14.6 | 81.3 [448.5|110.5 | 222.5 0.0 |263.5
CINS Offenses 8.5% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
: Releases | 23 9 51 8 9 0 14
Ordinance Offenses 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 8.8% 20.5% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.1% 6.8% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 2.3% 9.1% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 200 S
Unspecified Felony 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° g g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 6.1% 4.5% 0.0% § 60% [
Total Offenses 1,276 44 3 T 40% - S
' Alleged offenses s I é N ©
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% = X = = 5 =
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < < .J_‘ < ‘_’ <+
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = = 2
0 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Pre-D 4 3 0 1
O Pending 0 1 2 6

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on
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run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Allegany County

1 James Day Dr., Cumberland, MD 21502 (ph) 301-722-1600
CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 0.0% 0.4% 1.2%
Citizen 3.1% 4.4% 3.7%
Police” 95.9% | 94.9% | 95.1%
Violation of Probation™ 1.0% 0.4% 0.0%
Total Complaints 290 274 246

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Allegany County population (ages
11-17) decreased 8.6% (from 5,655 to 5,168).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 21.1% of complaints were formaled, while 13.4% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints decreased 15.2%.
¢ The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
decreased from 28.6% to 21.1%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
100.0% were Moderate risk.
* Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

Resolved 66.9% | 57.7% | 65.4%
) " . * Time from offense to intake referral date was 11.6 days.
Informaled 4.5% 18.6% | 13.4% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 17.9 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 28.6% | 23.7% | 21.1% * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 89.5
Total Complaints 290 274 246 days.
Court Action for Formaled Cases * Qffense Category for Intake _Cases (FY .2022720_23)"
, . . . * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 5.1% to 7.7%.
CRIA 0.0% 4.6% 3.8% * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 5.8% to 5.3%.
Pectition Withdrawn, Denied 10.8% | 13.8% | 21.2% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 76.6% to 70.7%.
by SAO, Non Est ,
* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
Stet 0.0% 1.5% ] 13.5% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% 8.7% (2) to 0.0% (0).
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 33.7% | 10.8% | 40.4%
Pending Disposition* 1.2% 0.0% 5.8%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 26.5% | 60.0% | 13.5% "
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 27.7% 9.2% 1.9% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 25.9% | 24.5% | 26.0%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 73.8% | 72.3% | 69.5%
Total Formal Complaints 83 65 52 Hispanic/Other 0.3% 3.3% 4.5%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 55.2% 59.1% 58.1%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 44 8% 40.9% 41.9%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
Average CaseLoaD®, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 14.8% 1 10.6%] 0.8%
E IOV IER A
UL ey ey 13 10.7% | 13.5% | 17.5%
Community 47.7 47.2 38.5 14 14.8% | 23.7% | 23.6%
Pre-Court 2.5 9.6 7.6 15 20.3% | 16.8% | 21.1%
Probation 35.4 29.2 24.5 16 14.5% | 16.1% | 18.7%
Aftercare 9.8 8.4 6.4 17 11.4% | 10.2% | 13.8%
Committed-Aftercare 9.2 8.7 5.1 18-20 0.7% 0.7% 0.0%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 290 274 246

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
under juvenile court jurisdiction.

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only you
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) e 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 61.8% 71.4% 100.0% Crime of Violence 7.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Assault (Felony) 4.5% 0.0% 0.0% Felony 5.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 29.9% 28.6% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 2.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 2.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.7% 0.0% 100.0% Misdemeanor 70.7% 100.0% 100.0%
Harassment 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 54.9% 71.4% 100.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 10.6% 14.3% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 4.9% 14.3% 0.0%
Other Person” 19.7% 42.9% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 3.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .52/0 0.0:/0 0.02/0 CINS 12.6% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 14.2% 14.3% 0.0% -
Total Complaints/ 246 7 i
Arson 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 2.0% 0.6% 0.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 5.0% 14.3% 0.0%
Other Property” 550 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 5.0% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 100 i 1 |
Possession of Marj. <10g 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0 Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt [Private'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 25.0 | 93.5 [375.3|120.4 | 285.6 | 0.0 |240.0
CINS Offenses 8.7% 0.0% 0.0% BAverage
- Releases 1 7 30 3 6 0 7
Ordinance Offenses 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 7.0% 14.3% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 20 2 _
Unspecified Felony 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ’ g lé
Unspecified Misdemeanor 5.0% 14.3% 0.0% § 60% *
Total Offenses 401 7 1 T 40% <
' Alleged offenses = :
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% T TR NN X = X
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. S < < g e < < |_| <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% SH=) = 2 2 = =
0-3 4-10 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 0 0 1 0 0
O Pending 0 0 0 0 1 6

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Garrett County

7000 Thayer Center, Oakland, MD 21550 (ph) 301-334-8608
CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 0.0% 1.0% 0.0%
Citizen 3.1% | 21.9% 16.9%
Police” 95.8% | 74.0% | 83.1%
Violation of Probation™ 1.0% 3.1% 0.0%
Total Complaints 96 96 89

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Garrett County population (ages
11-17) decreased 9.1% (from 2,238 to 2,034).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 16.9% of complaints were formaled, while 29.2% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints decreased 7.3%.
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
increased from 13.5% to 16.9%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* There were no Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions.
* Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

Resolved 69.8% | 57.3% | 53.9% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 17.2 days.
Informaled 16.7% | 27.1% | 29.2% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 16.7 days.
Authorized Formal Petition 13.5% | 15.6% 1 16.9% . zimc from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 50.8
ays.
Total Complaints 96 96 89 * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
Court Action for Formaled Cases * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 9.4% to 1.1%.
CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 6.7% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 4.2% to 4.5%.
Petition Withdrawn, Denicd o 20 0% o * The percentage of Misdemeanors increased from 45.8% to 57.3%.
by SAO, Non Est 0.0% | 20.0% | 6.7% |« Commitments forVOP (FY 2021-2023):
Stet 0.0% | 13.3% 0.0% ¢ There were no commitments resulting from VOP in either year.
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 15.4% | 20.0% | 20.0%
Pending Disposition* 7.7% 6.7% 6.7%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 76.9% | 20.0% | 53.3% .
Demooraphlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 0.0% | 13.3% 6.7% Race /thnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 13.5% 83% | 10.1%
Other™ 0.0% 6.7% 0.0% White 85.4% | 91.7% | 89.9%
Total Formal Complaints 13 15 15 Hispanic/Other 1.0% 0.0% 0.0%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 69.8% 62.5% 67.4%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 30.2% 37.5% 32.6%
Hx lncéh;des Comxréitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, Age
and Interstate Courtesy.
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 6.2% | 4.2%| 4.5%
E PR R WX
UL ey ey 13 12.5% | 16.7%| 9.0%
Community 23.3 23.7 12.0 14 14.6% | 21.9% | 14.6%
Pre-Court 2.9 6.6 5.7 15 9.4% | 10.4% | 28.1%
Probation 16.2 14.0 4.4 16 13.5% | 19.8% | 19.1%
Aftercare 4.1 3.2 1.9 17 30.2% | 19.8% | 24.7%
Committed-Aftercare 0.0 0.4 1.4 18-20 2.1% 1.0% 0.0%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 96 96 89

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only you

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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OFFeNsE TYPE OFrensEe CATEGORY, FY 2023
| o= EE
Offense Type _ e g o . ° “E‘ e
Includes all offenses . » = 2= Offense Category = ==
in complaint(s) ~ 20 o £ o of the Most Serious Offense S g S
(VOPs categorized S & = g 2 OPs categorize o g &=
by original offense) E 5 5 8 5 original offense) a 8 5
Person-to-Person 40.5% 37.5% | 100.0% Crime of Violence
Assault (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Felony 4.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 15.9% 37.5% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 4.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 57.3% 100.0% 100.0%
Harassment 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 34.8% 62.5% 100.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 12.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 7.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 2.2% 37.5% 0.0%
Other Person” 12.7% 0.0% 100.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 11.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Felony) 4.0% 0.0% 0.0% CINS 25.8% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) >.6% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 15.1% 0.0% 0.0% Total Complaints/
Arson 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% Disposicions §9 § !
spos
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 0.7% 0.7% 0.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Burglary/Break (Misd.) 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Malicious Destruction 5.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 0% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1,200
Theft (Misdemeanor) 4.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1,000
Drug-Related Offenses 7.1% 0.0% 0.0% 800
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2 600
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 7.1% 0.0% 0.0% = 0
Citations 12.7% 0.0% 0.0% 900
Alcohol Violation 7.1% 0.0% 0.0% .
Possession of Marj. <10g 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0 1I;refD glcnding Prob. OStaLtC—1 ll)n—‘Statt(; (gtltgolf— éfter{
. eten [Placemt cr._[Private ate are
(T;;H;C gﬁgﬁi‘:ﬁ'lmm' 1223(;//‘; 882;‘; 8822 BAverage LOS | 0.0 | 0.0 9963 00 12309 | 0.0 (8693
- Releases 0 0 9 0 1 0 1
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% "Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 6.3% 62.5% 0.0% 2 Average LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense 0.0% 37.5% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 4.8% 25.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% g There were no releases in FY 2023
Unspecified Misdemeanor 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% § 60%
Total Offenses 126 8 1 E 40%
20%
0% 0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Pre-D 0 0 0 0 0 0
O Pending 0 0 0 0 0 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Washington County

44 N. Potomac St., Suite 300, Hagerstown, MD 21740 (ph) 301-791-7171

COMPLAlNT SOURCE; FY 2021—2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Conll)laint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Washington County population
Adult Court Transfers 7% 1 5% 1 3% (ages 11-17) increased 3.7% (from 13,038 to 13,518).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 4.3% 19.0% 17.3% * 30.5% of complaints were formaled, while 15.2% were informaled.
Police” 88.5% | 74.9% | 81.2% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
Violation of Probation™ 5.6% 4.6% 0.2% " Total complaints increased 90'6%: . .

* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 234 390 446 decreased from 41.0% to 30.5%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
® Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 31.6% were High risk, 21.1% were Moderate risk, and 47.4% were
Resolved 42.7% | 56.7% | 54.3% Low risk.
Informaled 16.2% 16.2% | 15.2% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

¢ Time from offense to intake referral date was 44.1 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 41.0% | 27.2%| 30.5%

¢ Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 20.4 days.
Total Complaints 234 390 446 ¢ Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 137.5

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.9% 0.7% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 3.1% to 8.3%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 55.2% | 15.1%| 36.0% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 4.1% to 4.3%.

Stet 31% 7 59 2 20 * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 88.7% to 72.9%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
¢ There were no commitments resulting from VOP in either year.

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 14.6% | 38.7% | 27.2%

Pending Disposition” 2.1% 4.7% | 16.9%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.0% 2.8% | 0.7% FY 2021-2023
Probation 11.5% | 23.6% | 15.4% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 13.5% 6.6% 0.7% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 50.4% | 53.8% | 48.4%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 45.7% | 40.5% | 44.6%
Total Formal Complaints 96 106 136 Hispanic/ Other 3.8% 5.6% 7.0%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 76.1%] 62.3% ] 66.8%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 23.9% 37.7% 33.2%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under S.1% | 4.1%| 3.6%
12 5.1% 8.7% 1.6%
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 3 079% 1 17.4% 1 12.8%
Community 26.7 24.6 32.0 14 17.5% | 17.7% | 22.9%
Pre-Court 11.4 13.6 18.3 15 16.2% | 16.2% | 17.5%
Probation 7.1 4.0 9.8 16 20.1% | 19.0% | 27.6%
Aftercare 8.2 7.0 3.9 17 22.6% | 14.6% | 12.6%
Committed-Aftercare 6.4 3.8 0.6 18-20 2.6% 2.3% 1.6%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 234 390 446

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type 1S g0 . .2 g .S
Includes all offenses —8 = = Offense Categorvn 5= B =
! s all offenses o = = o w ategor) = = Z
in complaint(s) v ED Q S ] of the Most Serious Offense Qo =l ©
(VO ized S g & g & ' Z E &

l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 '5 8 E original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 46.5% 58.6% 100.0% Crime of Violence 8.3% 14.3% 100.0%
Assault (Felony) 1.2% 3.4% 0.0% Felony 4.3% 14.3% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 22.8% 31.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 2.0% 9.5% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 1.1% 4.8% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 72.9% 71.4% 0.0%
Harassment 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 48.2% 61.9% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 22.9% 4.8% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.8% 4.8% 0.0%
Other Person” 16.6% 13.8% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.7% 3.4% [ 100.0% Citations 1.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .72/0 6.9:/0 0.02/0 CINS 1 1_4% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 29.8% 31.0% 0.0% -

Total Complaints/ 446 21 i
Arson 0.9% 10.3% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 3.6% 1.7% 0.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.3% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 8.9% 6.9% 0.0%
Other Property” 339 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 2.0% 6.9% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 10.3% 6.9% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 200 .
; : 100
Alcoho.l Vlolatlo.n 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0 — _-_ ._
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
X Deten [Placemt rivate'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
— Avi LOS | 14.1 38.7 |220.4| 104.5 | 28.9 0.0 |189.8
CINS Offenses 6.8% 0.0% 0.0% B Avcrage
- Releases | 22 2 12 5 2 0 6
Ordinance Offenses 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 10.1% 10.3% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEASES*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 2.3% 6.9% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° g g g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 7.5% 3.4% 0.0% § 60% | < 2 3
Total Offenses 749 29 1 T 40% ©
' Alleged offenses s :2 ©
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% x < — 5 R
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. g 2 g < g
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
0 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Pre-D 3 3 0 1
O Pending 0 0 0 1 1 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Region 5 chional Director: Delmonica Hawkins

Counties of: Anne Arundel, Carroll, and Howard
5th Judicial Circuit

COMPLAINT SOURCE; FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Region 5 population (ages 11-17)
Adult Court Transfers 3 3% 3.0% 3.9% increased 4.6% (from 95,603 to 100,027).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 0.7% 1.2% 1.5% * 28.8% of complaints were formaled, while 11.9% were informaled.
Police” 04.8% | 94.8% | 94.7%| * IntakeTrends (FY 2021-2023):

Violation of Probation™ 1.2% 1.0% 0.5% " Total complaints increased ]05'30/.0‘ . .

* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition

Total Complaints 980 | 1,434 | 2,012 decreased from 34.7% to 28.8%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case FOl‘Wal‘ding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 33.3% were High risk, 29.2% were Moderate risk, and 37.5% were
Resolved 46.3% | 57.2% | 59.3% Low risk.
Informaled 19.0% | 16.4% | 11.9% | Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 72.7 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 34.7% | 26.4% | 28.8%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 20.7 days.
Total Complaints 980 1,434 2,012 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 87.2

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

. . . . o 0
Petition Withdrawn, Denicd 10.3% | 1279 | 10.0% The percentage of Crlmf‘:s o.fVlolence 1ncrease(()l from 13.7/0 to 11.1%.
by SAO, Non Est . . . * The percentage of Felonies increased from 5.9% to 8.0%.
Stet 6.5% 55%| 10.0% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 77.5% to 73.3%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.9% 0.5% 0.2%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 27.6% | 20.6% | 9.0% 10.9% (5) to 6.4% (5).
Pending Disposition* 13.8% | 14.5% | 27.6%
S—— AT INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere .30 0% .0%0 FY 2021_2023
Probation 26.2% | 34.8% | 29.5% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 13.5% | 10.6% | 13.4% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.3% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 47.0% | 55.7% | 54.7%
Other™ 0.6% 0.3% 0.3% White 42.2% | 33.1% | 33.2%
Total Formal Complaints 340 379 580 Hispanic/Other 10.7% | 11.2% [ 12.1%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 76.5% ] 72.9% ] 71.5%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 23.5% 27.1% 28.5%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 4. 7% | 2.9%| 0.4%
¥ SR To T 0%
- - - 13 4.5% | 10.1% | 10.7%
Community 263.5 208.4 200.1 14 11.9% | 11.2% [ 18.1%
Pre-Court 45 .4 60.3 74.9 15 15.5% | 17.1% | 21.7%
Probation 157.7 101.6 91.4 16 24.6% | 22.5% | 21.5%
Aftercare 60.4 46.4 33.9 17 30.5% | 25.0% | 22.5%
Committed-Aftercare 27.1 17.8 15.6 18-20 4.7% 5.9% 4.2%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 980 1,434 2,012

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

z 2" z £
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ed S « ;'_' E (%' c % E %

l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 6 '5 8 E original offense) 5 8 E
Person-to-Person 49.5% 51.5% 41.7% Crime of Violence 11.1% 17.5% 44.9%
Assault (Felony) 2.0% 2.0% 7.5% Felony 8.0% 13.5% 20.5%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 22.6% 19.5% 3.3% - Person-to-Person 0.7% 4.1% 1.3%
Carjacking 0.2% 0.0% 2.5% - Property 5.8% 4.1% 12.8%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.8% 0.6% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.9% 1.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.6% 4.7% 6.4%
Handgun Violation 2.3% 4.5% 19.2% Misdemeanor 73.3% 68.4% 34.6%
Harassment 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 48.1% 46.8% 24.4%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 21.1% 17.5% 7.7%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.2% 0.0% 0.8% - Unspecified 2.6% 4.1% 2.6%
Other Person” 14.8% 5.5% 0.8% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 2.4% 8.5% 7.5% Citations 5.7% 0.6% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .32/0 6.5:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 1.8% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.4% 4.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 31.4% 27.5% 47.5% -

Total Complaints/ 2012 171 78
Arson 0.9% 1.0% 0.0% Dispositions ’
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 3.0% 2.0% 4.2% % of Statewide 16.2% 14.2% 21.4%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 2.5% 2.5% 11.7% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 3.1% 4.0% 6.7% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 5.0% 5.0% 8.3%
Other Property” 339 R 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 2 4% 2.0% 6.7% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 11.2% 9.5% 10.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.9% 0.5% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.7% 0.5% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 4.5% 1.5% 0.0% 200 ll
B ; 0 0 0 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0 — _-_
Possession of Marj. <10g 2.7% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In-State
X o 0 o Deten [Placemt Private
Iraffic Viol. Non-Incare. 1.3% L.5% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 24.4 | 46.6 |444.2| 124.3 | 282.8 | 291 4 | 557.5
CINS Offenses 1.1% 0.0% 0.0%
- Releases | 31 36 111 16 14 5 30
Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 11.5% 19.0% 10.8% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.2% 4.5% 2.5% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 3.8% 10.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 1.6% 1.5% 4.2% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor| 5.9% 3.0% 4.2% < 60% A ° S
P o2 . S ) o
Total Offenses 3,563 200 120 T 40% - & R S =]
' Alleged offenses 2 & N é o X
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% o : ?” [;
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. O
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Pre-D 4 9 2 3
[] Pending 8 4 11 11

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Anne Arundel County

49 Old Solomons Island Rd., Suite 300, Annapolis, MD 21401(ph) 410-295-5740;
7500 Ritchie Hwy., Suite 306, Glen Burnie, MD 21061 (ph) 410-412-7115

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Anne Arundel County population

11-17) i d 5.3% (f 48,763 to 51,323).
Adult Court Transfers 4.9% 3.3% 3.5% (ages ) 1n'crcasc N ° (from ° )
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 0.7% 0.0% 0.1% * 25.6% of complaints were formaled, while 6.1% were informaled.
Police” 93.0% | 95.5% 96.0% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

* Total complaints increased 155.7%.

Violation of Probation™ 1.4% 1.1% 0.4% ) . .
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 589 965 | 1,506 decreased from 37.9% to 25.6%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 33.3% were High risk, 33.3% were Moderate risk, and 33.3% were
Resolved 53.8% | 67.7% | 68.3% Low risk.
Informaled 8.3% 8.1% 6.1% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 78.3 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 37.9% | 24.2% | 25.6%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 18.8 days.
Total Complaints 589 965 1,506 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 77.1
Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 10.1% to 10.9%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 9.9% | 12.0% 7.3% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 4.9% to 5.4%.

Stet 8 1% 6.4% 6.5% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 79.7% to 77.0%.
* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 21.1% | 12.4% | 6.0% 6.1% (2) to 6.5% (4).
Pending Disposition* 19.3% | 20.1% | 30.1%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.4% 0.0%| 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 25.6% | 35.9% | 33.9% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 14.8% | 12.4% | 16.1% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 53.7% | 62.9% | 55.4%
Other™ 0.9% 0.0% 0.3% White 34.8% | 26.0% | 32.0%
Total Formal Complaints 223 234 386 Hispanic/Other 11.5% ] 11.1% [ 12.6%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 76.2% ] 73.1%] 69.5%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 23.8% 26.9% 30.5%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 44%] 2.5%] 0.3%
¥ X AR
UL ey ey 13 34% | 9.4%| 11.6%
Community 168.6 126.0 119.9 14 12.1% | 10.3% | 18.3%
Pre-Court 15.2 11.4 28.7 15 14.9% | 18.9% | 21.2%
Probation 109.5 77.8 66.2 16 25.8% | 23.8% | 22.0%
Aftercare 43.9 36.8 25.1 17 30.4% | 22.4% | 21.1%
Committed-Aftercare 21.6 14.9 13.5 18-20 5.8% 6.9% 4.4%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 589 965 | 1,506

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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DEPARTMENT OF
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type e g0 ) © “E‘ .S
Includes all offenses —8 = A= h=" Offense Categorv" = = =
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) e 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 55.9% 55.2% 42 9% Crime of Violence 10.9% 16.8% 48.4%
Assault (Felony) 2.1% 0.6% 5.1% Felony 5.4% 13.0% 17.7%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 24.0% 20.1% 3.1% - Person-to-Person 0.7% 3.8% 1.6%
Carjacking 0.2% 0.0% 3.1% - Property 3.7% 3.1% 11.3%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 2.2% 1.3% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.7% 6.1% 4.8%
Handgun Violation 2.7% 4.5% 21.4% Misdemeanor 77.0% 70.2% 33.9%
Harassment 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 52.2% 48.1% 25.8%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 20.5% 18.3% 6.5%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.3% 0.0% 1.0% - Unspecified 2.4% 3.8% 1.6%
Other Person” 18.4% 7.1% 1.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 2.7% 9.7% 8.2% Citations 6.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .4—2/0 7. 1:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 0.1% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.6% .5% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 26.1% 24.7% 50.0% -
Total Complaints/ 1506 131 62
Arson 0.7% 1.3% 0.0% Dispositions ’
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 1.8% 1.3% 4.1% % of Statewide 12.2% 10.9% 17.0%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.9% 1.3% 14.3% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.8% 3.2% 8.2% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 4.4% 6.5% 10.2%
Other Property” 3 T 9% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 1.5% 0.6% 5 1% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 9.2% 8.4% 8.2% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 4.8% 1.3% 0.0% 200
Alcoho.l Violatio.n 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 108 e _-_
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 3.0% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. StaLtC—1 In—Stat(;
. o 0 o Deten |Placemt Oper. ' |Private
Iraffic Viol. Non-Incare. 1.3% 1.3% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 26.6 | 50.8 |499.2| 124.2 | 282.8 | 327.6 | 543.2
CINS Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
= Releases 22 28 79 13 14 4 24
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 11.3% 18.8% 7.1% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.1% 5.2% 2.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 3.2% 8.4% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 2.0% 1.9% 4.1% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor 5.9% 3.2% 1.0% § 60% |« N %
«© o ) S [N
Total Offenses 2,740 154 98 3 40%| = - 5 i
' Alleged offenses = - & = ID\ o\j & X
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% -I S X ‘3\0 s 2 o~ ;
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < S -
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 7 0 3 8 2 2
O Pending 0 1 6 3 7 11

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Carroll County
101 N. Court St., Westminster, MD 21157 (ph) 410-871-3600

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Carroll County population (ages
11-17) increased 2.6% (from 15,210 to 15,606).

Adult Court Transfers 0.5% 1.2% 2.1% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 0.9% 1.2% 4.3% * 13.3% of complaints were formaled, while 40.8% were informaled.
Police* 98 6% | 97.2% 91.8% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

* * Total complaints increased 5.4%.

Violation of Probation” 0.0% 0.4% 1.7% * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 221 246 233 decreased from 17.6% to 13.3%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations trend is not presented

Case FORWARDING DECISIONS AND COURT ACTION  « pugention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

FOR FORMALED CASES+! FY 2021-2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 100.0% were Low risk.

Resolved 39.8% | 40.2% | 45.9% * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

Informaled 42 5% | 45.1% | 40.8% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 28.9 days.

Authorized F ot * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 22.4 days.
0, o, 0]
uthorized Formal Fetition 17.6% | 14.6% | 13.3% * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 57.0

Total Complaints 221 246 233 days.

Court Action for Formaled Cases * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 6.9% to 6.4%.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% )

Petition Withd Donicd * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 6.9% to 5.2%.

b; éA%l Nt)n é‘satwn, cie 10.3% | 22.2% | 19.4% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 79.7% to 73.8%.
Stet 0.0% 7 8% 329, * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):

* There were no commitments resulting from VOP in either year.

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  5.1% 0.0%| 0.0%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 33.3% | 13.9% | 9.7%

Pending Disposition” 0.0% 5.6% | 19.4%
o Nt Ordorc TARTARYY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 0% 0% .0% FY 2021_2023
Probation 43.6% | 55.6% | 45.2% .
ed oD gy 0.0% 3 2% Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 1% .0% 2% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 12.2% | 25.6% | 28.8%
Other™ 0.0% | 00%| 0.0% White 81.0% | 67.9% | 61.8%
Total Formal Complaints 39 36 31 Hispanic/Other 6.8% 6.5% 92.4%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 74.7% | 71.5% | 77.3%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 25.3% 28.5% 22.7%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 6.3%f 3.7%] 1.3%
5 AR AR
S i A 13 5 4% | 15.4%] 11.2%
Community 29.7 33.1 35.3 14 11.3% ] 12.2% | 23.2%
Pre-Court 19.6 24.1 25.7 15 17.2% | 15.9% | 24.5%
Probation 5.9 4.4 4.4 16 22.2% | 20.7% | 20.6%
Aftercare 4.1 4.6 5.2 17 32.6% | 21.1% | 16.3%
Committed-Aftercare 4.0 1.4 0.3 18-20 2.7% 3.7% 2.6%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 221 246 233

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ized S g & g & ' Z E &

l))‘ original offense) E 5 '5 8 '5 original offense) a 8 '5
Person-to-Person 37.3% 57.1% 100.0% Crime of Violence 6.4% 21.4% 100.0%
Assault (Felony) 2.2% 21.4% 100.0% Felony 5.2% 14.3% 0.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 27.7% 21.4% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 1.3% 7.1% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 1.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.7% 7.1% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.3% 7.1% 0.0% Misdemeanor 73.8% 57.1% 0.0%
Harassment 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 41.2% 50.0% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 29.2% 7.1% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 3.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 4.3% 7.1% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .32/0 7 1:/0 0.02/0 CINS 9_9% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 34.7% 7.1% 0.0% -

Total Complaints/ 233 14 i
Arson 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 1.9% 1.2% 0.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 3.2% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 8.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 399 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 14.0% 7.1% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 2.9% 7.1% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.6% 7.1% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 6.4% 7.1% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100 —
Possession of Marj. <10g 3.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0 Pre-D Plcnding Prob. OStaLtC—1 ll)n—Stat(; (gut—olf— Afterg
. Deten |[Placemt] per.' |Private'| State' | Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.9% 7.1% 0.0%
— Av LOS| 2.6 50.9 |258.8] 0.0 0.0 0.0 |750.6
CINS Offenses 8.0% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
= Releases 2 1 4 0 0 0 3
Ordinance Offenses 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 10.5% 21.4% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 2.9% 21.4% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% N g
Unspecified Felony 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 8 ° 8 S
Unspecified Misdemeanor 7.0% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% -
Total Offenses 314 14 1 T 40%
' Alleged offenses s
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% S L T SO x LT
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < e < S < S < < S <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = oo S o 2 = o o
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 2 0 0 0 0 0
O Pending 0 0 0 0 1 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Howard County
3451 Court House Dr., Ellicott City, MD 21043 (ph) 410-480-7878

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Howard County population (ages
11-17)1 d 4.6% (f 31,630 to 33,098).
Adult Court Transfers 1.2% | 3.6% | 2.9% ) increasec 4.6% (from ¢ )
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 0.6% 6.3% 6.6% * 59.7% of complaints were formaled, while 19.0% were informaled.
Police” 95.9% | 88.8% | 90.1%| * IntakeTrends (FY 2021-2023):
. s * Total complaints increased 60.6%.

Violation of Probation 2.4% 1.3% 0.4% ) . -

- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 170 223 273 increased from 45.9% to 59.7%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

trend is not presented.

Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND COuRT ACTION
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023 ( )

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 40.0% were High risk, 20.0% were Moderate risk, and 40.0% were
Resolved 28.8% | 30.5% | 21.2% Low risk.
Informaled 25.3% | 20.6% | 19.0% | * Time Frames- Averages (FY' 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 79.6 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 45.9% | 48.9% | 59.7%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 29.5 days.
Total Complaints 170 223 273 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 129.1

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 17.5% to 16.5%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 11.5% | 11.0% | 14.7% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 9.0% to 24.2%.

Stet 5 1% 4.6% | 19.6% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 65.5% to 52.7%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct| 1.3% 1.8% 0.6%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 43.6% | 40.4% | 16.0% 30.0% (3) to 6.7% (1).
Pending Disposition* 5.1% 5.5% | 23.3%
S—— TARTARTY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 0% 0% .0%0 FY 2021_2023
Probation 19.2% | 25.7% | 16.0% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 12.8% | 10.1% 9.2% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 1.3% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 69 4% | 57.8% | 73.3%
Other™ 0.0% 0.9% 0.6% White 17.6% | 25.1% | 15.4%
Total Formal Complaints 78 109 163 Hispanic/Other 12.9% | 17.0% [ 11.4%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 80.0% | 74.0% | 78.0%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 20.0% 26.0% 22.0%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 3.5%] 3.6%] 0.0%
5 A A T
- - - 13 7.1% 7.2% 5.5%
Community 65.2 49.3 449 14 12.4% | 13.9% [ 12.8%
Pre-Court 10.6 24.9 20.5 15 15.3% | 10.8% | 21.6%
Probation 42.2 19.4 20.8 16 23.5% | 18.8% | 19.8%
Aftercare 12.4 5.0 3.6 17 28.2% | 40.8% | 35.5%
Committed-Aftercare 1.4 1.5 1.8 18-20 3.5% 3.6% 4.4%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 170 223 273

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

s | g 5| 2
Offense Type e g o . .° g e
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 22.2% 31.2% 33.3% Crime of Violence 16.5% 19.2% 26.7%
Assault (Felony) 1.4% 0.0% 14.3% Felony 24.2% 15.4% 33.3%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 12.0% 15.6% 4.8% - Person-to-Person 0.7% 3.8% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 20.5% 11.5% 20.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 2.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.7% 0.0% 13.3%
Handgun Violation 1.2% 3.1% 9.5% Misdemeanor 52.7% 65.4% 40.0%
Harassment 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 31.5% 38.5% 20.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 17.6% 19.2% 13.3%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 3.3% 7.7% 6.7%
Other Person” 3.1% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 2.2% 6.2% 4.8% Citations 2.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 0.62/0 3 1:/0 0.02/0 CINS 4_4% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.6% 3.1% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 58.0% 50.0% 38.1% -
Total Complaints/ 273 26 I
Arson 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 11.0% 6.2% 4.8% % of Statewide 2.2% 2.2% 4.1%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 5.9% 9.4% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 4.5% 9.4% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 5.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” WA 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 8.1% 94% | 14.3% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 19.8% 15.6% 19.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 200
B ; 0 0 0 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0 _- -_
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(;
. Deten [Placemt] rivate
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 23.5 29.4 |315.6]| 124.6 0.0 147.0 | 479.0
CINS Offenses 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases 7 7 28 3 0 1 3
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 13.2% 18.8% 28.6% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.4% 3.1% 4.8% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 7.7% 12.5% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.4% 0.0% 4.8% 8 ° < -
Unspecified Misdemeanor 4.7% 3.1% 19.0% < 60% o - 3
[~ <+ =N <~
Total Offenses 509 32 21 T 40% RS = e S
' Alleged offenses s : : : = : : :
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% S — — — X —
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < g <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = =
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 3 1 1 1 0 1
O Pending 0 1 2 1 3 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Reglon 6 Regional Director: Wanda Frink

Counties of: Frederick and Montgomery
6th Circuit Court

COMPLAINT SOURCE; FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Region 6 population (ages 11-17)
Adult Court Transfers 4 4% 3.0% 5 5% increased 4.6% (from 117,721 to 123,086).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 2.1% 3.8% 1.5% * 40.1% of complaints were formaled, while 18.0% were informaled.
Police” 87.9% | 90.3% | 91.8% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

Violation of Probation™ 5.6% 2.9% 4.3% * Total complaints increased 1 14.50/,04 . .

* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition

Total Complaints 767 | 1,239 | 1,645 decreased from 52.9% to 40.1%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case FOl‘Wal‘ding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 22.1% were High risk, 39.7% were Moderate risk, and 38.2% were
Resolved 31.8% | 45.3% | 41.9% Low risk.
Informaled 15.3% | 19.9% | 18.0% | * Time Frames- dverages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 45.5 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 52.9% | 34.8% | 40.1%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 25.3 days.
Total Complaints 767 1,239 1,645 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 77.3

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 12.2% to 15.6%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 6.4% 5.3% | 15.2% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 8.8% to 12.6%.

Stet 9 6% 6.3% 7 1% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 68.7% to 63.1%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.2% 0.0% 0.0%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 30.8% [ 29.7% | 16.1% 34.0% (16) to 38.1% (24).
Pending Disposition* 5.4% 6.7% | 20.9%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 8.1% 6.3% 1.5% FY 2021-2023
Probation 27.6% | 31.1% | 27.9% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 11.6% | 13.5% 9.6% R o
ace/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.5%| 0.5% Black 44 6% | 45.8% | 45.7%
Other™ 0.2% 0.7% 0.9% White 25.7% | 27.4% | 21.7%
Total Formal Complaints 406 431 659 Hispanic/Other 29.7% ) 26.8% ] 32.6%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 76.4% ] 73.0% ] 75.4%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 23.6% 27.0% 24 .6%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,
and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 14%] 4.1%]| 0.5%
¥ et T
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 13 1.6% 7 2% 3 5%
Community 233.2 166.6 184.9 14 9.0% | 12.6% | 15.8%
Pre-Court 37.0 47.0 73.8 15 15.9% | 21.1% | 24.1%
Probation 146.0 94.2 92.9 16 24.3% | 21.5% | 23.4%
Aftercare 50.1 25.4 18.2 17 28.7% | 23.7% | 21.6%
Committed-Aftercare 28.1 13.1 19.6 18-20 14.2% 5.6% 4.3%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 7671 1,239 1,645

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type e g0 ) ° “E‘ .S
Includes all offenses —8 B =R Offense Categm‘V" = A==
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) e 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ orlguml offense) E 5 Q ) O orlgma] offense) Q 8 '5
Person-to-Person 36.4% 40.4% 57.7% Crime of Violence 15.6% 20.7% 46.0%
Assault (Felony) 2.0% 3.1% 4.2% Felony 12.6% 24.5% 19.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 15.0% 10.1% 12.7% - Person-to-Person 1.0% 2.2% 0.0%
Carjacking 1.1% 3.1% 12.7% - Property 9.8% 8.7% 11.1%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.0% 0.5% 3.2%
Deadly Weapon 1.6% 1.8% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.9% 13.0% 4.8%
Handgun Violation 2.0% 7.9% 16.9% Misdemeanor 63.1% 48.9% 34.9%
Harassment 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 38.8% 27.7% 27.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 18.9% 15.2% 6.3%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 4.1% 1.1% 1.6%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.2% 4.9% 0.0%
Other Person” 7.5% 3.5% 1.4% Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 4.1% 5.7% 9.9% Citations 5.5% 6.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .52/0 3. 1:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 3.0% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.1% 2.2% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 39.4% 33.8% 32.4% Total Complaints/
Arson 0.5% 13% 4% Dispositions 1,645 184 63
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 4.9% 6.6% 7.0% % of Statewide 13.3% 15.3% 17.3%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 2.8% 3.9% 16.9% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 5.0% 3.1% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 4.9% 3.1% 0.0%
Other Property” > 0% 04% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 6.3% 2 6% 2 8% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 13.1% 12.7% 4.2% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 3.8% 1.3% 4.2% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.7% 0.4% 2.8% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 3.1% 0.9% 1.4% = 300
Citations 5.3% 4.8% 0.0% 200 .
; : 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0 e _-_ ._
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In—Stat(;
. o 0 o Deten |Placemt Private
Iraftic Viol. Non-Incare. 3.8% +.8% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 259 | 58.5 |444.9| 1408 | 221.1 [ 166.8 | 341.6
CINS Offenses 1.9% 0.0% 0.0%
- Releases | 87 36 88 14 19 7 19
Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 13.1% 19.7% 5.6% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 4.9% 11.8% 5.6% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 4.6% 2.6% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 2.2% 0.0% 8 ° g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 3.6% 3.1% 0.0% § 60% . S
Total Offenses 3,070 228 71 T 40% E < g8 oA
' Alleged offenses = a A S Qo ° §
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% NS - % “ = = o~
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < . < *
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = =
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 18 10 23 17 11 8
O Pending 0 0 3 7 8 18

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Frederick County

1888 N. Market St., Frederick, MD 21701 (ph) 301-745-6080

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Frederick County population (ages
11-17) increased 12.4% (from 24,042 to 27,035).
Adult Court Transfers 0.6% | 0.6% | 1.5% ) increasec ° (from © )
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 1.7% 5.9% 2.1% * 28.3% of complaints were formaled, while 18.5% were informaled.
Police” 88.8% | 90.1% | 91.5% | = IniakeTrends (FY 2021-2023):
. s * Total complaints increased 117.3%.
Violation of Probation 8.9% 3.4% 4.9% . . .
- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 179 353 389 decreased from 41.3% to 28.3%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

trend is not presented.

Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND COuRT ACTION
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023 ( )

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 9.1% were High risk, 72.7% were Moderate risk, and 18.2% were Low
Resolved 45.3% | 61.8% | 53.2% risk.
Informaled 13.4% | 14.7%| 18.5% | * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 67.5 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 41.3% | 23.5%| 28.3%

¢ Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 21.0 days.
Total Complaints 179 353 389 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 81.7

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 4.2% to 8.2%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 9.5% | 14.5%| 21.8% * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 6.8% to 6.7%.

Stet 8 1% 6.0% | 12.7% * The percentage of Misdemeanors increased from 70.0% to 73.8%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 24.3% | 30.1% | 17.3% 37.5% (3) to 77.8% (7).
Pending Disposition” 1.4% 7.2% | 9.1%
S—— s ool oo INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 0% 0% 0% FY 2021_2023
Probation 45.9% | 34.9% | 30.0% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 10.8% 7.2% 8.2% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.9% Black 35.2% | 36.8% | 39.6%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 50.3% | 38.0% | 28.0%
TOtaIFOHIMZ Comp]aints 74 83 110 Hlspanlc/Other 145% 252% 324%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 70.4% | 68.6% ] 68.9%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 29.6% 31.4% 31.1%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 39%] 59%] 1.3%
5 S R A W
- - - 13 5.0% 9.3% | 10.5%
Community 58.4 29.0 34.4 14 8.4% | 15.0% | 15.2%
Pre-Court 6.7 7.8 18.4 15 17.3% | 21.5% | 21.3%
Probation 40.6 19.9 14.7 16 17.3% | 22.7% | 24.7%
Aftercare 11.1 1.3 1.4 17 31.3% | 15.3% | 18.0%
Committed-Aftercare 5.4 1.3 3.8 18-20 12.8% 2.8% 4.1%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 179 353 389

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 50.9% 65.1% 22.2% Crime of Violence 8.2% 9.1% 44.4%
Assault (Felony) 1.6% 2.3% 0.0% Felony 6.7% 6.1% 22.2%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 22.9% 20.9% 11.1% - Person-to-Person 2.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 2.3% 3.0% 22.2%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 2.1% 7.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.3% 3.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.6% 16.3% 11.1% Misdemeanor 73.8% 81.8% 33.3%
Harassment 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 45.8% 66.7% 22.2%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 21.6% 9.1% 11.1%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 5.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.5% 6.1% 0.0%
Other Person” 14.7% 11.6% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 1.9% 2.3% 0.0% Citations 2.1% 3.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 2.32/0 0.0:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 9.3% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 2.3% +.7% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 25.1% 16.3% 77.8% -
Total Complaints/ 389 33 9
Arson 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.5% 2.3% 11.1% % of Statewide 3.1% 2.7% 2.5%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.8% 2.3% 44.4% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 6.2% 4.7% 0.0%
Other Property” 379% 339 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 1.6% 0.0% | 11.1% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 8.9% 4.7% 11.1% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 6.6% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 5.2% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 3.4% 2.3% 0.0% 200
: : 100
Alcoho.l Vlolatlo.n 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% O | —— _-__-_
Possession of Mar]. <10g 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(; Afterg
R Deten [Placemt] rivate Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 1.8% 2.3% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 39.6 | 63.2 [545.0| 147.8 | 99.9 [361.9| 0.1
CINS Offenses 6.6% 0.0% 0.0% BAverage
: Releases | 17 6 14 2 6 1 1
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 7.3% 16.3% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.5% 2.3% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 3.2% 7.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 2.3% 0.0% 8 ° g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 2.6% 4.7% 0.0% § 60% - 2 S
o C\D M
Total Offenses 617 43 9 T 40% ;x' S8 2 S8
' Alleged offenses 2 ~ © N ~
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% -I X TR _— =
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < e <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = SE
0-3 4-10 11-24 25- 55+
M Pre-D 5 0 3 3
O Pending 0 0 1 0 3 2

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Montgomery County

7300 Calhoun PL., Suite 500, Rockyille, MD 20855 (ph) 301- 610-8500

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Montgomery County population
Adult Court Transfers 5 6% 4 0% 9 8% (ages 11-17) increased 2.5% (from 93,678 to 96,051).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 2.2% 2.9% 1.3% * 43.7% of complaints were formaled, while 17.8% were informaled.
Police” $7.6% | 90.4% | 91.9% | * IntakeTrends (FY 2021-2023);
Violation of Probation™ 4.6% 2.7% 4.1% " Total complaints increased 11 3'60/.& . o

* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 588 886 | 1,256 decreased from 56.5% to 43.7%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

trend is not presented.

Case ForwaARDING DEecisioNs AND CourT AcTION
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023 (

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 24.6% were High risk, 33.3% were Moderate risk, and 42.1% were
Resolved 27.7% | 38.7% | 38.5% Low risk.
Informaled 15.8% | 22.0%| 17.8% | * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 38.5 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 56.5% | 39.3% | 43.7%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 26.7 days.
Total Complaints 588 886 1,256 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 76.3

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd ¢ The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 15.3% to 17.9%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 5.7% 3.2%| 13.8% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 9.6% to 14.5%.

Stet 9 99, 6.3% 6.0% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 68.2% to 59.8%.

sdiction Waived to Adult C 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct Sl 2 — * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 32.2% | 29.6% | 15.8% 33.3% (13) to 31.5% (17).

Pending Disposition* 6.3% 6.6% | 23.3%

SR — YA ETTARERTY INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 770 070 070 FY 2021-2023

Probation 23.5% | 30.2% | 27.5% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Committed to DJS 11.7% | 14.9% 9.8% R .
ace/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.6% | 0.4% Black 47 4% | 49.3% | 47.5%
Other™ 0.3% 0.9% 1.1% White 18.2% | 23.3% | 19.7%
Total Formal Complaints 332 348 549 Hispanic/Other 34.4% | 27.4% | 32.7%
; Feflle(‘its t}ée ulFimate dis;y)pflition]gt §0Surt. ! %‘qurt léema.nd folr énform\z;\l/A(ftio? Sex ~ - ~
Juvenile to Adult Dented, Writ Pending, and Fending ot the tme of fnal data Male 78.2% | 74701 V7.5%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 21.8% | 25.3% | 22.5%
** Includes (‘:omm‘itmenf %{escinded-Aftercare upervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, Acc
and Interstate Courtes}. g
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 0.7%] 3.4%]| 0.2%
E R T AT
- - - 13 4.4% 6.3% 7.9%
Community 174.7 137.6 150.4 14 9.2% | 11.6% | 16.0%
Pre-Court 30.3 39.2 55.5 15 15.5% | 20.9% | 25.0%
Probation 105.5 74.3 78.2 16 26.4% | 21.1% | 23.0%
Aftercare 39.0 24.1 16.8 17 27.9% | 27.1% | 22.7%
Committed-Aftercare 22.7 11.9 15.8 18-20 14.6% 6.8% 4.4%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 588 886 1,256

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) e 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
(VOPs categorized s < o g o egorize z g
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 32.7% 34.6% 62.9% Crime of Violence 17.9% 23.2% 46.3%
Assault (Felony) 2.0% 3.2% 4.8% Felony 14.5% 28.5% 18.5%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 13.0% 7.6% 12.9% - Person-to-Person 0.6% 2.6% 0.0%
Carjacking 1.3% 3.8% 14.5% - Property 12.1% 9.9% 9.3%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.7% 0.7% 3.7%
Deadly Weapon 1.4% 0.5% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.0% 15.2% 5.6%
Handgun Violation 2.1% 5.9% 17.7% Misdemeanor 59.8% 41.7% 35.2%
Harassment 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 36.7% 19.2% 27.8%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 18.1% 16.6% 5.6%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 3.6% 1.3% 1.9%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.4% 4.6% 0.0%
Other Person” 5.7% 1.6% 1.6% Ordinance Offenses 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 4.7% 6.5% 11.3% Citations 6.5% 6.6% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .32/0 3.8:/0 0.02/0 CINS 1_1% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.9% 1.6% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 43.0% 37.8% 25.8% -
Total Complaints/ 1.256 151 54
Arson 0.5% 1.6% 1.6% Dispositions ’
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 6.0% 7.6% 6.5% % of Statewide 10.1% 12.6% 14.8%
Burglary/Break (FCIOHY) 3.0% 4.3% 12.9% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 5.6% 3.8% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 4.6% 2.7% 0.0%
Other Property” T 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 7.5% 3.2% 1.6% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 14.1% 14.6% 3.2% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 3.1% 1.6% 4.8% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.5% 0.5% 3.2% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 2.6% 1.1% 1.6% = 300
Citations 5.7% 5.4% 0.0% 200 l
: : 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0 e _-_
Possession of Mar]. <10§Z 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. StaLtC—1 In—Stat(;
. Deten [Placemt Oper.' |Private
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 4.4% 5.4% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 22.6 | 57.6 [426.0| 139.6 | 277.0 |134.3 | 360.6
CINS Offenses 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
- Releases | 70 30 74 12 13 6 18
Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 14.6% 20.5% 6.5% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 5.7% 14.1% 6.5% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 4.9% 1.6% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% )
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 2.2% 0.0% 8 ° é
Unspecified Misdemeanor 3.9% 2.7% 0.0% § 60% - =
Total Offenses 2,453 185 62 3 40% - 2 g ox
' Alleged offenses = : _ N = < & ; X
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% — &~ o = —
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. . < ° =
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% =
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 10 20 13 9 5
O Pending 0 2 7 5 16

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Reglon 7 Regional Director: Douglas Mohler
Counties of: Calvert, Charles, St. Mary’s, and Prince George’s

7th Judicial Circuit

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Region 7 population (ages 11-17)
increased 6.5% (from 113,390 to 120,792).

Adult Court Transfers 8.4% >.3% 6.2% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 5.6% 8.1% 5.6% * 36.7% of complaints were formaled, while 9.7% were informaled.
Police* 84.6% 85.4% 87.3% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

* * Total complaints increased 113.6%.

Violation of Probation” 1.5% 1.2% 1.0% * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 1,026 1,892 2,192 decreased from 40.5% to 36.7%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations trend is not presented

Case FORWARDING DECISIONS AND COURT ACTION .« pecention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

+
FOR FORMALED CASES y FY 2021-2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 15.3% were High risk, 28.8% were Moderate risk, and 55.9% were
Resolved 46.0% | 54.0% | 53.6% Low risk.
Informaled 13.5% | 12.0%| 9.79% | ° TimeFrames-dverages (FY2023):
horized ot * Time from offense to intake referral date was 44.3 days.
[v) 0, 0,
Authorized Formal Petition 40.5% | 34.0% ] 36.7% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 20.4 days.
Total Complaints 1,026 1,892 2,192 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 85.6
Court Action for Formaled Cases days.
CRIA! 0.0% 0.6% 0.4% * Offense Category for Intake F:ases (FY ?022—2{?23):
Petiton Withd Deried * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 14.9% to 15.8%.
b; éA%I’ Nt)n é‘satwn, cie 15.4% | 15.8% 9.8% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 9.6% to 14.3%.
Stet 9 4% | 12.9% 3 1% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 66.4% to 56.3%.
* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
N . " o o
Jurlsdlctlon Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.2% 0.0% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 26.4% | 19.1% | 12.1% 13.5% (5) to 8.3% (4).
Pending Disposition* 7.7% 8.9% | 30.3%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.7% 0.2%| 0.1% FY 2021-2023
Probation 30.0% | 32.1% | 32.0% "
tted to DIS 3 9% 5 2% . 0% Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to D] .9% 2% .0% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 1.0% 0.2%| 0.0% Black 66.4% | 69.6% | 72.7%
Other™ 0.5% 3.9% 1.2% White 22.6% | 20.9% | 16.8%
Total Formal Complaints 416 644 804 Hispanic/Other 11.0% 2.5% | 10.5%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 76.1% ] 69.8% ] 74.0%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 23.9% 30.2% 26.0%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 4.9%] 3.5% | 2.6%
E NS SR W
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 E 3 6% 9.8% 9%
Community 234.0 209.7 247.3 14 12.2% | 15.8% | 18.3%
Pre-Court 34.1 60.0 58.9 15 18.1% | 18.9% | 23.0%
Probation 140.4 117.3 151.0 16 17.4% | 20.8% | 21.2%
Aftercare 59.6 32.4 37.4 17 27.1% | 20.3% | 19.5%
Committed-Aftercare 18.1 17.7 22.3 18-20 7.3% 5.1% 3.2%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 1,026 1,892 2,192

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

OFFENSE TYPE OFreNsSE CATEGORY, FY 2023
E B2 2 B
Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 47.1% 55.0% 75.7% Crime of Violence 15.8% 23.7% 72.9%
Assault (Felony) 3.1% 1.3% 11.4% Felony 14.3% 13.2% 14.6%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 16.5% 12.3% 4.3% - Person-to-Person 1.3% 2.3% 4.2%
Carjacking 3.5% 9.4% 15.7% - Property 11.9% 6.2% 2.1%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.0% 0.8% 4.2%
Deadly Weapon 1.6% 0.0% 2.9% - Unspecified 0.1% 3.9% 4.2%
Handgun Violation 5.7% 17.2% 17.1% Misdemeanor 56.3% 62.3% 12.5%
Harassment 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 39.4% 35.0% 10.4%
Kidnapping 0.1% 0.0% 1.4% - Property 14.4% 23.3% 2.1%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% - Drugs 0.6% 1.2% 0.0%
Murder 0.6% 0.0% 2.9% - Unspecified 1.9% 2.7% 0.0%
Other Person” 7.2% 2.3% 2.9% Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 5.4% 7.1% 12.9% Citations 6.2% 0.8% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .62/0 3.2:/0 4—.3ZA) CINS 73% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.8% 1.9% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 34.7% 33.7% 15.7% Total Complaints/
Arson 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions 2,192 257 43
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 5.7% 3.6% 2.9% % of Statewide 17.7% 21.4% 13.2%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.0% 1.3% 5.7% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 3.8% 1.6% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 5.1% 2.9% 1.4%
Other Property” WA 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 6.4% 2 6% 1.4% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 10.2% 21.7% 4.3% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 1.8% 1.6% 2.9% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.8% 0.6% 2.9% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.1% 1.0% 0.0% = 300
Ciiations 3.7% 1.0% 0.0% 200 l l l
: : 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0 — _-_ ._
Possession of Marj. <10g 2.7% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In-State
. o 0 o Deten |Placemt Private
Iraffic Viol. Non-Incare. 0.6% 1.0% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 21.8 | 42.0 |263.1] 136.4 | 281.9 | 182.8 | 298.1
CINS Offenses 3.6% 0.0% 0.0%
- Releases | 137 46 210 24 13 3 34
Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 8.9%, 8.7% 5.7% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.1% 4.9% 4.3% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 1.5% 1.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.8% 0.3% 0.0% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor 5.5% 2.6% 1.4% § 60% B <
Total Offenses 4,514 309 70 3 40%| & S R S S
' Alleged offenses = ;S ~ oo i = 2 < § o) X
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% B = ﬁ — — o~ <
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. <+ <+ =
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 45 24 23 21 13 11
O Pending 2 2 8 11 9 14

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Calvert County
200 Duke St., Suite 2800, Prince Frederick, MD 20678 (ph) 443-550-6275

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:

v i 9 2 2
Somplantiource FY2021  FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Calvert County population (ages
Adult Court Transfers 0.6% 0.4% 1.4% 11-17) increased 1.7% (from 8,920 to 9,073).
Citizen 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Police” 98.9% 99 6% 98 6% * 9.9% of complaints were formaled, while 21.8% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
Violation of Probation™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Total complaints increased 62.4%.
Total Comp]aints 181 277 294 * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers decreased from 18.2% to 9.9%.
** Includes only technical violations * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND CourT ACTION trend is not presented.
FOR FORMALED CASES+, FY 2021-2023 * Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
Case For‘val'ding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
Resolved 61.9% | 64.6% | 68 4% 75.0% were Moderate risk and 25.0% were Low risk.
* Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informaled 19.9% | 19.1% | 21.8%

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 15.5 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 18.2% | 16.2% 9.9%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 24.3 days.

Total Complaints 181 277 294 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 37.6

days.
* Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 5.1% to 5.4%.
27.3% | 22.2% | 10.3% * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 5.1% to 3.4%.
* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 57.4% to 50.7%.

Court Action for Formaled Cases

CRIA' 0.0% 8.9% | 0.0%

Petition Withdrawn, Denied
by SAO, Non Est

Stet 21.2% | 15.6% | 10.3% |\ Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ctf 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * There were no commitments resulting from VOP in cither year.
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 30.3% | 11.1% | 13.8%
Pending Disposition* 0.0% 0.0% | 10.3%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 3.0% 2.2% 3.4% FY 2021-2023
Probation 9.1% | 31.1%| 41.4% .
- Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 9.1% 8.9%| 6.9% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 32.0% | 36.5% | 40.5%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% White 61.9% | 60.3% | 56.5%
Total Formal Complaints 33 45 29 Hispanic/Other 6.1% 3.2% 3.1%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 68.5% ] 63.2%] 73.8%
**c;)llclct(‘ion (t;or thc‘tDRG.tT}{lis qu(rirlzcx;\\fatfﬂl change with gourjt C(A)K(I]lplt(;tiOK’]lﬂSA rerred Female 31.5% 36.8% 26.2%
ncludes Omm} men escimded-. ercare uperwslon, urisdiction lransierred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 6.1%| 3.6%| 0.3%
E T e
UL ey ey 13 144%| 11.2%] 6.1%
Community 28.0 23.9 24.9 14 16.0% | 13.7% | 18.0%
Pre-Court 8.9 12.3 16.3 15 13.3% | 19.5% | 25.5%
Probation 16.8 9.8 7.4 16 16.0% | 21.7% | 26.9%
Aftercare 2.4 1.8 1.2 17 28.2% | 22.0% | 22.8%
Committed-Aftercare 2.5 2.1 3.2 18-20 1.1% 2.5% 0.0%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 181 277 294

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type ° g0 . .° g °
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ original offensc) ,E' 5 A S A original offense) A 8 E
Person-to-Person 35.7% 13.3% 66.7% Crime of Violence 5.4% 0.0% 50.0%
Assault (Felony) 2.3% 0.0% 33.3% Felony 3.4% 25.0% 50.0%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 15.5% 6.7% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 3.4% 16.7% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.0% 0.0% 50.0%
Deadly Weapon 3.9% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 8.3% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.3% 6.7% 33.3% Misdemeanor 50.7% 58.3% 0.0%
Harassment 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 37.8% 16.7% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 11.2% 33.3% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.4% 8.3% 0.0%
Other Person” 10.9% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 32.7% 16.7% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 0.52/0 0.0:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 7.8% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 22.5% 53.3% 0.0% -
Total Complaints/ 294 12 2
Arson 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 2.3% 6.7% 0.0% % of Statewide 2.4% 1.0% 0.5%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 3.1% 20.0% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 6.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Property” 389 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 2 1% 6.7% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 4.4% 20.0% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 0.8% 0.0% 33.3% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.3% 0.0% 33.3% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 26.4% 13.3% 0.0% 200
Alcoho.l Violatio.n 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 108 j— _-_
Possession of Mar]. <10g 22.5% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(; Afterg
R Deten [Placemt] rivate Care
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 0.5% 13.3% 0.0%
— Av LOS | 25.1 48.4 [234.9|126.5 [647.9 2379 9.1
CINS Offenses 6.7% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
: Releases 6 4 12 2 2 1 3
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 8.0% 20.0% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]l __ 0.0% 13.3% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2 ° g g
Unspecified Misdemeanor 5.2% 6.7% 0.0% § 60%| < 3 5= 3
Total Offenses 387 15 3 T 40% é o = §
' Alleged offenses s o o 2
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% X s X ‘_’ X X ﬂ
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. < S < < < <
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0% = SE = = =
4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 3 0 0 0 2 1
O Pending 0 0 1 2 0 1

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on
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run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Charles County

200 Kent Ave., La Plata, MD 20646 (ph) 301-392-6900
CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Adult Court Transfers 6.1% 3.5% 2.3%
Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 1.0%
Police” 93.9% | 95.8% | 96.7%
Violation of Probation™ 0.0% 0.6% 0.0%
Total Complaints 179 310 519

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Charles County population (ages
11-17) increased 7.7% (from 15,656 to 16,854).
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
* 17.9% of complaints were formaled, while 6.7% were informaled.
* Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total complaints increased 189.9%.
* The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
decreased from 41.9% to 17.9%.
* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
50.0% were Moderate risk and 50.0% were Low risk.

Resolved 55.9% | 62.6% | 75.3% | * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):
Informaled 22% | 10.3% 6.7% * Time from offense to intake referral date was 63.2 days.
horized | Petiti - - - * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 15.0 days.
0, 0, 0,
Authorized Formal Petition 41.9% | 27.1% | 17.9% * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 82.2
Total Complaints 179 310 519 days.
Court Action for Formaled Cases * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):
CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 11.9% to 7.1%.
Petiton Withd Deried : : : * The percentage of Felonies increased from 7.4% to 9.4%.
etition Withdrawn, Denie
by SAO, Non Est ’ 25.3% | 29.8% | 19.4% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 72.9% to 56.3%.
Stet 93% | 25.0%| 183% * Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
: . . * There were no commitments resulting from VOP in either year.
Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 12.0% | 13.1% | 6.5%
Pending Disposition* 10.7% 1.2% | 21.5%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
ervices Not Ordere .0% .0% .0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 37.3% | 26.2% | 31.2% "
tted to DIS > 7% 3.6% 3 2% Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to D] 1% .6% 2% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 2.7% 1.2%| 0.0% Black 771% | 80.3% | 85.5%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 17.3% | 12.3% | 10.8%
Total Formal Complaints 75 84 93 Hispanic/Other 5.6% 7.4% 3.7%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 83.2% 68.4% 71.1%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 16.8% 31.6% 28.9%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 3.4% | 3.5%]| 10.4%
E X R
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 E 50% 350 | 10.8%
Community 37.8 26.1 25.2 14 5.6% | 13.9% | 20.2%
Pre-Court 1.0 5.9 7.4 15 19.0% | 14.5% | 13.7%
Probation 25.4 16.5 14.7 16 26.8% | 29.4% | 17.5%
Aftercare 11.4 3.7 3.0 17 27.4% | 18.4% | 14.8%
Committed-Aftercare 3.4 3.6 1.2 18-20 10.6% | 11.6% 2.3%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 179 310 519

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
under juvenile court jurisdiction.

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only you
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OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

OFreNSE TYPE

2

Dispositions®

2
2

Dispositions™

Offense Type "
Offense Category”

Includes all offenses
in cumplaint(s)
(VO ed

lw)' original offense)

of the Most Serious Offense

original offense)

Commitment
Commitment

o 0n0 )
Dispositions”

{
72}
=
=}
o=
N~
o=
wn
=}
o
wn
8

Person-to-Person 5.6% 55.3% 100.0% Crime of Violence 7.1% 20.7% 66.7%
Assault (Felony) 2.1% 7.9% 25.0% Felony 9.4% 24.1% 33.3%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 20.1% 13.2% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 1.3% 6.9% 33.3%
Carjacking 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 6.4% 6.9% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 3.7% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 10.3% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.7% 10.5% 25.0% Misdemeanor 56.3% 55.2% 0.0%
Harassment 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 39.9% 34.5% 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 15.6% 6.9% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.2% 6.9% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.6% 6.9% 0.0%
Other Person” 11.9% 10.5% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 2.2% 2.6% 0.0% Citations 2.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Felony) 1 .9% 7.9% 50.0% CINS 24_5% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.7% 2.6% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 27.6% 21.1% 0.0% Total Complaints/
Arson 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions 519 29 3
spos
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 3.3% 0.0% 0.0% % of Statewide 4.2% 2.4% 0.8%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.7% 5.3% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% ;//:g]?l%gi;gzn;&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 5.5% 2.6% 0.0%
Other Property” T 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 5 1% 5 3% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 6.7% 7.9% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 2.3% 5.3% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.2% 5.3% 0.0% = 300
Citations 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% 200 l
Alcoho.l Vlolatlo.n 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 108 . _-_
Possession of Marj. <10g 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% llgreiea glcggrr:l% Prob. llbr;jigcl (gz;ctglf égtreerz—
(T;i‘\}fféc gﬁgﬁi‘s’ﬁ'lmm' 11565(:)//‘; 882;‘; 8822 BAverage LOS | 33.8 | 62.8 |366.8| 96.5 |338.0 | 0.0 | 2683
- Releases 10 1 15 2 1 0 6
Ordinance Offenses 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% "Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 5.6% 18.4% 0.0% 2 Average LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense]  1.1% 13.2% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLeases*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8
Unspecified Misdemeanor 1.6% 5.3% 0.0% § 60% | g
Total Offenses 821 38 4 T 40% | e
' Alleged offenses = g
2Adjudicatecl offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% x 9 < SO
;Ihe fnost ‘commOfl offenses for Other Pevrson and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. g - g Z g
Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
4-10 11-24 25-39
M Prc-D 4 1 0
O Pending 0 0 0 0 0 1

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on
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run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Prince George’s County

14735 Main St., Suite M0400, Upper Marlboro, MD 20772 (ph) 301-782-1740; 1100 Mercantile Lane, Suite 120, Upper Marlboro, MD
20774 (ph) 301-386-6240

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Prince George's County population
11-17) 1 d 7.3% (f 77,945 to 83,663).
Adult Court Transfers 15.2% | 10.9% | 11.6% (ages 11-17) increased 7.3% (from ¢ )
* Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 12.3% 19.0% 11.8% * 63.7% of complaints were formaled, while 8.6% were informaled.
Police” 70.0% | 68.2% | 74.6% | * IntakeTrends (FY 2021-2023):
* Total laints i d 113.2%.
Violation of Probation™ 2.4% 2.0% 2.1% otal comprains Inerease ’ . o
- * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 454 811 968 increased from 56.8% to 63.7%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations

trend is not presented.

Case ForwARDING DEcisions AND COuRT ACTION
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023 ( )

* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 15.1% were High risk, 25.8% were Moderate risk, and 59.1% were
Resolved 29.7% | 35.0% | 27.7% Low risk.
Informaled 13.4% | 12.3% | 8.6% | * Time Frames- dverages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 43.4 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 56.8% | 52.7% | 63.7%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 23.8 days.
Total Complaints 454 811 968 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 89.5

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% * Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

Petition Withdrawn. Denicd * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 25.4% to 26.7%.
by SAO, Non Est ’ 8.9% 9.4% 6.2% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 15.7% to 25.6%.

Stet 7 4% | 11.2% 6.8% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 58.2% to 47.3%.

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
* The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP decreased from

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.2% 0.0%

|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 33.7% | 21.1% | 12.3% 18.5% (5) to 10.8% (4).
Pending Disposition* 7.8% | 12.4% | 34.8%
S—— YARYTARTY INTAKE ComPLAINT DECISION DEMOGRAPHICS,
ervices Not Ordere 470 0% .0%0 FY 2021_2023
Probation 30.6% | 33.3%| 32.1% .
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 10.5% 6.8% 6.0% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 79 3% | 80.4% | 78.9%
Other™ 0.8% 5.6% 1.5% White 2.9% 3.2% 2.4%
Total Formal Complaints 258 427 617 Hispanic/Other 17.8% | 16.4% | 18.7%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 81.7% | 79.7% | 80.5%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 18.3% 20.3% 19.5%

** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred,

and Interstate Courtesy. Age
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 3.5%] 1.5%] 0.1%
- - - 13 8.6% | 10.5% 8.1%
Community 140.3 132.1 168.6 14 13.7% | 15.3% | 16.3%
Pre-Court 15.3 31.7 27.0 15 19.6% | 20.5% | 27.8%
Probation 83.7 76 .4 111.8 16 15.0% | 20.1% | 21.2%
Aftercare 41.4 24.0 29.8 17 25.3% | 21.9% | 20.7%
Committed-Aftercare 8.9 9.5 14.3 18-20 9.9% 5.8% 5.0%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 454 811 968

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFFENSE TYPE OFreNsSE CATEGORY, FY 2023
E £z 2 £z
Offense Type e g0 ) ° “E‘ .S
Includes all offenses B =R Offense Categm‘V" = A==
: : | £ Hense Categons : | £%
in complaint(s) Y] 2 = =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 g Q
(VO ed S [~ =} (%' c 7 E %

l))‘ original offense) E '5 8 '5 origina] offense) '5 8 '5
Person-to-Person 45.9% 57.1% 78.2% Crime of Violence 26.7% 27.3% 78.4%
Assault (Felony) 3.9% 0.4% 9.1% Felony 25.6% 11.1% 8.1%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 10.9% 10.5% 5.5% - Person-to-Person 2.0% 1.0% 0.0%
Carjacking 5.5% 12.2% 20.0% - Property 22.2% 6.1% 0.0%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.2% 1.0% 2.7%
Deadly Weapon 1.0% 0.0% 3.6% - Unspecified 0.2% 3.0% 5.4%
Handgun Violation 8.7% 19.7% 14.5% Misdemeanor 47.3% 61.6% 13.5%
Harassment 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 28.8% 35.4% 10.8%
Kidnapping 0.1% 0.0% 1.8% - Property 14.7% 23.7% 2.7%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 1.1% 0.5% 0.0%
Murder 1.0% 0.0% 3.6% - Unspecified 2.7% 2.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 3.4% 1.3% 3.6% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 8.1% 8.8% 16.4% Citations 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 1 .52/0 2. 1:/0 0.0ZA) CINS 0.2% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 1.0% 2.1% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 41.0% 34.0% 12.7% -

Total Complaints/ 968 198 37
Arson 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 8.1% 4.2% 1.8% % of Statewide 7.8% 16.5% 10.1%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 0.6% 0.8% 3.6% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 4.8% 0.4% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 3.7% 1.7% 0.0%
Other Property” T 8% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 8.7% 2 1% 1.8% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 13.2% 24.8% 5.5% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 2.1% 1.3% 1.8% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.9% 0.8% 1.8% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.2% 0.4% 0.0% = 300
Citations 0.4% 0.4% 0.0% 200 l l
; : 100
Alcoho.l VlOlath.l’l 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0 — _-_
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In—Stat(;
. o 0 o Deten |Placemt Private
Iraffic Viol. Non-Incare. 0.4% 0.4% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 20.1 | 42.7 |253.8] 138.7 | 274.1 | 110.8 | 390.4
CINS Offenses 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
- Releases | 114 33 160 19 5 1 20
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 10.4% 7.1% 7.3% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.4% 3.4% 5.5% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.4% 1.3% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 1.3% 0.4% 0.0% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor 7.3% 2.1% 1.8% § 60% | < £
Total Offenses 2,690 238 55 S 40%| o S N S i
‘Alleged offenses 2 © ~ © : ; : ® X ‘03 3
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% = — — - z g
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. © \o
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 37 20 20 19 9 9
O Pending 2 2 5 6 6 12

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

St. Mary’s County

23110 Leonard Hall Dr., Suite 1040, Leonardtown, MD 20650 (ph) 301-880-2850

COMPLAINT SOURCE, FY 2021-2023 * U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * Between July 2018 and July 2022, the St. Mary's County population (ages
11-17) increased 3.1% (from 10,869 to 11,201).

Adult Court Transfers 2.4% 0.2% 1.7% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):

Citizen 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% * 15.8% of complaints were formaled, while 7.5% were informaled.
Police* 95.8% 99.0% 97.3% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

* * Total complaints increased 93.9%.

Violation of Probation” 1.9% 0.8% 0.2% * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 212 494 411 decreased from 23.6% to 15.8%.
* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers * Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition

** Includes only technical violations trend is not presented

Case FORWARDING DECISIONS AND COURT ACTION  « pugention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):

+
FOR FORMALED CASES y FY 2021—2023 * For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 37.5% were High risk, 25.0% were Moderate risk, and 37.5% were
Resolved 59.0% | 73.7% | 76.6% Low risk.
Informaled 17.5% 8 5% 7 50 * Time Frames - Averages (FY 2023):

* Time from offense to intake referral date was 43.0 days.

Authorized Formal Petition 23.6% | 17.8% | 15.8%

* Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 16.2 days.
Total Complaints 212 494 411 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 70.9

Court Action for Formaled Cases days.
* Offense Category for Intake Cases (FY 2022-2023):

CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% ) ; )

Petition Withd Doniod * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 5.1% to 8.8%.

b; é A%l Nt)n é‘satwn, cie 26.0% | 30.7% | 30.8% * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 3.6% to 1.5%.

Stet ; 12.0% 3 0% 4 6% * The percentage of Misdemeanors increased from 81.0% to 81.5%.
e .0% .0% .6%

* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):

* There were no commitments resulting from VOP in either year.

Jurisdiction Waived to Adult Ct|  0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%
|Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 8.0% | 19.3% | 16.9%

Pending Disposition” 8.0% 3.4% 9.2%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 2.0% 0.0%| 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 30.0% | 33.0% | 27.7% .
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 10.0% 4.5% 9.2% Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 4.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 59 0% | 63.6% | 65.0%
Other™ 0.0% 1.1% 0.0% White 35.8% | 33.4% | 29.9%
Total Formal Complaints 50 88 65 Hispanic/ Other 5.2% 3.0% 5. 1%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 64.6% 58.1% 62.3%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 35.4% | 41.9% 37.7%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 8.0 6.9%| 0.2%
5 X ) B
elpl ey A 13 6.6% | 11.7%] 12.2%
Community 27.8 27.8 28.6 14 11.3% | 18.8% | 20.9%
Pre-Court 9.0 10.2 8.2 15 18.4% | 18.8% | 21.9%
Probation 14.5 14.7 17.0 16 16.0% | 16.0% | 21.7%
Aftercare 4.4 2.9 3.4 17 29.7% | 17.8% | 20.2%
Committed-Aftercare 3.3 2.5 3.6 18-20 4.2% 1.4% 2.7%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 212 494 411

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.

Secrtion Il: INTAKE & CoMMUNITY SERVICES
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

z £ 9 £ "
Offense Type e g o . ke g e
Includes all offenses —8 A= e = Offense Categorvn = A=n =1
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense o s O
(VO ized S g & g & ' Z E &

l))‘ original offense) E 5 '5 8 '5 original offense) a 8 '5
Person-to-Person 61.7% 61.1% 50.0% Crime of Violence 8.8% 5.6% 50.0%
Assault (Felony) 1.8% 0.0% 12.5% Felony 1.5% 11.1% 33.3%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 36.9% 38.9% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 0.5% 11.1% 16.7%
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 0.7% 0.0% 16.7%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.0% 5.6% 25.0% Misdemeanor 81.5% 83.3% 16.7%
Harassment 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 65.0% 44 4% 16.7%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 14.4% 38.9% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.3% 5.6% 0.0% - Drugs 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Murder 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 1.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Other Person” 15.6% 0.0% 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% Citations 6.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 2.12/0 1 1.1:/0 12.52/0 CINS 1_9% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 24.4% 38.9% 50.0% -

Total Complaints/ 411 18 6
Arson 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 0.8% 0.0% 12.5% % of Statewide 3.3% 1.5% 1.6%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 3.1% 0.0% 25.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/ Break (MISd) 2.4% 5.6% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgfln;&inses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 9.4% 22.2% 12.5%
Other Property” T 8% 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 5.4% 11.1% 0.0% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% = 300
Citations 4.7% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcoho.l Violatio.n 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 108 _.__-_._._
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 3.9% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. In—Stat(;
. Deten [Placemt] Private
Traffic Viol. Non-Incarc. 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%
- Avi LOS | 29.1 33.0 |274.4|192.9 | 132.0 | 199.6 | 138.2
CINS Offenses 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% B Average
: Releases 7 8 23 1 5 1 5
Ordinance Offenses 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 7.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] _ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLEasEs*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 3.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 8 °
Unspecified Misdemeanor 3.2% 0.0% 0.0% § 60% < - 2 - S
o = S o & :
Total Offenses 616 18 8 T 40%| PR % & g £
' Alleged offenses = :; o
? Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% — X TR T
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. j g g g g g
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Prc-D 1 0 2 2 2 0
O Pending 0 0 2 3 3 0

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Region 8

300 N. Gay Street, Baltimore, MD 21202 443-263-8796;
520 N. Hilton Street, Baltimore, MD 21229 410-464-2427

Regional Director: Olusola Ogunranti
Baltimore City
8th Judicial Circuit

CompLAINT Sourck, FY 2021-2023

* U.S. Census and Maryland Department of Planning Estimation Data:
* Between July 2018 and July 2022, the Baltimore City population (ages

Complaint Source FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 -
11-17) decreased 1.2% (from 46,613 to 46,059).

Adult Court Transfers 17.3% 18.9% 12.0% * Intake Case Forwarding Decisions (FY 2023):
Citizen 1.7% 5.1% 7.7% * 49.8% of complaints were formaled, while 11.9% were informaled.
Police* 77.7% | 72.8% 77.9% * Intake Trends (FY 2021-2023):

* * Total complaints increased 95.4%.
Violation of Probation” 3.3% 3.2% 2.4% * The percentage of total complaints authorized for formal petition
Total Complaints 583 750 1,139 decreased from 84.0% to 49.8%.

* Includes referrals from School Resource Officers
** Includes only technical violations

Case ForRwARDING DEecisioNs AND CouRT ACTION
FOR FormALED Cases®, FY 2021-2023

* Note: Many 2023 cases are still pending court action, so a disposition
trend is not presented.
* Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (FY 2023):
* For Pre-Dispositional Detention admissions with a completed DRAI,
26.8% were High risk, 31.8% were Moderate risk, and 41.3% were

Case Forwarding Decision FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Low risk.

Resolved 8.9% | 25.2% | 38.3%
Informaled 7.0% | 9.7%| 11.9% | °Time Frames-dverages (FY 2023):
I ot * Time from offense to intake referral date was 40.0 days.
0, 0, 0
Authorized Formal Petition 84.0% | 65.1% | 49.8% * Time from intake referral date to case forwarding decision was 15.7 days.
Total Complaints 583 750 1,139 * Time from case forwarding decision to sustained adjudication was 53.0
Court Action for Formaled Cases days.
CRIA! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Offense Category for Intake .Cases (FY.2022—2023):
Petiton Withd Deried * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 33.6% to 19.6%.
b}e,téi%l Nt)n é‘satwn, cie 7.1% 4.3% | 10.2% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 21.2% to 26.9%.
Stet : 0.0% 1 2% 0.5% * The percentage of Misdemeanors increased from 44.1% to 49.8%.
* Commitments for VOP (FY 2021-2023):
N . " o o
Jurlsdlctlon Waived to Adult Ct)  0.0% 0.0% 1.1% * The percentage of commitments resulting from VOP increased from
[Dismissed, Closed, Nolle Pros| 49.2% | 45.1% | 19.8% 2.5% (2) to 3.3% (3).
Pending Disposition* 5.1% 9.0% | 22.2%
INTAKE ComPLAINT DEcISIoN DEMOGRAPHICS,
Services Not Ordered 1.4% 0.2% 0.0% FY 2021-2023
Probation 20.6% | 25.4% | 30.0% "
Demographlcs FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Committed to DJS 16.5% | 14.8% | 16.2% o
Race/Ethnicity
Committed to Other Agency 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% Black 94 0% | 93.7% | 93.9%
Other™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% White 3.1% 3.6% 4.0%
Total Formal Complaints 490 488 567 Hispanic/Other 2.9% 2.7% 2.0%
; Refl'le(‘its the ultimate dispo;lition at court. ' Court Remand folr Informal Actior{} Sex
Includes Continuance wi D]JS Supervision, Continued C , Waiver from
]uicum'lec toOAt(luiliDCcenicdt, \07\1;:it g’cn(ﬁgg, a:ndo Pcndintg ;tethc i?rc;fc ofél firc;al d(;ta Male 89.2% | 82.5% | 77.3%
collection for the DRG. This number will change with court completions. Female 10.8% 17.5% 22.7%
** Includes Commitment Rescinded-Aftercare Supervision, Jurisdiction Transferred, A
and Interstate Courtesy. ge
AveraGe CaseLoap*, FY 2021-2023 11 and under 0.2%] 2.7%]| 0.2%
E X I
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 E 6.0% 6.8% 3.0%
Community 319.4 294 .5 322.9 14 16.8% | 12.0% | 16.9%
Pre-Court 14.7 24.5 36.4 15 25.9% | 21.5% | 26.3%
Probation 201.5 191 .4 214.7 16 18.5% | 18.8% | 22.9%
Aftercare 103.2 78.7 71.7 17 24.7% | 26.3% | 20.6%
Committed-Aftercare 23.0 24 .4 35.1 18-20 5.1% 8.8% 4.1%
* Average daily active cases Total Complaints 583 750 1,139

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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OFrFeNSE TYPE OrrensE CaTEGORY, FY 2023

2
2
2

Offense Type e g0 ) ° “E‘ .S
Includes all offenses —8 B =R Offense Categm‘V" = A==
. salle Ses o 7 o= n ) e 2 d 7] = @
in complaint(s) v 2’) o S =} of the Most Serious Offense 2 s O
VO i ed S g ;'—' g %‘ o : 9—' E %
l))‘ orlguml offense) E 5 Q ) O orlgma] offense) Q 8 '5
Person-to-Person 55.6% 53.8% 78.2% Crime of Violence 19.6% 8.2% 39.1%
Assault (Felony) 3.1% 2.2% 7.3% Felony 26.9% 10.0% 10.9%
Assault (Misdemeanor) 17.4% 8.8% 0.9% - Person-to-Person 1.4% 1.8% 2.2%
Carjacking 2.2% 0.5% 5.5% - Property 20.2% 3.5% 3.3%
Child Abuse 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 5.1% 1.8% 3.3%
Deadly Weapon 4.1% 0.5% 1.8% - Unspecified 0.2% 2.9% 2.2%
Handgun Violation 14.8% 35.2% 41.8% Misdemeanor 49.8% 81.8% 50.0%
Harassment 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% - Person-to-Person 37.3% 46.5% 39.1%
Kidnapping 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Property 10.6% 14.7% 7.6%
Manslaughter 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 0.6% 2.4% 0.0%
Murder 1.4% 0.0% 5.5% - Unspecified 1.2% 18.2% 3.3%
Other Person” 3.1% 0.0% 0.9% Ordinance Offenses 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Robbery 7.8% 4.9% 13.6% Citations 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex Offense (Fe.lony) 0.82/0 1.1:/0 0.92A) CINS 3.1% N/A N/A
Sex Offense (Misd.) 0.6% 0.5% 0.0% Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Property Offenses 27.2% 18.7% 10.9% -
Total Complaints/ 1139 170 92
Arson 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% Dispositions ’
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 11.8% 2.7% 2.7% % of Statewide 9.2% 14.1% 25.2%
Burglary/Break (Felony) 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
Burglary/Break (MISd) 1.8% 1.1% 0.0% Z//:gjel%gi;tgzns&senses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action.
Malicious Destruction 3.2% 0.5% 0.0%
Other Property” 05 0.0% 0.0% AveraGe LOS (Days), FY 2023 RELEASES
Theft (Felony) 2 4% 0.5% 0.9% 388
Theft (Misdemeanor) 6.0% 13.7% 7.3% 600
Drug-Related Offenses 5.6% 4.4% 4.5% 500
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 4.0% 2.2% 4.5% 2 400
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 1.6% 2.2% 0.0% = 300
Citations 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 200
Alcohol Violation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 108 — _-._._._
Possession of Marj. <10§Z 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% Pre-D Plcnding Prob. ll)n—Stat(;
. o 0 0 Deten |Placemt rivate
Iraffic Viol. Non-Incare. 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% BAverage LOS | 17.3 | 49.8 |439.9] 113.0 | 162.1 | 150.6 | 503.6
CINS Offenses 1.7% 0.0% 0.0%
= Releases | 211 88 196 56 18 7 43
Ordinance Offenses 0.9% 0.5% 0.0% ! Average LOS for releases from a treatment program
Uncategorized Offenses 8.3% 22.5% 6.4% 2f\verage LOS on aftercare following release from a treatment program
Cons. to Commit Offense] ~ 3.3% 4.4% 1.8% YoutH Detention LOS (Davs), FY 2023 ReLeases*
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.7% 0.5% 0.0% 100%
Interstate Warrant/Hold 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0%
Unspecified Felony 0.6% 0.5% 1.8% 8 ° < 3
Unspecified Misdemeanor 3.8% 17.0% 2.7% S 60%| g 5
Total Offenses 2,091 182 110 T 40% - S . = s
‘Alleged offenses s % © o~ S : 4 © ° X
* Adjudicated offenses from FY 2023 complaints. Many are still pending court action. 20% §: s & — — & 2 -
“The most common offenses for Other Person and Other Property are listed in Appendix L. -~ bt Lo =
**Includes Runaway, Truant, and Ungovernable 0%
0-3 4-10 11-24 25-39 40-54 55+
M Pre-D 95 22 37 31 11 15
O Pending 3 5 15 18 12 35

* Selected time intervals are based on statute, code, and policy.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on

Secrion II: INTake & CoMMUNITY SERVICES

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
s youth under juvenile court jurisdiction. ’
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Pre-Court Supervision

Pre-Court supervision in Maryland is a statewide program that serves to divert youth from formal juvenile court processing, Also referred to

as “informal adjustment,” it is a way of holding youth accountable for their actions while avoiding formal processing in the courts. A DJS intake
officer can offer Pre-Court supervision when it is determined that the juvenile court has jurisdiction, but it would be in the best interests of the
public and the youth to handle the complaint without judicial action. Youth referred for less serious offenses and with a lower risk of recidivism
are more likely to be handled informally. Youth with non-violent felony offenses can also be referred for Pre-Court. Approval is required from
the State’s Attorney’s Office for violent felonies. A Pre-Court supervision agreement is a contract unique to the case that outlines the purpose,
proposed length, conditions of behavior, and services to be accessed. The parties agree to participate, and intake staff provides support to ensure
that youth and families can access services where applicable. Conditions may include short-term participation in an Evening Reporting Center
(ERC) program (for first-time, serious offenders), participation in Multisystemic Therapy (MST) or Functional Family Therapy (FFT), referrals
to Maryland Coalition of Families (MCF) to work with a family peer support specialist, Neighborhood Youth Panels, teen court, restitution
payments, community service completion, or specialized substance abuse/mental health counseling or treatment programs. The assigned Intake
Case Management Supervisor maintains contact with the youth, parent/guardian, and service providers to provide support in ensuring progress
in meeting the Pre-Court supervision agreement terms. The Department must make reasonable efforts to contact the victim prior to

proceeding with the Pre-Court supervision agreement.

If the conditions of the agreement are met, the case is generally closed. If terms are not successfully met, the case may be sent to the State’s
Attorney for formal processing or closed. All parties to the agreement and the arresting officer are informed about the failure to complete the
terms, and the subsequent decision about the case, and all have a right to appeal.

CompLAINTS PLACED ON PRE-COURT SUPERVISION * Placement Trends:

By REGION, FY 2021-2023 * Overall placements to Pre-Court supervision increased
Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 72.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and increased 14.7%
Region 1 7.9% 5 9% S 8% from FY 2022 to FY 2023.

Region 2 7 2% 6.2% 6.8% * The highest percentage of placements to Pre-Court
Region 3 13.2% 10.0% 12.2% supervision came from Region 5 in FY 2021, Region 7 in FY
Region 4 7 5% 10.2% 8 4% 2022 and from Region 6 in FY 2023.

Region 5 22.4% 19.0% 17.0% * Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):

Region 6 17.6% 19.2% 20.4% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 12.2%
Region 7 16.2% 19.6% 14.5% to 12.9%.

Region 8 8.0% 9.9% 12.1% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 12.5% to 22.9%.
Total Cases 876 1,315 1,508 * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 70.4% to

0
Cases By DEmoGRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023 >7.8%. .
" * Misdemeanors comprised over half of all alleged offenses for
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 youth placed on Pre-Court supervision in FY 2023.

Race/Ethnicity * See the Terms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
Blac.k 49.3% | 54.5% | 57.0% of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions are
White - 40.3% | 36.4% | 30.3% helpful when examining offense severity.

Hi i 10.4% 0% | 12.7%

SexlS]DamC/Ot — 04% | 9.0% 7 * Completion Status (FY 2023):

. ~ ~ * Statewide, nearly two thirds of youth placed on Pre-Court
Male 73 '70/0 71 '90/0 72'50/0 supervision completed the terms of their agreement.
AFemale 26.3%] 28.1%] 27.5% * The percentage of successful completions ranged from 51.1%
%T T YTy 0% T3% to 83.2% for counties having more than 10 releases.
and under .6% .0% .3%
3 S0% I 12.1%1 11.9% * Nearly half of youth released from Pre-Court supervision
14 12.3% | 17.9% | 20.0% had a LOS of 61-90 days.
15 20.0% | 19.3% | 26.0%
16 17.6% | 21.5% | 23.1%
17 29.1% | 17.0% | 15.3%
18-20 3.2% 1.3% 1.1%
Total Complaints 8§76 | 1,315| 1,508
ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent onfy youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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CasEes BY OFFENSE, Case CLosURES AND COMPLETION STATUS
FY 2023 By County/REGION, FY 2023

Mostsertous — RcleasslSucc -
Alleged Offense - Region 1 117 56.4% 43.6%
Offense Type DOrCheSter 2 1 4‘7 . 6% 5 2 4%
Arson 0.9% Somerset 13 53.8% 46.2%
Auto Theft/Unauthorized Use 11.2% Wicomico 52 61.5 Z/" 38.5 Z/"
Burglary/Breaking & Entering 8.8% Wc‘)rcester 31 54.8% 45.2%
Carjacking 0.3% Region 2 95 83.2% 16.8%
- ; 0 [
Conspiracy to Commit Offense 0.2% Car(?lme 8 62.5 O/O 37.5 0/0
Deadly Weapon 3 5o, Cecil 56 87.5% 12.5%
o Vb. TP X Kent 5 60.0% 40.0%
Jsturbing the Feace 20 Queen Anne's 19 89.5% 10.5%
First Degre.e Ass.ault—Felonv 3. 1ZA) Talbot 7 71.4% 78 6%
Handgun Violation 0.8% Region 3 166 68.1% 31.9%
MahclloushDestrucﬂon >.1% Baltimore Co. 133 66.2% 33.8%
Manslaughter 0.0% Harford 33 75.8% 24.2%
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 1.0% Region 4 119 79.8% 20.2%
Murder 0.0% Allegany 29 86.2% 13.8%
Narcotics (CDS-Felony) 5.2% Garrett 22 77.3% 22.7%
Narcotics (CDS-Misd.) 2.8% Washington 68 77.9% 22.1%
Other/Missing' 10.3% Region 5 269 71.7% 28.3%
Resisting Arrest 0.7% Anne Arundel 105 66.7% 33.3%
Robbery 4.6% Carroll 94 81.9% 18.1%
Second Degree Assault-Misdemeanor| — 27.1% Howard 70 65.7% 34.3%
Sex Offense 2.0% Region 6 291 55.3% 44.7%
Theft Felony 3 5% Frederick 74 71 .62/0 28 .4-2/0
Theft Misdemeanor 6.3% Mo.nt,qomery 217 49.8% 50.2%
Trespassing 15% Region 7 225 76.4% 23.6%
Unspecified Misdemeanor 1 .2% Calvert 39 78.0% 22.0%
1 T — ' Charles 31 93.5% 6.5%
- - i =00 Prince George's | 101 68.3% 31.7%
Crime of Violence 12.9% . > 29, .
Felon 22.9% St. Mary's 34 82.4% 17.6%
> Y 5 = Region 8 182 51.1% 48.9%
- Person-to-Ferson 2. 1% Baltimore City 182 51.1% 48.9%
- lg operty 1?- ; Of Statewide 1,464 | 66.4% 33.6%
__ U::[fzclfle d 0 - 3%0) " Includes withdraw of consent by a third party as well as SAO overrides
Misdemeanor 57.8%
- Person-to-Person 37.3% Pre-C S LOS (D
RE-COURT SUPERVISION (DAvs),
- Property 17.5% *
- FY 2023 Case CLOSURES
- Drugs 1.6%
- Unspecified 1.3% 100%
Ordinance Offenses 0.1% 5 80%
Citations 1.6% £
o) 52.5%
CINS 4.7% % 60%
Total Cases 1,508 2 40% ,
" Includes: Affray, Alcoholic Bev. Violation, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, G o SL2xe
Escape, Extortion by Verbal Threat, False Alarm, False Report, X 20% 10.5%
Fraud-Misdemeanor, Harassment, Identity Fraud, Judicial Process- 5.5%
Influence or Intimidate-Misdemeanor, Reckless Endangerment, 0% | D
Runaway, Telephone Misuse, Threat of mass Yiolence, Truant, 0-30 31-60 61-90 91+
Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, Unlawful Visual Surveillance
of Private Place, Vaporizer Violation, Violation of Local Ordinance, | Releases 80 154 769 461

and Voilation of Natural Resources Article. * Basic agreement is 90 days but can be extended by a court to 180 days.

“See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein¥
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent on
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Pre-Court Supervision (cont.)

Pre-Court SERvICE AND ProviDER OpTIONS, FY 2023

Community Conferencing All Counties in Region

Family Centered Treatment (FCT) All Counties in Region

Family Preservation (DSS in-home) All Counties in Region

Functional Family Therapy (FFT) All Counties in Region

Maryland Coalition of Families (MCF) All Counties in Region
'; Mobile Crisis All Counties in Region
K] Victim Awareness All Counties in Region
o Wraparound MD All Counties in Region
~ Anger Management Wicomico

Choices Wicomico

Evening Reporting Center (ERC) Wicomico

Kumon Learning Wicomico

Mentoring Wicomico

Tri County Mediation Wicomico

Community Conferencing All Counties in Region

Family Centered Treatment (FCT) All Counties in Region

Functional Family Therapy (FFT) All Counties in Region
~ Maryland Coalition of Families (MCF) All Counties in Region
g Mobile Crisis All Counties in Region
50 Victim Awareness All Counties in Region
x Wraparound MD All Counties in Region

Teen Court (Diversion) Caroline and Talbot

Mediation Cecil

YES (Youth Empowerment Source) Cecil

Neighborhood Youth Panel Cecil

Community Conferencing (CRC) Baltimore County

JOINS Baltimore County

Multisystemic Therapy-Emerging Adults (MST-EA) Baltimore County

Youth Advocate Program (YAP) Baltimore County
(: Choice Baltimore County
.9 Anger Management Both Counties in Region
g Family Centered Treatment (FCT) Both Counties in Region
~ Functional Family Therapy (FFT) Both Counties in Region

Maryland Coalition of Families (MCF) Both Counties in Region

Victim Awareness Both Counties in Region

D]JS Evening Reporting Ctr. (ERC) Eastern Baltimore County

Teen Court Harford

Anger Management All Counties in Region

Family Centered Treatment (FCT) All Counties in Region

Homebuilders All Counties in Region
: Shoplifting Abatement All Counties in Region
] Victim Awareness and Education Program (VAEP) All Counties in Region
& Juvenile Firesetters Program Washington
~ Multisystemic Therapy (MST) Washington

Liberation, Inc Washington

Opportunity Hub Washington

Juvenile Diversion (Potomac Case Management) Washington

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All data represent only youth under juvenile court jurisdiction.
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Region |Service Location

Anger Management

All Counties in Region
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Family Centered Treatment (FCT)

All Counties in Region

Functional Family Therapy (FFT)

All Counties in Region

PACT Evening Reporting Center (ERC)

Lg Victim Awareness All Counties in Region
1) Project Chesapeake Anne Arundel
g0 Maryland Coalition of Families (MCF) Anne Arundel, Carroll
~ Choice Anne Arundel, Howard
Youth Advocate Programs (YAP) Anne Arundel, Howard
Family Engagement Carroll
Firesetter's Diversion Howard
Anger Management Both Counties in Region
Conflict Resolution Center of Montgomery County Both Counties in Region
Functional Family Therapy (FFT) Both Counties in Region
Mentoring MD/ Sevita Health Both Counties in Region
Multisystemic Therapy (MST) Both Counties in Region
Truancy Review Board/ Council Both Counties in Region
\: Victim Awareness Both Counties in Region
) Juvenile Entry Diversion Initiative (JEDI) Frederick
g Juvenile Firesetters Program Frederick
~ Positive Alternative for Dangerous Destructive Decisions (PADD) |Frederick
Shoplifting Abatement Frederick
Youthful Offender Program Frederick
Choice Montgomery
Evening Reporting Center - Pride Youth Services Montgomery
Family Intervention Services (FIS) Montgomery
Marvyland Coalition of Families (MCF) Montgomery
Anger Management All Counties in Region
Family Centered Treatment (FCT) All Counties in Region
l; Functional Family Therapy (FFT) All Counties in Region
9 Victim Awareness All Counties in Region
g0 Tri-County Youth Services Charles, Calvert, St. Mary's
~ - - l
Choice Prince George's
PG Evening Reporting Center (ERC) Prince George's
Multisystemic Therapy (MST) Prince George's, Charles
Anger Management Baltimore City
Choice Baltimore City
D]JS Evening Reporting Center (ERC) Baltimore City
O; Fresh Start Baltimore City
9 Maryland Coalition of Families (MCF) Baltimore City
Eﬂ Mentoring Network Baltimore City

Baltimore City

Restorative Response Baltimore

Baltimore City

Teen Court

Baltimore City

Victim Awareness

Baltimore City

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. All j ion. * ’
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D]JS youth participated in a JSEP and CHAMPS hosted Egg-Stravaganza statewide

STEM contest at BCJJC. Youth had to think as an engineer does to create and decorate a

vehicle with the goal of carrying an egg through the race course without breaking it..
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Introduction to Detention

D]JS operates five detention facilities across the State, since closing Alfred D. Noyes Children’s Center in October 2022, to provide temporary

and secure custody of youth subject to court jurisdiction. Youth may be detained at various points in the juvenile justice system. The juvenile

court may order detention for youth pending a court hearing (pre- or post-disposition), pending initial placement in a treatment program, or

pending placement in a treatment program post-removal. Youth are commonly detained for new complaints alleging delinquent behavior, writs

and warrants issued by the court, or violations of alternatives to detention (ATD) program conditions. Additionally, DJS intake officers have the

authority to detain youth under certain conditions. Note that youth pending adult criminal charges may also be held in DJS detention facilities

while the transfer of jurisdiction from adult to juvenile court is being considered (see“Youth Charged as Adults Pending Transfer”on page 128-129).

DeTenTION PROCESS

The decision whether to detain a youth is primarily determined by the
juvenile court. However, juvenile detention may be authorized by DJS
intake officers on a temporary basis at the request of a law enforcement
officer or community detention officer. DJS is empowered by statute
to detain a youth who either poses a clear risk to themselves/others,
or is deemed likely to fail to appear for the subsequent court hearing.
The Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (DRAI- see Appendix C)
guides this decision, which is subject to court review on the next court
day. The DRAI objectively informs detention decisions by taking into

account three factors:

(1) the assessed risk that a youth will reoffend or will fail to appear for
a court hearing, based on known risk factors from the youth’s history,

including offenses adjudicated and pending adjudication;
(2) seriousness of the current alleged offense; and

(3) other factors that require DJS to temporarily detain a youth
regardless of risk or offense seriousness, including an outstanding

writ, warrant, or interstate hold.

By law, the DRAI must be validated every five years in order to ensure
that the assessed risk factors remain both accurate and predictive.
The DRAI is an essential tool for the Department and the court to
ensure fair and evidence-based decision making regarding the use of

secure detention.

DETENTION ADMISSIONS

Each detention facility operates an admissions area 24 hours a day
where all youth admitted to detention are processed. An admissions
officer interviews youth to collect and verify basic identifying
information. The admissions officer also searches the D]S information
system to obtain available information on a youth’s delinquency and
placement history. A photograph of each youth is taken and included
in the case record for identification purposes. Each youth receives a

facility handbook that includes information on facility procedures, the

Secrion Ill: DETENTION

behavior motivation program, services and programming, grievance
procedures, and the Prison Rape Elimination Act (PREA).Youth are
issued clothing to wear in the facility. Personal clothing is cleaned,
catalogued, packaged, and placed in secure storage.

The admissions process includes an initial health screening. A
Registered Nurse conducts the admission health assessment, which
consists of a review of physical health, mental health, and substance
abuse needs. A licensed physician or nurse practitioner conducts a
review of medical history and a physical examination within seven

days of admission.

DeTeENTION CASE IMANAGEMENT

Youth detained by the juvenile court are assigned a DJS community
case manager and a facility case manager. The community case manager
visits the youth in detention, interviews the youth and family, and
completes required investigations and/or assessments, e.g., a Social
History Investigation or MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment (see

Appendix C).The facility case manager acts as a liaison with the court,

AVERAGE DaiLy PopuLaTiON vs CAPACITY*,
FY 2021-2023

500
400 383 383
._-\él
300
211.7

200 153.8 159.1
100 75.1 78.7 73.9 82.2 23.6

0

2021
“The decrease in capacity for FY 2023 reflects the closure of Thomas J.S. Waxter Children’s Center.
Total ADP has consistently been below capacity.

2022 2023
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family, community case manager, and treatment service providers
while the youth is in detention. The facility case manager also assists
youth with understanding the facility handbooks and the behavior
motivation program upon admission to the facility, and answers any
questions the youth may have. They facilitate individual meetings,
weekly groups, and activities. They monitor youth progress in the
behavior motivation program and may provide information and input

for the Multidisciplinary Assessment Staffing Team meetings.

Services Provided in Detention
Facilities

BeHAviOoRAL HEALTH SERVICES

DJS Behavioral Health Services (BHS) establishes and implements
policies concerning the delivery of mental health, substance use, and
evidence-based treatment services to youth under DJS supervision.
BHS licensed and certified staff counselors and contractors provide
assessments and necessary services. BHS provides integrated mental
health and substance use disorder screening, assessments, and short-
term crisis services in DJS detention facilities. For youth who are
pending placement, BHS provides individual and family therapy in
order to prepare youth to transition to a treatment program. This
allows youth the opportunity to begin working on treatment goals
and begin learning dialectical behavior therapy (DBT) skills.

Upon admission to a detention center, each youth is screened by
trained staff for urgent behavioral health concerns. Within seven
days of admission the youth is assessed by a qualified behavioral
health professional. The screening consists of an interview, the
administration of tests as appropriate, and the review of any prior
assessments or records (e.g., psychosocial or clinical assessments).
If the initial behavioral health screen reveals mental health concerns,
more in-depth evaluations or additional services are recommended.

These evaluations, conducted by psychiatrists, social workers or

CapaciTy, Apmissions, ADP, anp UTiLization, FY 2023

ADP

Facility

Capacity Admissions

Youth at Cheltenham Youth Detention Center participating in the
Reflections low ropes and team-building activities program.

licensed psychologists, examine the emotional, adaptive, and cognitive
functioning of detained youth.

Additionally, counselors and other behavioral health staft' screen
and assess youth in detention and determine appropriate levels of
substance use treatment. This information assists case managers in
linking youth with appropriate community and residential services.
Behavioral health staff work closely with the Department’s medical
director for those youth requiring medication management as a result

of their drug addiction.

Somaric HEALTH SERVICES

The Somatic Health Services Unit provides

Utilization comprehensive, quality health care and nutritional

Alfred D. Noyes 29 26 2.8 9.7% services in an integrated fashion to address the full
Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Ctr 120 432 66.2 55.2% range of needs of the youth and to ensure a continuum
Charles H. Hickey School 72 289 55.7 77.3% of care in the DJS residential programs. The unit’s
Cheltenham Youth Facility 72 432 55.9 77.6% mission is to protect, promote, and advance the health
Lower Eastern Shore Children's Ctr 24 115] 16.5 68.6% of all youth in the care of the Department.
Western MD Children's Center 24 102 14.7 61.1%

Total 341 1.208%| 211.7 62.1% The health care system provides medical, dental,

“Includes youth charged as adults pending transfer. Noyes closed on 10/18/2022.
“Total represents placements, not admissions.
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optometry, midwifery, pharmacy, and dietetic

services in an interdisciplinary fashion that is
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Stubents SERVeD BY JSEP, FY 2023
FY 2023 (Quarters)

’ Ist | 2nd | 3rd 4th
Alfred D. Noyes Children's Center” 50 18 54 21
Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center| 279 127 137 135
Charles H. Hickey, Jr. School 198 | 109 | 116 | 113
Cheltenham Youth Detention Center | 167 109 124 116

Lower Eastern Shore Children's Center| 48 32 37 50

Western MD Children's Center 46 30 26 32

. Noyes temporarily closed as of October 2022. Youth moved to Cheltenham but were still
served by Noyes JSEP staff and captured as Noyes youth in PowerSchool. Data for the 3™
and 4" quarters reflects these youth. This is the only table where these youth are counted as
Noyes youth. All other tables in this section count them in the CYDC population.

developmentally appropriate for youth. These services are delivered
in accordance with the standards of care set forth by the National
Commission on Correctional Health Care, the American Academy
of Pediatrics, the Centers for Disease Control, and the Food and
Nutrition Board of the National Academy of Sciences.

Youth admitted to DJS residential programs require ongoing, routine
preventative health care. In some cases, youth may have unmet or
chronic health care needs upon admission or may develop an acute
health condition that needs to be addressed. The Department ensures
that cach program has licensed nurses and clinical practitioners, as
well as comprehensive laboratory and pharmacy services, to meet
the health care needs of the youth. The health centers provide health
care accessibility 24/7 with infirmary care for higher acuity medical
needs. For specialty, surgical, emergency, or in-patient care that
may be required, youth are transported to community providers
as needed.

Each youth must have a current nursing assessment, history and
physical examination, vision screening, and dental screening upon
admission. Additionally, youth are screened or tested for anemia
and infectious diseases including tuberculosis, COVID-19, sexually
transmitted infections, and HIV. Comprehensive gynecological care
is provided either on-site or in the community in order to meet

individual needs.

Immunization records are requested for all youth, and DJS makes
every effort to fully immunize youth who are not up to date on
recommended and required vaccinations. DJS participates in the

Federal Vaccines for Children Program.

The care and services delivered, as well as the performance of the
private health care providers, are continually monitored by the Office

of Somatic Health Services in order to ensure compliance and optimal

quality of care.
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EpucaTioNAL SERVICES

The Juvenile Services Education Program’s (JSEP) primary focus is to
provide exceptional educational opportunities to students and assist
them in accruing credits toward graduation or to receive a diploma
by examination (GED). JSEP utilizes a combination of online course
providers and blended learning courses facilitated by JSEP teachers
to provide credit recovery and original credit opportunities for
students. Online course providers afford students the opportunity to
retake courses to obtain the mastery needed for credit to use towards
graduation requirements. If a student has successfully attained their
high school diploma or GED, higher education courses are available
through three community college partnerships (see the JSEP Section

on page 12 for more information).

RECREATIONAL SERVICES

Structured recreation programs are available to all youth in detention.
The recreation program provides a variety of activities promoting
physical health and wellness. Youth are required by policy to participate
in recreational activities for a minimum of one hour per day; however,
DJS provides programming opportunities that far exceed this

minimum requirement.

Changing Habits and Making Progressive Strides (C.H.A.M.P.S.)
is an incentive-based program that provides youth opportunities to

compete with other facilities through recreation, arts, athletic, and

academic events.

<

Youth at Lower Eastern Shore Children’s Center participating in a
“Minute to Win It” challenge
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o

shared his life story and the steps he used to change his life.

Pending Placement

PENDING PLACEMENT (PosT-DisPosiTiON)

Youth who have been committed to the custody of the Department for
residential placement may be placed in detention on a temporary basis
by the juvenile court. Youth detained post-disposition are considered
to be ‘pending placement’ as they are waiting to be placed into an

out-of-home treatment program for committed youth.

Youth who are pending placement receive the same core services as

listed above for pre-disposition cases.

In accordance with DJS policy, youth receive visits from their
community case manager within the first 10 days of detention and
every 14 days after their initial visit. Each facility also allows family

visitation daily.

A court review hearing is held in accordance with Md. Code’s
Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article, §3-8A-15(k) for any youth
in detention 14 days after the court has made a disposition. At the
hearing, D]S is required to explain the reasons for continued detention.
The court will continue to conduct a hearing every 14 days thereafter

until a youth has been placed.

During the pending placement period, the facility and community
case managers maintain contact with the youth’s family and are also
responsible for reporting to the juvenile court regarding the youth’s
placement status. In addition to court review, pending placement
cases are reviewed by the Department on a weekly basis at facility
management meetings. Regional-level meetings are held monthly to
review placement statistics and identify barriers to placement and

ways to expedite the process.
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Youth at the Baltimore Juvenile Justice Center listened to Eric “Shabazz the OG” Lowe, a motivational speaker and Instagram personality who

PenpING PLACEMENT AFTER REMOVAL FROM A TREATMENT PROGRAM
FOR CommITTED YOUTH

Some youth committed to the custody of the Department cannot

be safely maintained in their program and must be removed. Youth

removed from a treatment program who require a new committed

- s v A
Youth at Cheltenham Youth Detention Center participated in the

first-ever facility Art Show Exhibit including murals, epoxy, 3D designs,
self-expression pieces, and more..
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placement are often placed in detention. Those with a new offense

would be considered Pre-Disposition (Pre-D).

While detained pending a new placement, the Department’s Central
Review Committee (CRC) re-evaluates the youth’s case and works to
secure acceptance to the most appropriate alternative program.Youth
ultimately placed in a committed treatment program are transferred
as soon as possible based on available bed space.

A Note to Readers:

Placements versus Admissions: A placement is based on a
decision made by an intake officer or judge to place a youth into
detention. An admission occurs when a youth physically enters
a facility either through direct placement or through transfer.
Therefore, during one placement, a youth may have several
admissions, and these counts will not match.

Pages that present statewide data report placements, while facility-
specific pages report admissions. The only exceptions are tables
that present data that are collected once upon placement, such as

risk level. These are reported as placements.

DJS Secure Detention Facilities by Region

Nv,galﬂ Washington

Garrett 5

‘3 Frederick

I:l Region 1 I:l Region 5

1 -Lower E astern Shore
Children’s Center

I:l Region 2 I:l Region 6

4 -Alfred D. Noyes
Children's Center®

I:l Region 3 I:l Region 7
2 - Charles Hickey Jr. School 5 - Cheltenham Youth
Detention Center

|:| Region 4 |:| Region 8

Cecil
Harford N

Arundel

3 - Western Maryland 6 - Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center

Children's Center

- Temporarily closed on October 18, 2022
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Total Statewide Activity for Detention Centers

Total Capacity: 341 beds

DJS operates five detention facilities across the State following the temporary closure of Noyes in October 2022. Each facility accommodates youth

awaiting juvenile court disposition (Pre-D) and youth committed to D]S by the juvenile court and pending placement in a treatment program

(Post-D). The removal population represents youth returned to detention following removal from a treatment program, with no new offenses

requiring court processing and needing a new placement. Youth with pending adult criminal charges may also be held in DJS detention facilities

(see pages 128-129 for more detail). These youth are included in the data presented except for demographic, offense, and risk level tables/ charts.

PLacements, FY 2021-2023

1,500
01
1,208 [ FY2022
1,2 ]
,200 002 [ FY2023
997
7o - 711
628
600
385
252 310
300 192 200 198
30 2 9

Total™ Adult Court

Removal
*Youth can be counted in Pre-D, Post-D, Removal, and Adult Court; therefore, the
sum of the status categories may not equal the total.

PLacemMenTs BY ReGloN oF ResiDencg, FY 2023
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YoutH Pracement DemogRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023

Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Out-of-

State

Youth Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Race/Ethnicity
Black 76.1% | 77.5% | 79.3%
White 16.8% | 13.8% | 10.2%
Hispanic/ Other 7.1% 8.7% | 10.5%
Sex
Male 84.5% | 87.6% | 91.4%
Female 15.5% | 12.4% 8.6%
Age
11 and under 0.1% | 0.1% 0.2%
12 1.3% 1.5% | 0.7%
13 4.6% | 59%| 4.3%
14 19.5% | 13.8% | 15.0%
15 26.2% | 27.4% | 28.3%
16 19.1% | 18.8% | 20.7%
17 18.4% | 19.8% | 19.2%
18-20 10.7% | 12.7% | 11.6%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 831 733 903

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s}lllbsequent to these data being run will not be if?cluded. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
i the original offense.

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized’b

* Source of Placements (FY 2023):

* 91.8% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of those
from out of state, there were 74 from Washington, D.C.; 8 from
Virginia; 6 from Delaware; 3 from Pennsylvania; and 1 each from
California, Georgia, Illinois, Kansas, New Hampshire, New Jersey,

Vermont, and West Virginia.

* Placement Trends:

* Total placements increased 20.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 21.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D placements decreased 5.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 13.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D placements increased 31.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 26.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Removal placements increased 130.0% between FY 2021 and FY
2023 and increased 213.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Adult Court placements increased 94.4% between FY 2021 and
FY 2023 and increased 24.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:

* For cases involving a transfer from facility to facility, the total
ALOS is reflected on the statewide pages. The specific facility’s
page reflects only the ALOS at that particular facility.

* ALOS for Pre-D decreased 19.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 24.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D ALOS increased 38.0% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 30.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for removals increased 26.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 20.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for Adult Court decreased 26.2% between FY 2021 and FY
2023 and increased 0.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 40.3% to
42.9%.
* The percentage of Felonies increased from 20.3% to 22.8%.
* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 34.6% to 29.8%.
* Average Daily Population (ADP):
* Overall, ADP increased 37.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 33.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
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YoutH PLAcEMENTS BY MosT Serious OFFENSE*, ADP By PLacement Typg, FY 2021-2023
FY 2023 150 | Il Pre-D [] Post-D [l Removal [l Adult Courtl
Most Serious Offense | Pre-D |Post-D |R i 125 118.0
Offense Type

Arson 0.4%] 0.4%] 0.0% 100

Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 12.1%| 4.0%| 1.4% o 75

Burglary/Break. & Enter 4.1%| 5.2%| 1.4% 9:

Carjacking 13.5%]| 15.1%| 10.1% 50

Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.1%] 3.6%| 2.9% )5

Deadly Weapon 2.3%| 0.4%| 0.0%

Disturbing the Peace 0.4%| 0.0%| 1.4% 0 o001 002 023
First Degree Assault 9.1%| 14.3%| 18.8% P . o1 e
Handgun Violation 13.1%| 13.9%]| 5.8% - - - -
Kidnapping 0.3%| 0.0%] 0.0% Capacity ELE! 38 Al
Malicious Destruction 1.1%| 0.4%| 0.0%

Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.8%| 0.0%

Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.4%| 0.0%| 0.0%

Murder 3.7%| 5.6%| 7.2%

Nerootics Disnomtion WA BN WA PRe-D PLAaceMENTs BY Risk LEVEL FOR YOUTH
Narcotics Possession 0.7%| 0.8%| 0.0% witH A CompLeTED DRAI*, FY 2021-2023""
Other'/Missing 6.2%| 2.0%] 0.0% 100%

Resisting Arrest 0.8%| 0.0%| 4.3% | HM Low Risk [] Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
Robbery 8.0%| 14.3%| 17.4% 80% !

Second Degree Assault 8.9%| 5.6%| 15.9% . -

Sex Offense 1.8%| 4.8%| 5.8% 60% © | EX %

Theft Felony 4.6%| 1.6%| 2.9% DI T 5 . SN
Theft Misdemeanor 3. 7%  2.4%| 1.4% 40% = [o\\' = | 2 'é = §
Trespassing 0.6%| 0.0%| 1.4% o 3 — =
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.4%| 1.6%] 0.0% 20% |

Offense Category’

Crime of Violence 42.9%| 57.1%| 56.5% 0%

Felony 22.8%| 15.9%| 10.1% 2021 2022 2023

- Person-to-Person 1.8% 2.8% 1.4% *82.7% of Pre-D placements in FY 2023 had a completed DRAIL

“Property To.7%] 5.6%] 4.3% "D for P 2023 Y 2003 e ot comparsl o prior s du o Dl chngs

_ Drugs 3.5% 3.6% 1.4% Previously they were Low 0-7, Moderate 8-12, and High 13+.

- Unspecified 0.7%| 4.0%| 2.9%

Misdemeanor 29.8%| 27.0%| 33.3% ALOS BY PLACEMENT TYPE,

- Person-to-Person 23.2%]| 20.6%]| 30.4%

_Property 5.6%| 3.6%| 2.9% FY 2021-2023

- Drugs 0.6%| 0.8%[ 0.0% 200 -

" Unspecificd 0.4%]  2.0%| 0.0% (WFY2021 CTFY2022 BEFY2023] &
Ordinance Offenses 0.1%| 0.0%| 0.0% 160 -
Citations 0.3%| 0.0%] 0.0%

CINS 0.3%| 0.0%| 0.0% 120
Interstate Warrant 3.8%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Total Placements 711 252 69 80
* Offense mz not be reason for placgm_cnt. _For_ Pre-D, thc_offcnsc is alleged,
and for both Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court. 40
! Includes: Assault Weapon, Child Abuse, Escape, Reckless Endangerment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance. 0
% See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Pre-D Post-D Removal Adult Court

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Female Statewide Activity for Detention Centers

InFY 2023, Alfred D. Noyes Children’s Center (closed October 18,2022), Lower Eastern Shore Children’s Center, and CheltenhamYouth Detention
Center served girls. Western Maryland Children’s Center also maintained beds for girls as needed. Some youth are detained awaiting disposition
(Pre-D), and some are post-disposition (Post-D) awaiting placement in a treatment program. The removal population represents youth returned
to detention following removal from a treatment program, with no new offenses requiring court processing and needing a new placement. Data
include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail), except for demographic, offense, and risk level tables/ charts.

E:)I(;ACEMENTS7 FY 2021-2023 * Source of Placements (FY 2023):
W FY2021 *82.1% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of
700 I Y2022 those from out of state, there were 9 from Washington, D.C.;
600 O Fva023 . . . ..
2 from Virginia; and 1 each from California, Delaware, Illinois,
500 Pennsylvania, Vermont, and West Virginia.
400 * Placement Trends:
300 * Total placements decreased 31.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
200 |35 0 g 122 and decreased 7.8% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
100 ot 5o oy . e * Pre-D placements decreased 47.5% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
—T P L— PSS T— and decreased 19.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
*Zl(l)lll’llt}(:fct?”lz Etcatﬁgligtt:gdogefxa;)n (io:;;gf tis,giﬁ], and Adult Court; thercfore, the * Post-D plcjtcements dec;‘eased 42.9% between FY 2021 and FY
PLACEMENTS BY REGION OF RESIDENCE, FY 2023 2023 and increased 6.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
100% * Removal placements decreased 28.6% between FY 2021 and FY
B oo 2023 and increased 66.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
80% |:| Adult Court * Adult Court placements increased 100.0% between FY 2021 and
o § FY 2023 and increased 66.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
’ g‘ * Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:
40% * For cases involving a transfer from facility to facility, the total
ALOS is reflected on the statewide pages. The specific facility’s
20% page reflects only the ALOS at that particular facility.
* ALOS for Pre-D decreased 41.9% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
0% Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Outof- and decreased 48.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8§  State * Post-D ALOS increased 26.5% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and

YoutH PLacement DemocgRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023 increased 5.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Youth Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * ALOS for removals decreased 24.3% between FY 2021 and FY

Race/Ethnicity 2023 and decreased 16.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Black 69.8% | 68.19% | 64.1% * ALOS for Adult Court decreased 44.5% between FY 2021 and
3 0, ) 0,

White 21.7% ] 25.3% | 25.6% FY 2023 and decreased 29.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Hispanic/ Other 8.5% 6.6% | 10.3%

Sox * Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
Male 0.0%1 00%l 00% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 25.4% to
Female 100.0% [100.0% [100.0% 26.6%.

Age * The percentage of Felonies increased from 11.5% to 15.6%.

11 and under 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0% ¢ The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 45.9% to 40.6%.
12 0.0% L1%] 0.0% * Average Daily Population (ADP):
0 0 0,
1 i 1‘7* ; 0;0 112 Oj" 246{1 Of’ « Overall, ADP decreased 37.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
T 18:60/2 28:60/: 30:80/2 and increased 4.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
T3 50.9% | 193% | 15 4% * Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
17 28.7% | 17.6% | 9.0%
18-20 9.3% | 11.0% | 14.1%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 129 91 78

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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YoutH PLAcEMENTS BY MosT Serious OFFENSE*,

FY 2023

Offense Type
Arson 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 10.9%| 6.2%| 0.0%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 6.2%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Carjacking 4.7%| 6.2%| 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0%| 20.0%
First Degree Assault 10.9%]| 25.0%| 0.0%
Handgun Violation 1.6%| 6.2%| 0.0%
Kidnapping 1.6%] 0.0%| 0.0%
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 6.2%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 6.2%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 1.6%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Murder 3.1%| 12.5%] 20.0%
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Narcotics Possession 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Other'/Missing 20.3%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Resisting Arrest 4.7%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Robbery 0.0%]| 12.5%| 0.0%
Second Degree Assault 23.4%| 6.2%] 40.0%
Sex Offense 1.6%| 6.2%| 0.0%
Theft Felony 1.6%] 0.0%| 20.0%
Theft Misdemeanor 4.7%| 6.2%| 0.0%
Trespassing 3.1%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
Offense Category’

Crime of Violence 26.6%)| 56.2%] 20.0%
Felony 15.6%| 18.8%)| 20.0%

- Person-to-Person 3.1%| 12.5%| 0.0%

- Property 12.5%| 6.2%] 20.0%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Misdemeanor 40.6%)| 25.0%| 60.0%

- Person-to-Person 32.8%| 12.5%| 60.0%

- Property 7.8%| 12.5%]| 0.0%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
CINS 1.6%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Interstate Warrant 15.6%] 0.0%] 0.0%
Total Placements 04 16 5

* Offense may not be reason for placement. For Pre-D, the offense is alleged,
and for boti: Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court.

! Includes: Assault Weapon, Child Abuse, Escape, Reckless Endangerment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance.

? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
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ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to

previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

ADP By PLacement Typg, FY 2021-2023

75
| Il Pre-D [] Post-D [ Removal [l Adult Courtl
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< 30
151 92
3.8 4.9 3.7 4.7
3014 205 A0 w007 mm
0
2021 2022 2023
ADP 17.3 10.4 10.9
Capacity 55 77 53

PRre-D PLAcemENTS BY Risk LEVEL FOR YOuTH
witH A CompLeTep DRAI, FY 2021-2023*"

100%
| Hl Low Risk [ Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
80% ' -
=] =} O'\
B | > ¥
60% | o o b
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*90.6% of FY 2023 Pre-D placements had a completed DRALL

**Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI changes
in score ranges. Since FY 2022, the ranges are: Low 0-8, Moderate 9-13, High 14+.
Previously t]%ey were Low 0-7, Moderate 8-12, and High 13+.

ALOS BY PLACEMENT TYPE,
FY 2021-2023

200
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Under Age 13 Statewide Activity for Detention Centers

Youth who are under 13 years of age represent a small population of youth detained in DJS detention centers. Rather than placing these
youth in a detention facility, D]S most frequently uses an alternative to detention (ATD) with placement at home or in a shelter. However,
if a youth must be in a detention center, they are housed with youth closest in age and size. If deemed highly vulnerable, they may be
placed in the infirmary, with one-on-one staff supervision or sent to a smaller facility with a lower population. Regardless of placement
type, youth under 13 receive the same services as other detained youth. Note: youth under age 13 are not eligible to be charged in adult court.

PLacements, FY 2021-2023

800 o

700 =1F:¥2822

600 [C1FY2023
500
400
300
200
100

12 12 g 12 12 8 000 , 0 00

0 Total* Pre-D Post-D Removal

*Youth can be counted in Pre-D, Post-D, and Removal; therefore, the sum of the status
categories may not equal the total.

PracemenTs BY ReGloN oF ResiDence, FY 2023

100%
80%
S
(e}
60% 2 §
~
40% -
20% R © -
£ © £
00/0 L O L L O <

Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Out-of-
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 State

YoutH PLAacemeNT DemoGRAPHICS, FY 2021-2023
Youth Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Race/Ethnicity
Black 83.3% | 75.0% | 62.5%
White 16.7% ] 0.0% | 37.5%
Hispanic/Other 0.0% | 25.0% | 0.0%
Sex
Male 100.0% | 91.7% [100.0%
Female 0.0% | 8.3%]| 0.0%
Age”
8 and under 0 0 0
9 0 0 0
10 0 0 1
11 1 1 1
12 11 11 6
Total Placements from Juv. Court 12 12 8

* Due to the small number of youth in each age category, actual numbers are presented
instead of percentages.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s}lllbsequent to these data being run will not be ifrf}cluded. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
i the original offense.

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized’b

* Source of Placements (FY 2023):

* 100.0% of placements were from regions within Maryland.

* Placement Trends:
* Total placements decreased 33.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 33.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Pre-D placements decreased 33.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 33.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* There were no Post D placements in FY 2021 or FY 2023.
* There were no removal placements in FY 2021 or FY 2023.

* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:

* For cases involving a transfer from facility to facility, the total
ALOS is reflected on the statewide pages. The specific facility’s
page reflects only the ALOS at that particular facility.

* ALOS for Pre-D decreased 44.0% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 20.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* There were no Post D placements in FY 2021 or FY 2023.

* There were no removal placements in FY 2021 or FY 2023.

* Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:

* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 58.3% to
100.0%.

* The percentage of Felonies decreased from 25.0% to 0.0%.

* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 16.7% to 0.0%.

* Average Daily Population (ADP):

* Overall, ADP decreased 66.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and

increased 11.8% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
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YoutH PLAcEMENTS BY MosT Serious OFFENSE*,

FY 2023

Offense Type
Arson 12.5%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Carjacking 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
First Degree Assault 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Handgun Violation 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Kidnapping 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Murder 25.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Narcotics Possession 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Other'/Missing 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Resisting Arrest 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Robbery 50.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Second Degree Assault 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Sex Offense 12.5%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Theft Felony 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Theft Misdemeanor 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
Offense Category’

Crime of Violence 100.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Felony 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%

- Person-to-Person 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%

- Property 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Misdemeanor 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%

- Person-to-Person 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%

- Property 0.0%] 0.0%]| 0.0%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Interstate Warrant 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Total Placements 8 0 0

* Offense may not be reason for placement. For Pre-D, the offense is alleged,
ti: Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not

and for bo

ADP By PLacement Typg, FY 2021-2023
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PRre-D PLAceMENTS BY Risk LeVEL FOR YOuTH
witH A CompLeTeD DRAIY, FY 2021-2023**
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*100% of FY 2023 Pre-D placements had a completed DRAI.

**Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI chal:igcs
in score ranges. Since FY 2022, the ranges are: Low 0-8, Moderate 9-13, High 14+
Previously they were Low 0-7, Moderate 8-12, and High 13+.

ALOS BY PLACEMENT TYPE,
FY 2021-2023

include Adult Court.

! Includes: Assault Weapon, Child Abuse, Escape, Reckless Endangerment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance.

? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
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ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi
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Youth of Color Statewide Activity for Detention Centers

The data shown in this section provide additional detail for youth of color (non-white youth). Although each summary page in the Data

Resource Guide Detention Section provides an overall race/ ethnicity breakdown for detention placements in the demographics table, the

tables in this section show more detailed information on placements and ADP by type and region, offense type and severity, and length

of stay for youth of color as a whole. With the exception of the demographic, offense, and risk level tables/charts, data presented below

include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail).

PLacements, FY 2021-2023

1,500
B Y2021
[ FY2022
1,200 1,096 [ FY2023
847 874
626 641
542
600
220 286 229
300 140 175 182
18 17 O

Total™ Adult Court

Removal
*Youth can be counted in Pre-D, Post-D, Removal, and Adult Court; therefore, the
sum of the status categories may not equal the total.

PLacemMenTs BY ReGloN oF ResiDence, FY 2023
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YoutH Pracement DemogRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Out-of-

State

Youth Demographics

Race/Ethnicity
Black 91.5% | 89.9% | 88.3%
White 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0%
Hispanic/ Other 8.5% | 10.1% | 11.7%
Sex
Male 85.4% | 89.2% | 92.8%
Female 14.6% | 10.8% 7.2%
Age
11 and under 0.1% | 0.2% 0.0%
12 1.3% 1.7% 0.6%
13 4.9% 5.5% | 4.2%
14 19.7% | 14.1% | 15.9%
15 27.5% | 28.3% | 29.1%
16 19.4% | 19.0% | 20.5%
17 16.9% | 18.7% | 18.4%
18-20 10.1% | 12.5% | 11.3%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 691 632 811

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s}lllbsequent to these data being run will not be ifrf}cluded. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
i the original offense.

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized’b

* Source of Placements (FY 2023):

* 91.7% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of those
from out of state, there were 74 from Washington, D.C.; 8 from
Virginia; 4 from Delaware; 2 from Pennsylvania; and 1 each from
Georgia, Illinois, and New Jersey.

® Placement Trends:

* Total placements increased 29.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 25.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D placements increased 2.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 18.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D placements increased 57.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 25.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Removal placements increased 250.0% between FY 2021 and FY
2023 and increased 270.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Adult Court placements increased 95.6% between FY 2021 and
FY 2023 and increased 24.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:

* For cases involving a transfer from facility to facility, the total
ALOS is reflected on the statewide pages. The specific facility’s
page reflects only the ALOS at that particular facility.

* ALOS for Pre-D decreased 19.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 28.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D ALOS increased 26.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 25.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for removals increased 9.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 16.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for Adult Court decreased 25.4% between FY 2021 and FY
2023 and decreased 3.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 40.9% to
43.1%.
* The percentage of Felonies increased from 21.7% to 22.5%.
* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 33.1% to 30.6%.
* Average Daily Population (ADP):
* Overall, ADP increased 40.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 29.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Secrion Ill: DETENTION
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YoutH PLAcEMENTS BY MosT Serious OFFENSE*,
FY 2023

Offense Type
Arson 0.3%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 11.9%| 4.5%| 1.6%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 3.7%| 4.1%| 1.6%
Carjacking 14.7%)| 15.9%| 11.1%
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.2%] 4.1%| 3.2%
Deadly Weapon 2.5%| 0.5%| 0.0%
Disturbing the Peace 0.3%| 0.0%| 1.6%
First Degree Assault 8.9%]| 13.2%| 20.6%
Handgun Violation 13.9%]| 15.0%| 4.8%
Kidnapping 0.3%] 0.0%| 0.0%
Malicious Destruction 1.1%| 0.5%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.9%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.3%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Murder 3.9%| 5.9%| 7.9%
Narcotics Distribution 3.6%| 4.1%| 1.6%
Narcotics Possession 0.8%] 0.5%| 0.0%
Other'/Missing 5.5%| 1.8%] 0.0%
Resisting Arrest 0.8%] 0.0%| 4.8%
Robbery 8.3%| 14.5%| 15.9%
Second Degree Assault 8.7%| 4.5%| 12.7%
Sex Offense 1.1%]| 4.1%| 6.3%
Theft Felony 4.8%| 1.8%]| 3.2%
Theft Misdemeanor 3.6%| 2.3%| 1.6%
Trespassing 0.5%| 0.0%| 1.6%
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.5%] 1.8%] 0.0%
Offense Category’

Crime of Violence 43.1%| 56.4%| 58.7%
Felony 22.5%| 17.3%| 11.1%

- Person-to-Person 1.7%| 2.7%| 1.6%

- Property 16.7%| 6.4%| 4.8%

- Drugs 3.6%| 4.1%| 1.6%

- Unspecified 0.5%] 4.1%] 3.2%
Misdemeanor 30.6%| 26.4%| 30.2%

- Person-to-Person 24.0%]| 20.9%]| 27.0%

- Property 5.5%| 2.7%| 3.2%

- Drugs 0.6%| 0.5%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 0.5%] 2.3%] 0.0%
Ordinance Offenses 0.2%]| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Citations 0.3%| 0.0%] 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Interstate Warrant 3.4%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Total Placements 641 220 63

* Offense may not be reason for placement. For Pre-D, the offense is alleged,
and for boti: Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court.

! Includes: Assault Weapon, Child Abuse, Escape, Reckless Endangerment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance.

? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.

previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by

Secrion Ill: DETENTION

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data being run will not be ifgflcluded. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
e original offense.

ADP By PLacement Typg, FY 2021-2023

150
| Il Pre-D [] Post-D [ Removal [l Adult Courtl
125 108.2
100
724 80.2
(a9
3 75
s 450 440 93
27.8
25 137 18.5 10.0
o 2.8 )4
2021 2022 2023
ADP 133.9 145.3 188.3
Capacity N/A N/A N/A
PRrRe-D PrLacemenTs BY Risk LEVEL FOR YOuTH
witH A CompLeteD DRAIY, FY 2021-2023**
100%
| H Low Risk [J Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
80% '
| N
60% N $ 2
e . = - S
N - % e
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(V]
20% |
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*82.7% of FY 2023 Pre-D placements had a completed DRAL.

**Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI char:{gcs
in score ranges. Since FY 2022, the ranges are: Low 0-8, Moderate 9-13, High 14+
Previously ﬂ%ey were Low 0-7, Moderate 8-12, and High 13+.

ALOS BY PLACEMENT TYPE,
FY 2021-2023
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Youth Charged as Adults Pending Transfer

Youth ages 17 and under charged with a crime excluded from original juvenile court jurisdiction may be held in adult detention centers,
pending trial. If ordered by the court, youth charged as adults that are eligible to file for transfer of charges to juvenile court may be
held in a secure juvenile detention facility pending a transfer hearing to determine if jurisdiction should remain in the adult court or be
transferred to the juvenile court. (Md. Code, Criminal Procedure, §4-202). D]S previously entered into agreements with local criminal
justice agencies to house such youth. The statute was amended in 2015, which allowed transfer-eligible youth charged as adults to be
held in a secure juvenile detention facility pending that transfer decision unless: (1) the youth is released; (2) there is no capacity in the
secure juvenile facility; or (3) the court finds that detention in a secure juvenile facility would pose a risk of harm to the child or others,
and states the reason on record. Data in this section represent youth held in DJS detention facilities for the adult court pending a transfer
hearing. This section also provides information on youth whose complaints were transferred to the juvenile court, though they may or
may not have been detained during the report year.

PLacements For FY 2022-2023 ano ADP, ALOS By RecioN oF ResiDENCE, FY 2023 (LerT sIDE). CASES
TrANSFERRED TO THE JUVENILE CourT WitH Court DisposiTions BY REGION oF JurispicTion, FY 2023 (RIGHT SIDE).

Placements FY 2023 FY 2023 Complaints

Transferred to . . Dismissed /
Committed|Probation|

FY 2022 | FY 2023 | ADP

Region/County Juvenile Court Other
Region 1 11 15 3.7 | 103.7 13 46.2% 46.2% 7.7%
Dorchester 2 0 0.2 92.2 2 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Somerset 1 3 0.9 | 184.0 1 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Wicomico 7 12 2.5 82.9 8 62.5% 25.0% 12.5%
Worcester 1 0 0.1 0.0 2 50.0% 50.0% 0.0%
Region 2 5 2 0.5 | 102.9 8 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%
Caroline 0 0 0.0 0.0 2 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cecil 2 2 0.5 29.7 3 33.3% 66.7% 0.0%
Kent 1 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Queen Anne's 1 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Talbot 1 0 0.0 | 176.1 3 33.3% 66.7% 0.0%
Region 3 43 63 20.7 | 136.8 81 32.1% 49.4% 18.5%
Baltimore Co. 38 54 18.7 [ 139.0 64 28.1% 57.8% 14.1%
Harford 5 9 1.9 1110.9 17 47.1% 17.6% 35.3%
Region 4 12 9 3.2 | 102.3 9 11.1% 33.3% 55.6%
Allegany 2 5 1.4 [102.5 3 33.3% 0.0% 66.7%
Garrett 1 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Washington 9 4 1.8 1102.0 6 0.0% 50.0% 50.0%
Region 5 24 39 11.9 99.4 65 44.6% 46.2% 9.2%
Anne Arundel 13 26 7.1 82.1 52 42.3% 46.2% 11.5%
Carroll 1 5 1.2 ]1103.3 5 20.0% 80.0% 0.0%
Howard 10 8 3.6 | 138.2 8 75.0% 25.0% 0.0%
Region 6 23 25 6.4 94.8 41 26.8% 58.5% 14.6%
Frederick 2 3 1.1 | 173.9 6 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Montgomery 21 22 5.3 83.0 35 31.4% 51.4% 17.1%
Region 7 60 85 21.3 93.0 135 17.8% 56.3% 25.9%
Calvert 1 0 0.3 [113.8 4 50.0% 50.0% 0.0%
Charles 6 7 2.5 1201.8 12 16.7% 66.7% 16.7%
Prince George's 51 73 17.8 80.6 112 16.1% 57.1% 26.8%
St. Mary’s 2 5 0.7 | 158.4 7 28.6% 28.6% 42.9%
Region 8 91 127 39.7 [ 120.1 137 43.8% 42.3% 13.9%
Baltimore City 91 127 39.7 | 120.1 137 43.8% 42.3% 13.9%
Out-of-State 41 20 10.6 | 136.5 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Statewide 310 385 118.0 | 114.3 489 159 241 89
/)\rSeS\I:)TJqNDaalla\?{igflarlc):q(?&;{}l?;ielfgr% ;g)(iﬁ)ej;n;d: s}l]ll);g;l.ent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
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Orrense Typg, FY 2023 OrrFense CATEGORY, FY 2023

Most Serious Alleged Juvenile FY Crime of Violence* 53.8%

Offense of Transferred Cases 2023 Felony 10.2%

Auto Theft/Unauthorized Use 2.2% - Person-to-Person 4.3%

Burglary/Breaking & Entering 0.4% - Property 2.9%

Carjacking 14.3% - Drugs 1.6%

Conspiracy to Commit Offense 1.2% - Unspecified 1.4%

Deadly Weapon 4.7% Misdemeanor 36.0%

First Degree Assault-Felony 20.7% - Person-to-Person 34.8%

Handgun Violation 32.5% - Property 0.6%

Kidnapping 0.6% - Drugs 0.2%

Manslaughter 0.2% - Unspecified 0.4%

Murder 7.4% Ordinance Offenses 0.0%

Narcotics Distribution 1.6% Citations 0.0%

Narcotics Possession 0.2% CINS 0.0%

Other/Missing 2.2% Missing 0.0%

Robbery 4.5% Total Transferred Cases 489

Second Degree Assault-Misdemeanor| 1.4% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.

Sex Offense 4.1%

Theft - Felony 0.6% Note: The population data for youth detained by the

Theft - Misdemeanor 0.6% adult court are also included in the data presented in

Unspecified Misdemeanor 0.4% the rest of the Detention section, with the exception of

Total Transferred Cases 489 demographics, offense and risk level tables/charts. It
is important to note that the offense data shown here
reflect the resulting juvenile court offense for those
cases that were transferred down from adult court
jurisdiction and do not reflect the original adult charge.

YoutH CHARGED As ApuLts PeENDING TRANSFER DEMOGRAPHICS BY DETENTION FAciLiTy, FY 2023

Alfred D. | Balt. City Lower East.| Western
..~ | Charles H. |Cheltenham
Noyes Juvenile . Shore Maryland .
i . Hickey ]Jr. Youth . i Statewide
Children Justice g . Children's | Children's
1 School Facility

Demographics Center Center 7 Center Center
Race

Black 100.0% 91.1% 81.6% 79.5% 83.3% 79.3% 83.4%

White 0.0% 2.1% 10.4% 7.4% 5.6% 17.2% 7.5%

Hispanic/ Other 0.0% 6.8% 8.0% 13.1% 11.1% 3.4% 9.1%
Sex

Male 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 86.1% 80.6% 100.0% 94.8%

Female 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 13.9% 19.4% 0.0% 5.2%
Age

14 0.0% 1.4% 1.6% 1.6% 5.6% 0.0% 1.6%

15 0.0% 0.7% 5.6% 4.9% 2.8% 0.0% 3.4%

16 25.0% 34.9% 39.2% 29.5% 33.3% 48.3% 34.3%

17 75.0% 56.2% 43.2% 53.3% 52.8% 41.4% 52.7%

18-20 0.0% 6.8% 10.4% 10.7% 5.6% 10.3% 8.1%
Total Admissions 4 146 125 122 36 29 385
ADP 0.5 39.0 35.3 29.8 5.0 8.4 118.0
ALOS 35.8 97.1 108.7 82.8 57.0 91.8 114.3

! Noyes was temporarily closed as of October 2022

* Statewide admissions exclude facility transfers

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. ’ ’
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i ’ 9925 Blackwell Road
Alfred D. Noyes Children’s Center Rockaills MD 20820
Superintendent: N/A Region 6 301-315-1610

Capacity: 29 Males prior to the temporary closure on 10/18/2022

Note: The removal population represents youth returned to detention following removal from a committed treatment program, with
no new offenses requiring court processing and needing a new committed placement. With the exception of the demographic, offense,
and risk level tables/charts, data presented below include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail).

ADMlSSlONS, FY 2021-2023 * Source of Admissions (FY 2023):
300 * 76.9% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of those
I Y2021 from out of state, there were 3 from Washington, D.C. and 1 each
700 B FY2022
€00 [ FY2023 from Pcnnsylvania, Vermont, and West Virginia.
500 * Admission Trends:
400 * Total admissions decreased 71.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
300 and decreased 64.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Pre-D admissions decreased 79.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
0L, and decreased 72.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
100 m 305 s 4 s 29 g4 * Post-D admissions decreased 75.0% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
S TV O R v e— and decreased 61.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023,
*:'S;&‘Of‘i‘i‘:; E’t‘;ucl‘s“;‘tt:;o;?esPrr;a‘Dmi";;ulzl ﬂfiftrgt’;lal and Adult Court; therefore, the * Removal admissions did not change between FY 2021 and FY 2023
’
100% * Adult Court admissions decreased 81.0% between FY 2021 and
B i FY 2023 and decreased 78.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
80% - |:| Adult Court * Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:
60% %, * Statewide pages show overall ALOS including transfers between
L
o &= g . facilities. Facility pages show ALOS only at that particular facility.
40% | 2 - p é. * ALOS for Pre-D increased 22.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
o e % < o o and increased 22.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
20% g o I g o = * Post-D ALOS increased 78.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
> S
Iy <. Il = H-_ = increased 64.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
0
00s BCity ~ Mont.  AA Co. Wicomico All Other * ALOS for removals decreased 32.7% between FY 2021 and FY
3 0,

Youth Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * ALOS for adults decreased 72.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023

Race/Ethnicy and decreased 57.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Black 68.0% [ 66.1% | 59.1% |  *Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
White 22.7% [ 17.9% | 36.4% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 34.4% to
Hispanic/ Other 9.3% | 16.1% 4.5% 7. 7%.

Sex * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 20.3% to 15.4%.
Male 52.0% | 37.5% 2.1% * The percentage of Misdemeanors increased from 37.5% to 61.5%.
Female 48.0% | 62.5% | 90.9%

Age * Average Daily Population (ADP):
11 and under 00%1 00%| 0.0% * Overall, ADP decreased 78.9% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
12 0.0%]| 0.0%]| 0.0% decreased 54.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
13 0.0% | 5.4%| 13.6% * Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
14 10.7% | 12.5% | 13.6% * FY 2023 Pre-D ADP for males was 0.0 and for females was 1.1.
15 25.3% | 30.4% [ 22.7% * FY 2023 Post-D ADP for males was 0.1 and for females was 0.6.
16 18.7% | 33.9% 9.1% * FY 2023 Removal ADP for males was 0.0 and for females was 0.5.

0, 0] 0

17 28.0% | 14.3% 2.1% * FY 2023 Adult Court ADP for males was 0.0 and for females was
18-20 17.3% 3.6% | 31.8% 0.5

Total Admissions from Juv. Court 75 56 22 o

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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YoutH ApmissioNs BY MosT Serious OFFENSE™, ADP By ApwmissioN Typg, FY 2021-2023

FY 2023 S |-Prc—D [1 Post-D [ Removal [l Adult Court|
Most Serious Offense | Pre-D |Post-D |R 60
Offense Type
Arson 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Auto Theft/ Unauth. Use | 7.7%] 0.0%| 0.0% N
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% g 30
Carjacking 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0% 15 -
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 35 1 : ) 6
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%|  0.0%| 20.0% 0 w07 Amiioos 11070505
First Degree Assault 15.4%| 0.0%| 0.0% 2021 2022 2023
Handgun Violation 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% ADP 13.3 6.1 2.8
Kidnapping 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% Capacity 29 29 29
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 20.0%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Murder 0.0%] 20.0%| 20.0%
Narcotios Distribution 00%l 0%l 0.0% PRe-D PLAcemENTs BY Risk LEVEL FOR YouTH
Narcotics Possession 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% wITH A COMPLETED DRAl*, FY 2021-2023*F
Other'/Missing 15.4%]| 0.0%| 0.0% 100%
Resisting Arrest 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | Ml Low Risk [] Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
Robbery 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0% 80% I <
Second Degree Assault 53.8%]| 20.0%]| 20.0% o ;f
Sex Offense 0.0%| 40.0%| 20.0% 60% | | = ©
Theft Felony 0.0%| 0.0%[ 20.0% g e 2 I
Theft Misdemeanor 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% 40% ; ; | 2 § o\:
Trespassing 7.7%| 0.0%]| 0.0% o N m e
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0% 20% | §
Offense Category’ ~
Crime of Violence 7.7%| 40.0%| 40.0% 0%
Felony 15.4%| 20.0%| 20.0% 2021 2022 2023
- Person-to-Person 7.7%| 20.0% 0.0% *The DRAI is completed at initial placement, and not at subsequent facility admissions/
transfers. 100.0% of Pre-D placements had a completed DRAIin FY 2023.
_ Property 7.7% 0.0%] 20.0% *’fData for FY 2022‘and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI charl‘rgcs
-Drugs 0.0%] 0.0%]| 0.0% Prerioush ooy wene Low 07 Moderats. 3. and High T3 crote o713 High 147
- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% .
Misdemeanor 61.5%| 40.0%| 40.0%
- Person-to-Person 53.8%] 20.0%)]| 40.0% ﬁlY_%SOZYl-A2D(I)V|éS§|ON TYPE,
- Property 7.7%| 20.0%]| 0.0%
- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%[ 0.0% 200
" Unspecified 0.0%|__0.0%| _0.0% [WWFY2021 CTFY202) BEFY2023
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% 160 ;
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% =
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 120
Interstate Warrant 15.4%) 0.0%] 0.0%
Total Admissions 13 5 5 80
* Offense mz not be reason for adm_iss_ionA _For_ Pre-D, the _offcnsc is alleged,
and for both Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court. 40
! Includes: Assault Weapon, Child Abuse, Escape, Reckless Endangerment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance. 0
% See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Pre-D Post-D Removal Adult Court

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center

Superintendent: Daniel McCoy
Capacity: 120 Males

Region §

300 North Gay Street
Baltimore, MD 21202
443-263-8998

Note: The removal population represents youth returned to detention following removal from a committed treatment program, with

no new offenses requiring court processing and needing a new committed placement. With the exception of the demographic, offense,
and risk level tables/charts, data presented below include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail).

Apmissions, FY 2021-2023

800
W Y2021
700 B FY2022
600 [ Fy2023
500 432
400
300
213 200 226
200 1 e
100 S
0 ] 4
Total® Pre-D Post-D Removal  Adult Court

*Youth can be counted in Pre-D, Post-D, Removal, and Adult Court; therefore, the
sum of the status categories may not equal the total.

Abwmissions BY County oF ResIDENCE, FY 2023
100%

- Juvenile
|:| Adult Court

67.2%

57.5%

80%

60%

40%

20%

%
° Balt City PG Co. BaltCo. AA Co. Mont. All Other*

*Includes out-of-state youth

YoutH AbpmissioNn DemoGRraPHICS, FY 2021-2023
Youth Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Race/Ethnicity
Black 87.2% | 86.2% | 89.1%
White 7.3%| 7.8%| 6.8%
Hispanic/Other 5.6% 6.0%| 4.2%
Sex
Male 100.0% [100.0% | 100.0%
Female 0.0% | 0.0%| 0.0%
Age
11 and under 0.0% | 0.4% 0.0%
12 0.9% 1.7% | 0.3%
13 4.3% | 6.5%]| 3.2%
14 24.8% | 15.5% | 14.8%
15 29.5% | 24.1% | 28.9%
16 18.4% | 15.5% | 19.0%
17 12.0% | 23.3% | 21.5%
18-20 10.3% | 12.9% | 12.2%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 234 232 311

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodolog

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

* Source of Admissions (FY 2023):
* 97.5% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of those
from out of state, there were 7 from Washington, D.C. and 1 each

from Georgia, New Hampshire, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania.

* Admission Trends:

* Total admissions increased 58.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 31.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D admissions increased 6.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 13.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D admissions increased 143.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 61.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Removal admissions increased 460.0% between FY 2021 and FY
2023 and increased 600.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Adult Court admissions increased 265.0% between FY 2021 and
FY 2023 and increased 31.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:

* Statewide pages show overall ALOS including transfers between
facilities. Facility pages show ALOS only at that particular facility.

* ALOS for Pre-D decreased 16.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 29.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D ALOS increased 36.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 15.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for removals increased 17.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 16.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for adults decreased 43.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 6.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 40.8% to
38.1%.
* The percentage of Felonies increased from 28.2% to 29.6%.
* The percentage of Misdemeanors increased from 29.6% to 30.5%.
* Average Daily Population (ADP):
* Overall, ADP increased 82.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 35.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
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ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

YoutH ApmissioNs BY MosT Serious OFFENSE™, ADP By ApwmissioN Typg, FY 2021-2023

75
FY 2023 | Il Pre-D [] Post-D [l Removal [l Adult Courtl
Most Serious Offense | Pre-D |Post-D [Remova
60
Offense Type
Arson 0.4%| 0.0%| 0.0% 4 39.0
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use | 15.9%| 5.3%| 3.6% N :
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.9%| 3.2%| 0.0% a 30 27.8
Carjacking 15.0%] 16.8%] 10.7% 19.3
Cons. to Commit Offense | 0.0%| 2.1%| 0.0% 15[ 130 14.6 12.9
Deadly Weapon 2.7%|_0.0%| _0.0% i o L
Disturbing the Peace 0.4%| 0.0%| 0.0% 0 —0.7 0.6 :
First Degree Assault 6.2%)| 14.7%| 28.6% 2021 2022 2023
Handgun Violation 20.8%| 17.9%| 7.1% ADP 36.2 48.9 66.2
Kidnapping 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% Capacity 120 120 120
Malicious Destruction 1.3%] 0.0%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 0.4%| 0.0%| 0.0%
i 790 639 10 7% PRre-D PLACEMENTS BY RI*SK LEVEL FOR YOUTH**
Narcotics Distribution 6.6%| 2.1%| 3.6% witH A CompLeTeD DRAIY, FY 2021-2023
Narcotics Possession 1.3%| 0.0%| 0.0% 100%
Other! /Missing 4.0% 2.1% 0.0% | M Low Risk [] Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
Resisting Arrest 0.9%| 0.0%| 3.6% 80% '
Robbery 5.3%| 16.8%| 17.9% o |
Second Degree Assault 6.2%| 5.3%| 3.6% 60% « § ® N
Sex Offense 0.0%] 2.1%| 3.6% e ¥ ¥ S =B e
S <+ n <+ in <+ . >
Theft Felony 4.0%| 2.1%| 3.6% 40% 25 o~ | o o o
(V] (V] o
Theft Misdemeanor 2.2%| 2.1%| 3.6% R Q
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% 20% |
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.4%| 1.1%] 0.0%
Offense Category’ 0%
Crime of Violence 38.1%| 60.0%] 67.9% 2021 2022 2023
*The DRAI is completed at initial placement, and not at subsequent facility admissions/
Felony 29.6%)| 13.7%]| 14.3% transfers. 87.2% OF% P:’e—Dtplactemelzlts had atc’ompleteti ISRAI ir?FY 5023. i
- Person-to-Person 1.8% 0.0% 3.6% **Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI changes
in score ranges. Since FY 2022, the ranges are: Low 0-8, Moderate 9-13, High 14+.
_ Property 19.9% 7.4% 7.1% Previously t}%ey were Low 0-7, M:)derategS—lZ, and High 13+. ‘ &
- Drugs 6.6%| 2.1%| 3.6%
- Unspecified 1.3%| 4.2%] 0.0%
3 0, 0, 0,
Mlsgemea?o; ;‘;g Of’ 226332 0//0 111930//0 ALOS By ApmissioN TyPE,
- rerson-to-rerson . 0 . 0 . 0 FY 2 21_2 2
- Property 3.5%| 2.1% 3.6% 0 023
- Drugs 1.3%] 0.0%| 0.0% 200 [EFY2021 [JFY2022 [ FY2023 |
- Unspecified 0.4%| 1.1%] 0.0%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%]| 0.0%]| 0.0% 160
Citations 0.0%]| 0.0%]| 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 120
Interstate Warrant 1.8%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Total Admissions 226 95 28 80
* Offense may not be reason for admission. For Pre-D, the offense is alleged,
and for botﬁ Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court. 40
! Includes: Assault Weapon, Child Abuse, Escape, Reckless Endan%erment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance. 0
% See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Pre-D Post-D Removal Adult Court

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data beindg run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion Ill: DETENTION



ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Charles H. Hickey, Jr. School 9700 Old Harford Road
Parkville, MD 21234

Region 3 410-663-7700

Acting Superintendent: Tonaza Burgess
Capacity: 72 Males

Note: The removal population represents youth returned to detention following removal from a committed treatment program, with
no new offenses requiring court processing and needing a new committed placement. With the exception of the demographic, offense,
and risk level tables/charts, data presented below include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail).

ADMISSIONS’ FY 2021-2023 * Source of Admissions (FY 2023):
800 o *97.6% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of
700 [ FY2022 those from out of state, there were 5 from Washington, D.C. and
600 o 2 from Virginia.
500 * Admission Trends:
400 * Total admissions increased 39.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
300 and increased 52.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
200 s * Pre-D admissions decreased 9.5% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
100 L and increased 25.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
0 . s = * Post-D admissions increased 74.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
o 2D PD | Remod MG increased 41.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023,
sum of the status categories may not equal the total. * Removal admissions increased 233.3% between FY 2021 and FY
1AOI(?OZIISSIONS BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE! FY 2023 2023 and increased 300.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
- Joventle * Adult Court admissions increased 135.8% between FY 2021 and
80% FY 2023 and increased 73.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
|:| Adult Court
* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:
60% S ¢ o % * Statewide pages show overall ALOS including transfers between
40% ; ; :(: § © facilities. Facility pages show ALOS only at that particular facility.
N pe 3\:. * ALOS for Pre-D decreased 0.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
20% o = and decreased 24.8% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Post-D ALOS increased 29.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
0% Balt Co. Balt City Harford PG Co. AA Co. All Other* increased 43.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
*Includes out-of-state youth * ALOS for removals increased 4.9% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
YoutH ADMISSION DEMOGRAPHICS’ FY 2021-2023 and decreased 11.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* ALOS for adults decreased 26.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
Race/Ethnicity and decreased 14.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Black 70.8% | 74.2% | 84.4%
White 1.7% 1 15.2% 1 1099 | °FPreD Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
Hispanic/ Other 75% | 10.6% 1 4.7% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 42.9% to
Sex 46.6%.
Male 100.0% |100.0% | 100.0% * The percentage of Felonies increased from 19.0% to 31.6%.
Female 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 36.1% to 19.5%.
Age * Average Daily Population (ADP):
11 and under O'OZA) O'OZ/O 0'0:/0 * Overall, ADP increased 70.0% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
g (6):20;2 (5):20;2 (3):(1)(;2 increased 40.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
7 59% 1 1529 10.9% * Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
15 28.0% | 25.0% | 27.6%
16 16.1% | 17.4% | 24.0%
17 18.0% | 24.2% | 20.8%
18-20 11.2% | 12.1% | 13.5%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 161 132 192

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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YoutH ApmissioNs BY MosT Serious OFFENSE™, ADP By ApwmissioN Typg, FY 2021-2023

FY 2023 7 l- Pre-D [] Post-D [ Removal [l Adult Court|
Offense Type 60
Arson 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 18.0%| 3.3%| 0.0% . 5 353
Burglary/Break. & Enter 2.3%| 6.6%| 0.0% % 30
Carjacking 18.8%| 16.4%| 25.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.0%] 3.3%| 0.0% 5l o6 o5
Deadly Weapon 0.8%| 0.0%| 0.0% : 3.2 = 8.4 ,
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%|  0.0%| 0.0% 0 0.8 =
First Degree Assault 9.8%| 23.0%| 35.0% 2021 2023
Handgun Violation 7.5%| 6.6%| 0.0% ADP 32.7 55.7
Kidnapping 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% Capacity 7 72 7
Malicious Destruction 0.8%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 1.6%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.8%| 0.0%] 0.0%
T S il 79 S 0% PRe-D PLAceMENTS BY Risk LEVEL FOR YOUTH
Narcotics Distribution 5.3%| 3.3%| 0.0% witH A CompLeTep DRAI, FY 2021-2023*"
Narcotics Possession 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% 100%
Otherl/Missing 3.0% 1.6% 0.0% | M Low Risk [] Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 80% '
Robbery 9.8%| 13.1%] 15.0% o | )
Second Degree Assault 9.0%| 4.9%| 10.0% 60% & N < ﬁ "
Sex Offense 1.5%] 6.6%| 5.0% L ¢ ¥ 2 e & T
Theft Felony 6.8%| 0.0%| 0.0% 40% % 2 | a] ;". b 5 =
Theft Misdemeanor 3.0%| 1.6%| 0.0% N ol N
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0%| 5.0% 20% |
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 3.3%| 0.0%
Offense Category’ 0%
Crime of Violence 46.6%| 65.6%| 80.0% 2021 2022 2023
Felony 3LO%[ 164%] 0.0% "The DRAL Sttt plcment, ot bt ety dmision/
- Person-to-Person 0.8% 4.9% 0.0% **Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI changes
“Property 24.8%|3.3%] 0.0% i core ranges. S FY 2022 he ranges v Lo 0.5, Moderate 5-15, igh 147
- Drugs 5.3%] 3.3%| 0.0%
- Unspecified 0.8%] 4.9%]| 0.0%
Misdemeanor 19.5%| 18.0%| 20.0%
- Person-to-Person 15.8%] 11.5%] 15.0% ﬁIY_%SOZYl_Aé)(')VIéS;ION TYPE,
- Property 3.8%] 3.3%| 5.0%
- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%[ 0.0% 200
" Unspecified 0.0%|  3.3%| _0.0% (WFY2021 CJFY2022 EFY2023 ]y
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% 160 = :
Citations 0.8%| 0.0%] 0.0% o
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 120
Interstate Warrant 1.5%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Total Admissions 133 61 20 80
* Offense mz not be reason for adm_iss_ionA AFor_ Pre-D, the _offcnsc is alleged,
and for both Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court. 40
! Includes: Assault Weapon, 'Chﬂd Abuse, Escape, Reck]ess' Endan%erment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance. 0
% See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Pre-D Post-D Removal Adult Court

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data beindg run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Cheltenham Youth Detention Center 11003 Frank Tippett Road
Cheltenham, MD 20623

Region 7 301-782-2400

Superintendent: Christian Munoz
Capacity: 72 Males

Note: The removal population represents youth returned to detention following removal from a committed treatment program, with
no new offenses requiring court processing and needing a new committed placement. With the exception of the demographic, offense,
and risk level tables/charts, data presented below include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail).

Apmissions, FY 2021-2023

* Source of Admissions (FY 2023):
800

Y2000 *81.9% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of those

700 E :{igi from out of state, there were 69 from Washington, D.C.; 6 from

600 Virginia, and 1 each from California, Delaware, and Pennsylvania.

500 432 * Admission Trends:

400 * Total admissions increased 105.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023

300 and increased 70.8% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

200 135 13 i * Pre-D admissions increased 106.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023

100 60 = and increased 111.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

0 - NN * Post-D admissions increased 72.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023

*Youth car?gzaiounted ir});fé%, Post»goﬁi;an)vd, m?;g;ﬁ‘éiurti\i:}'ifgiﬁe and increased 84.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
sum of the status categories may not equal the total. * Removal admissions increased 160.0% between FY 2021 and FY

1AOI30/MISSIONS BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE’ FY 2023 2023 and increased 333.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

- Javenile * Adult Court admissions increased 103.3% between FY 2021 and
3 0
80% |:| Adult Court FY 2023 and increased 18.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:
60% * Statewide pages show overall ALOS including transfers between
40% facilities. Facility pages show ALOS only at that particular facility.
* ALOS for Pre-D decreased 23.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
20% and decreased 22.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Post-D ALOS increased 9.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
0% T 0G Co. . 0OS  Mont.  AA Co. Balt City All Other* increased 28.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

YoutH ADMISSION DEMOGRAPHICS, FY 2021-2023 * ALOS for removals increased 11.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
Youth Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 and increased 206.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Race/Ethnicity * ALOS for adults decreased 33.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023

Black 76.4% | 72.8% | 70.3% and increased 12.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
White : 13.0% | 12.0% ] 9.1% * Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
S Hispanic/Other 10.6% ] 15.2%] 20.6% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 46.7% to
ex
49.5%.
l}z/[alel - 92"37?;0 9;'8;? ?ié:f * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 18.5% to 15.4%.
Agzma v = = = * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 31.9% to 29.0%.
11 and under 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% * Average Daily Population (ADP):
12 2.5% 1.3% | 0.9% * Overall, ADP increased 64.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
13 3.1% 3.8% 4.5% increased 72.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
14 14.9% | 11.4% | 17.9% * Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
15 24.2% | 30.4% | 30.0%
16 23.0% | 15.2% | 21.2%
17 19.3% | 20.3% | 16.4%
18-20 12.4% | 17.7% 9.1%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 161 158 330

Females were temporarily housed at Cheltenham since FY 2021 as needed.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion Ill: DETENTION



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

YoutH ApmissioNs BY MosT Serious OFFENSE™, ADP By ApwmissioN Typg, FY 2021-2023

FY 2023 s | Il Pre-D [] Post-D [l Removal [l Adult Court|
Most Serious Offense 60
Offense Type
Arson 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% 45
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 7.2%| 2.5%| 0.0% o )0 8
Burglary/Break. & Enter 7.5%| 4.9%| 7.7% g 30
Carjacking 13.3%]| 16.0%| 0.0% 20.2 20.2 a4
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.4%]| 4.9%| 15.4% 5] 57 ‘ o1
Deadly Weapon 2.5%| 1.2%| 0.0% i 46 7.9 4 ;
Disturbing the Peace 0.4%|  0.0%| 0.0% 0 0.5 0.1 16
First Degree Assault 9.0%| 14.8%| 7.7% 2021 2022 2023
Handgun Violation 12.9%| 16.0%| 7.7% ADP 34.0 32.4 55.9
Kidnapping 0.7%| 0.0%| 0.0% Capacity 72 72 72
Malicious Destruction 0.7%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 1.2%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
T T B W7 PRe-D PLAceMENTS BY Risk LEVEL FOR YOUTH
Narcotics Distribution 1.1%| 3.7%| 0.0% witH A CompLeTep DRAI, FY 2021-2023*"
Narcotics Possession 0.7% 1.2%| 0.0% 100%
Otherl/Missing 7.5% 3.7% 0.0% | M Low Risk [] Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
Resisting Arrest T.1%] 0.0%] 0.0% 80% s
Robbery 10.4%| 14.8%] 23.1% | 8 §
Second Degree Assault 7.5%]| 3.7%| 15.4% 60% IO\\C’ © ;
Sex Offense 1.8%| 3.7%| 7.7% ° o ¥
Theft Felony 6.1%| 1.2%| 7.7% 40% MM | 2\: o 2' 2
Theft Misdemeanor 3.9%| 0.0%]| 0.0% < g % o 2
Trespassing 0.7%| 0.0%| 0.0% 20% | 2 -
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.7%] 0.0%| 0.0%
Offense Category’ 0%
Crime of Violence 49.5%| 56.8%| 53.8% 2021 2022 2023
Felony 15.4%] 19.8%] 23.1% ke DRALL gmplc, s it e, s s, ey sdmisions
- Person-to-Person 0.7% 7.4% 0.0% **Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI changes
“Property 13,30/ 3.7 7.7% i e s v, Y2023t s s Lo U3, Modere -5, High 14+
- Drugs 1.1%| 3.7%| 0.0%
- Unspecified 0.4%] 4.9%]| 15.4%
Misdemeanor 29.0%| 23.5%| 23.1% ALOS BY ADN”SS'ON TYPE,
- Person-to-Person 22.2%| 22.2%]| 23.1%
_ Property 5.7%|  0.0%| 0.0% FY 2021-2023
- Drugs 0.4%| 1.2%| 0.0% 200
" Unspecified 0.7%|__0.0%]| _0.0% [WWFY2021 CTFY202) BEFY2023
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% 160 3}
Citations 0.4%| 0.0%] 0.0% o
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 120
Interstate Warrant 5.7%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Total Admissions 279 81 13 80
* Offense mz not be reason for adm_iss_ionA _For_ Pre-D, the _offcnsc is alleged,
and for both Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court. 40
! Includes: Assault Weapon, 'Chﬂd Abuse, Escape, Reck]ess' Endan%erment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance. 0
% See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Pre-D Post-D Removal Adult Court

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data beindg run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Lower Eastern Shore Children’s Center

Superintendent: Derrick Witherspoon

Region 1
Capacity: 18 Males and 6 Females (In FY 2023, the facility was male only until the temporary closure of Noyes in October 2022)

405 Naylor Mill Road
Salisbury, MD 21801
443-523-1526

Note: The removal population represents youth returned to detention following removal from a committed treatment program, with

no new offenses requiring court processing and needing a new committed placement. With the exception of the demographic, offense,

and risk level tables/charts, data presented below include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail).

Apmissions, FY 2021-2023

800
W Y2021
700 B FY2022
600 [ Fy2023
500
400
300
200
120 125 115 103 o5
100 64
25 31 29.4 6 7 .10 13 36
0 —
Total™ Pre-D Post-D Removal  Adult Court

*Youth can be counted in Pre-D, Post-D, Removal, and Adult Court; therefore, the
sum of the status categories may not equal the total.

Abwmissions BY County oF ResIDENCE, FY 2023

100%
- Juvenile
0
80% |:| Adult Court
60%
2 g e s
nh ™ © N M
40% | & R S 5
<
20%

0%
° Wicomico PG Co. OOS Worcester Caroline All Other*

*Includes out-of-state youth

YoutH AbpmissioNn DemoGRraPHICS, FY 2021-2023
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Youth Demographics

Race/Ethnicity
Black 73.0% | 78.6% | 77.5%
White 24.3% | 17.0% | 21.2%
Hispanic/ Other 2.7% | 4.5% 1.2%
Sex
Male 78.4% | 84.8% | 77.5%
Female 21.6% | 15.2% | 22.5%
Age
11 and under 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0%
12 3.6% | 3.6%| 0.0%
13 7.2% | 8.0%| 7.5%
14 22.5% | 4.5%| 13.8%
15 24.3% | 37.5% | 28.7%
16 17.1% | 25.9% | 26.2%
17 19.8% | 15.2% | 20.0%
18-20 54% | 5.4%| 3.8%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 111 112 80

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodolog

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

* Source of Admissions (FY 2023):
* 88.7% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of those
from out of state, there were 6 from Washington, D.C.; 5 from
Delaware; and 1 each from Illinois and Virginia.

* Admission Trends:

* Total admissions decreased 4.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 8.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D admissions decreased 37.9% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 32.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D admissions increased 16.0% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 6.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Removal admissions increased 75.0% between FY 2021 and FY
2023 and increased 16.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Adult Court admissions increased 260.0% between FY 2021 and
FY 2023 and increased 176.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:

* Statewide pages show overall ALOS including transfers between
facilities. Facility pages show ALOS only at that particular facility.

* ALOS for Pre-D increased 48.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 46.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Post-D ALOS increased 34.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 37.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for removals increased 39.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 3.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* ALOS for adults decreased 42.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and decreased 28.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 33.0% to
39.1%.
* The percentage of Felonies decreased from 16.5% to 12.5%.
* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 38.8% to 35.9%.
* Average Daily Population (ADP):
* Overall, ADP increased 28.0% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 19.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
¢ Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
* FY 2023 Pre-D ADP for males was 6.1 and for females was 0.7.
* FY 2023 Post-D ADP for males was 3.1 and for females was 0.2.
* FY 2023 Removal ADP for males was 1.3 and for females was 0.0.
* FY 2023 Adult Court ADP for males was 4.3 and for females was
0.8.
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YoutH ApmissioNs BY MosT Serious OFFENSE™, ADP By ApwmissioN Typg, FY 2021-2023

FY 2023 s | Il Pre-D [] Post-D [l Removal [l Adult Court|
Most Serious Offense 60
Offense Type
Arson 0.0%]| 3.4%| 0.0% 45
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 6.2%| 6.9%| 0.0% o
Burglary/Break. & Enter 1.6%| 3.4%| 0.0% g 30
Carjacking 9.4%| 3.4%| 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.0%] 3.4%| 0.0% 15
Deadly Weapon 3.1%|_0.0%| 0.0% 72,0 3 g 68 50
Disturbing the Peace 1.6%| 0.0%| 0.0% o 05 e o072t - |
First Degree Assault 12.5%| 6.9%| 0.0% 2021 2022 2023
Handgun Violation 7.8%| 3.4%| 0.0% ADP 12.9 13.7 16.5
Kidnapping 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% Capacity 24 24 24
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 0.0%]| 14.3%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 1.6%| 0.0%] 0.0%
i T 6ol 15 30% PRe-D PLAceMENTS BY Risk LEVEL FOR YOUTH
Narcotics Distribution 1.6%| 6.9%| 0.0% witH A CompLeTep DRAI, FY 2021-2023*"
Narcotics Possession 0.0%]| 3.4%| 0.0% 100%
Other! /Missing 14.1% 0.0% 0.0% | M Low Risk [] Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
Resisting Arrest 1.6%| 0.0%| 14.3% 80% '
Robbery 1.6%| 17.2%| 0.0% | . §
Second Degree Assault 20.3%| 6.9%| 57.1% 60% -8 & ™
Sex Offense 7.8%| 10.3%| 0.0% 2 e o g 2 s o 2
Theft Felony 0.0%| 3.4%| 0.0% 40% ; i = | 2 2 g ©
Theft Misdemeanor 3.1%| 10.3%| 0.0% 2 o ;
Trespassing 1.6%| 0.0%| 0.0% 20% | -
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 3.4%| 0.0%
Offense Category’ 0%
Crime of Violence 39.1%| 41.4%] 14.3% 2021 2022 2023
Felony 12.5%] 20.7%] 0.0% ke DRALL complcl, s it e, st s, ey sdmisions
- Person-to-Person 4.7% 3.4% 0.0% **Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI changes
“Property 6.2%[ 10.3% 0.0% i core ranges. S FY 2022 he ranges v Lo 0.5, Moderate 5-15, igh 147
- Drugs 1.6%| 6.9%| 0.0%
- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Misdemeanor 35.9%| 37.9%| 85.7%
- Person-to-Person 29.7%| 13.8%]| 71.4% ﬁlY_%SOZYl-A2D(|)V|éS§|ON TYPE,
- Property 6.2%)| 13.8%]| 14.3%
- Drugs 0.0%| 3.4%| 0.0% 200
" Unspecified 0.0%| _6.9%]| _0.0% [WWFY2021 CTFY202) BEFY2023
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%]| 0.0%]| 0.0% 160
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0% i
CINS 3.1%| 0.0%| 0.0% 120 ©
Interstate Warrant 9.4%| 0.0%| 0.0% [o\\'
Total Admissions 04 29 7 80
* Offense mz not be reason for adm_iss_ionA _For_ Pre-D, the _offcnsc is alleged,
and for both Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court. 40
! Includes: Assault Weapon, 'Chﬂd Abuse, Escape, Reck]ess' Endan%erment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance. 0
% See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Pre-D Post-D Removal Adult Court

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data beindg run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Western Maryland Children’s Center 18420 Roxbury Road
Hagerstown, MD 21740

Region 4 301-745-6051

Superintendent: Stacy Rauer
Capacity: 24 Males

Note: The removal population represents youth returned to detention following removal from a committed treatment program, with
no new offenses requiring court processing and needing a new committed placement. With the exception of the demographic, offense,
and risk level tables/charts, data presented below include youth charged as adults pending transfer (see pages 128-129 for more detail).

Apmissions, FY 2021-2023

* Source of Admissions (FY 2023):
800

Y2000 ®92.2% of placements were from regions within Maryland. Of those
700 I FY2022 from out of state, there were 6 from Washington, D.C. and 1 cach
600 B oo from Kansas and Pennsylvania.
500 * Admission Trends:
400 * Total admissions increased 67.2% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
300 and increased 12.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
200 * Pre-D admissions increased 42 .5% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
100 |61 o2 1S 20 56 57 o and increased 1.8% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
0 - —m oy 5 8 * Post-D admissions decreased 6.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
2Tl FD el MGt ecreased 39, 1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023,
sum of the status categories may not equal the total. * Removal admissions increased 140.0% between FY 2021 and FY
ﬁ)gﬂ/TISSIONS BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE’ FY 2023 2023 and increased 200.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
- Javenile * Adult Court admissions increased 81.2% between FY 2021 and FY
80% |:| Adult Court 2023 and increased 11.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) in Days:
60% * Statewide pages show overall ALOS including transfers between
40% facilities. Facility pages show ALOS only at that particular facility.
* ALOS for Pre-D decreased 63.0% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
20% and decreased 28.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Post-D ALOS increased 66.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
. OI%lWashinfgton Fre(}l\erick Balt City Allegany PG Co. All Other* increased 28.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Includes out-of-state yout * ALOS for removals increased 43.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
YoutH ADMISSION DEMOGRAPHICS’ FY 2021-2023 and decreased 20.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
phlcs VAV INGAUR IEVERIbe) * ALOS for adults decreased 43.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
Black 09 77 e 73 3% and increased 21.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
White 32.6% | 19.4% | 18.7% | *Pre-D Offense Category (Most Serious Offense) Trends FY 2021-2023:
Hispanic/ Other 6.5% 3.0% 8.0% * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 55.0% to
Sex 52.6%.
Male _ 100.02/0 9852/0 96-02/0 * The percentage of Felonies increased from 7.5% to 12.3%.
Agzmale 0.0% 1.5%] 4.0% * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 37.5% to 33.3%.
11 and under 0.0%| 0.0% | 2.7%]| *Average Daily Population (ADP):
12 0.0% | 0.0% 2.7% * Overall, ADP increased 15.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
13 4.3% 3.0% | 0.0% increased 19.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
14 17.4% ) 17.9% ) 12.0% * Overall, ADP has consistently been below capacity.
15 26.1% | 29.9% | 21.3%
16 21.7% | 20.9% | 32.0%
17 17.4% | 17.9% | 18.7%
18-20 13.0% | 10.4% | 10.7%
Total Admissions from Juv. Court 46 67 75

*Femnales are occasionally detained after hours under agreement withWashington Co. law enforcement

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein(§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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YoutH ApmissioNs BY MosT Serious OFFENSE™, ADP By ApwmissioN Typg, FY 2021-2023

FY 2023 s | Il Pre-D [] Post-D [l Removal [l Adult Court|
Most Serious Offense 60
Offense Type
Arson 3.5%| 0.0%| 0.0% 45
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 3.5%]| 0.0%| 0.0% o
Burglary/Break. & Enter 3.5%]| 14.3%| 0.0% g 30
Carjacking 14.0%| 14.3%| 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0% 15
Deadly Weapon 1.8%| 0.0%| 0.0% 45 43 6.5 38,5 50 )8 20 8.4
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 0 N mxEl B _-1:1%-__-1:.1_5._
First Degree Assault 14.0%| 14.3%| 8.3% 2021 2022 2023
Handgun Violation 10.5%]| 21.4%| 0.0% ADP 12.7 12.3 14.7
Kidnapping 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% Capacity 24 24 24
Malicious Destruction 3.5%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
i S 5oim 0,09 0.0% PRe-D PLAceMENTS BY Risk LEVEL FOR YOUTH
Narcotics Distribution 3.5%| 0.0%| 0.0% witH A CompLeTep DRAI, FY 2021-2023*"
Narcotics Possession 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0% 100%
Other! /Missing 5.3% 0.0% 0.0% | M Low Risk [] Moderate Risk [ High Risk |
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0%| 16.7% 80% -
Robbery 14.0%| 14.3%] 33.3% o | 3
Second Degree Assault 7.0%]| 21.4%| 25.0% 60% & Lo ® R
Sex Offense 1.8%| 0.0%]| 16.7% g 2 8 S o2
Theft Felony 1.8%| 0.0%| 0.0% 40%| = 2 | = 8 2
Theft Misdemeanor 8.8%| 0.0%| 0.0% ! © Q
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 20% | e
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0% -
Offense Category’ 0%
Crime of Violence 52.6%| 57.1%] 33.3% 2021 2022 2023
Felony 12.3%[0.0% 8.3% "he DRAL Sl st it plcment, ot bt ety dmision/
- Person-to-Person 3.5% 0.0% 8.3% **Data for FY 2022 and FY 2023 are not comparable to prior years due to DRAI changes
“Property 5.3%_0.0%] 0.0% i core ranges. S FY 2022 he ranges v Lo 0.5, Moderate 5-15, igh 147
- Drugs 3.5%| 0.0%] 0.0%
- Unspecified 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
Misdemeanor 33.3%| 42.9%]| 58.3%
- Person-to-Person 21.1%] 42.9%]| 58.3% ﬁlY_%SOZYl-A2D(|)V|éS§|ON TYPE,
- Property 12.3%| 0.0%| 0.0%
- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%[ 0.0% 200
" Unspecified 0.0%|__0.0%] _0.0% [WWFY2021 C1FY202) BEFY2023 |
Ordinance Offenses 1.8%] 0.0%]| 0.0% 160
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 120
Interstate Warrant 0.0%]| 0.0%| 0.0%
Total Admissions 57 14 12 80
* Offense mz not be reason for adm_iss_ionA _For_ Pre-D, the _offcnsc is alleged,
and for both Post-D and Removal it is adjudicated sustained. Data do not
include Adult Court. 40
! Includes: Assault Weapon, 'Chﬂd Abuse, Escape, Reck]ess' Endan%erment,
Runaway, Threat of Mass Violence, Ungovernable, Unspecified Felony, and
Violation of Local Ordinance. 0
% See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Pre-D Post-D Removal Adult Court

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data beindg run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Alternatives to Detention (ATD)

D]JS has a variety of programs designed to safely supervise and monitor youth in the community as an alternative to secure detention. ATDs
include Community Detention (CD) — with or without Electronic/ GPS Monitoring (EM) — and D]S-managed Evening Reporting Centers
(ERC) serving females and males. DJS also contracts with private providers for additional ERC programming, including the Pre-Adjudication
Coordination and Transition Center (PACT) for Baltimore City males, Pride Youth Service for youth in Montgomery County, and Lead for
Life, Inc., for youth in Anne Arundel and Wicomico Counties. Shelter beds may also serve as ATDs when release-cligible youth are unable to
return home. If a youth is presented at intake for detention, DJS staff may assign an ATD based on the youth’s risk level (placements must be
reviewed by the juvenile court the next day). The juvenile court may also assign an ATD directly. These alternatives allow youth to remain at
home or in shelter care to continue school or work and maintain community ties/programs that mitigate risk while awaiting adjudication.
Youth on ATD supervision are expected to appear for scheduled hearings, abide by ATD program guidelines, and not incur any new offenses.

Apwmissions (ADM), ADP, & ALOS sy
ProGrAm TYPE" & REeGION, FY 2023 * Region of Residence (FY 2023):

Region of Residence ADP * Over half (53.5%) of ATD program youth came from Regions 8
Region 1 66 10.9 62.5 and 7 combined.
CD 6 0.3 20.1
CD/EM 77 23 139 * Average Length of Stay (ALOS) FY 2021-2023:
ERC 29 7.8 109.2 * CD decreased from 28.4 days to 23.8 days.
RShe}ter (Zjare 2; ?é 12]73 * CD/EM decreased from 54.6 days to 42.9 days.
_g%lon 5 0;2 10j9 * ERC decreased slightly from 51.9 days to 51.6 days.
CD/EM 14 1.2 32.5 * PACT decreased from 76.9 days to 52.1 days.
Shc}tcr Care 3 0.2 24.7 * Shelter Care decreased from 48.2 days to 24.0 days.
Region 3 140 13.6 36.4
CD 16 1.0 23.6 * Average Daily Population (ADP) FY 2021-2023:
CD/EM 1(2)1 10.5 39.4 * CD decreased 32.6%.
gllje(l:ter Care (3) (1)3 ;gg * CD/EM decreased 18.6%.
Region 4 15 2.2 67.0 * ERC increased 17.1%.
CD/EM 13 1.9 67.5 * PACT decreased 25.3%.
Ellje (l:ter Care } 8% 222 * Shelter Care decreased 48.4%.
Region 5 72 9.3 45.7 * ATD Program Youth:
Ch 2 0.1_21.7 . . .
CD/EM 33 36 333 The total number of ATD youth increased 4.6% between FY 2021
ERC 34 53 65.7 and FY 2023 and increased 10.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
She!ter Care 3 0.3 32.9 * Most Serious Oﬁ%nse Trends FY 2021-2023:

Region 6 147 18.0 45.2 . . .
cb R 04 26.7 * CD and CD/EM: the percentage of Crimes of Violence increased
CD/EM 96 11.0 42.7 from 41.1% to 44.9%; the percentage of Felonies increased from
g}ljﬁ = 33 (5)3 gg; 20.7% to 23.8%.

Regeioeri 7 — 203 30: 7 5 3: 4 * ERC: the percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 45.5%
CD 15 1.1 41.8 to 32.3%; the percentage of Felonies increased from 30.2% to
CD/EM 120 17.2 49.6 0
ERC 63 11.5 64.9 34.2%.

Shelter Caro R 0:5 34_:7 * PACT: the percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from

Region 8 426 40.4 35.0 55.0% to 29.7%; the percentage of Felonies increased from
CD 67 4.3 20.9 0 0

25.0% to 43.2%.
CD/EM 181 17.7 41.3 . ) )
ERC 126 106 33.0 * Shelter Care: the percentage of Crimes of Violence increased
PACT 37 7.1 52.1 from 27.9% to 38.1%; the percentage of Felonies decreased from
Shelter Care 15 0.6 15.2 25.6% to 23.8%.

Out-of-State 29 3.6 45.8 . i

Total CD™ 117 74 73.8 * See pages 144 and 145 for specific program names and locations as well as

Total CD/EM™ 611 69.2 42.9 Admissions, ADP, and ALOS data by Program Type and County for FY 2023.

Total ERC™ 313 43.2 51.6

Total PACT 37 7.1 52.1

Total Shelter Care™ 42 2.9 24.0

“Youth can be in multiple ATDs simultaneously; * Measured in days.** Includes out-of-state youth (see page 145 for breakdown).

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Abwmissions BY OFrense Type*, FY 2023 Abwmissions BY OFFeNse CATEGORY*, FY 2023

Most Serious Offense Category

Alleged Offense ‘(‘)’:il::jl”“ sentons Alegst

Arson 0.6% 0.6% 2.7% 0.0% Crime of Violence* 44.9% | 32.3% | 29.7% | 38.1%
Auto Theft/Unauth Use 13.9%| 21.7%| 32.4%| 19.0% Felony 23.8% | 34.2% | 43.2% | 23.8%
Burglary/Break & Ent. 4.2% 6.4% 2.7% 2.4% - Person-to-Person 1.8% 2.2% | 0.0% 2.4%
Carjacking 13.5% 6.7% 8.1% 2.4% - Property 17.8% | 27.5% | 32.4% | 21.4%
Cons. to Commit Offense 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - Drugs 3.5% 4.5% | 10.8% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 2.3% 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% - Unspecified 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Disturbing the Peace 0.3% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% Misdemeanor 30.1% | 31.6% | 27.0% | 33.3%
First Degree Assault-Felony 11.3% 7.0%| 16.2%| 11.9% - Person-to-Person 22.8% | 22.7% | 21.6% | 23.8%
Handgun Violation 12.4%|  7.7%| 21.6%| 4.8% - Property 6.6% 8.0% | 5.4% 9.5%
Malicious Destruction 0.9% 1.0% 0.0% 4.8% - Drugs 0.7% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.1%] 0.0%[ 0.0%]| 0.0% - Unspecified 0.0% | 0.6% | 0.0% [ 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.7%] 0.6%| 0.0%] 0.0% Ordinance Offenses 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Murder 2.3%] 0.6%] 0.0%| 0.0% Citations 0.6% | 0.6% | 0.0% [ 0.0%
Narcotics Distribution 3.5% 4.5%]| 10.8% 0.0% CINS 0.4% 0.3% 0.0% 2.4%
Narcotics Possession 1.2% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% Interstate/ Missing 0.1% 1.0% | 0.0% 2 4%
Othcrl/Missino 29% 4-5% 27% 48% Total Admissions 684 313 37 42
Resisting Arrest 1.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% * A single admission may involve multiple offenses. Offense may not be reason for admission.
Robbery 10.8% 11.2% 0.0% 16.7% * See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.

Second Degree Assault-Misd 7.7% 11.2% 0.0% 16.7% Hx Adénésgort-ﬁ?éﬁ are for CD/EM program as a whole, including both CD alone
Sex Offense 13%|  2.2%|  0.0%] _ 9.5% e

Theft 7.9% 9.6% 2.7% 7.1%

Trespassing 0.3% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%

Unspecified Felony 0.3%]| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%

Unspecified Misdemeanor 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% * ~
e —— = 0E = - YoutH Count* BY DEMOGRAPHICS, FY 2021-2023

* A single admission may involve multiple offenses. Offense may not be reason for admission. Denlograp hics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

' “Other” includes Affray, Alcoholic Bev. Violation, Assault Weapon, Child Abuse, Escape, Race/EthniCity
Forgrs ot rsmen, il e e i oo, [ Bl 71 [ 7057 T
Threat of Mass Violence, and Ungovernable. White 13.0% 13.0% 9.9%
** Admission counts are for CD/EM program as a whole, including CD alone and CD with EM. Hispanic/ Other 7.9% 7.5% 11.6%
Sex
YoutH Count®* BY RecloN oF Resipence, FY 2023 Male 88.0% | 90.0% | 89.6%
Female 12.0% [ 10.0% | 10.4%
40% A
33.8% g¢
35% 11 and under 0.4% [ 0.1% [ 0.3%
30% 12 2.5% 1.9% 1.2%
25% 13 4.3% 6.2% 5.9%
20% 14 13.4% | 12.1% | 15.2%
150 15 23.8% | 26.3% | 25.6%
0 16 23.1% | 20.1% | 20.2%
10% 17 24.2% | 22.6% | 23.2%
5% 18-20 8.2% | 10.6% 8.5%
0% Total Youth! 718 677 751
Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Reg Out-of- * Includes CD, CD/EM, ERC, PACT, and Shelter Care
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 State ! Total represents a count of youth served, since youth may be served by multiple ATD
* Includes CD, CD/EM, ERC, PACT, and Shelter Care programs.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s}tllbsequent to these data beindg

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi ’

by the original offense.
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ALTERNATIVES TO DETENTION AND SHELTER CARE BY REGION/CounTty, FY 2023

Dorchester County CD Dorchester Anne Arundel County CD An. Arundel
Dorchester County EM Dorchester Anne Arundel County EM An. Arundel
Somerset County CD Somerset Carroll County CD Carroll
Somerset County EM Somerset Carroll County EM Carroll
Wicomico County CD Wicomico Howard County CD Howard
Wicomico County EM Wicomico Howard County EM Howard

D]JS Assessment Unit - Eastern Shore Worcester Frederick County CD Frederick
Worcester County CD Worcester Frederick County EM Frederick
Worcester County EM Worcester Hearts & Homes for Youth, Inc (Kemp Mill GH)* ERC |[Montgomery
Montgomeny Gty Montgomen
Caroline County CD Caroline Montgomery County EM Montgomery
Caroline County EM Caroline Montgomery County ERC Montgomer
Cecil County EM Cecil Calvert County CD Calvert

Kent County CD Kent Calvert County EM Calvert

Kent County EM Kent Charles County CD Charles
Queen Anne's County CD Queen Anne's Charles County EM Charles
Queen Anne's County EM Queen Anne's Prince George's County CD Pr. George's
Talbot County CD Talbot Prince George's County EM Pr. George's

Talbot County EM Talbot Prince George's County ERC Pr. George's
Region 3 St. Mary's County CD St. Mary's

Baltimore County CD Baltimore Co. St. Marv's County EM St. Marv's
Baltimore County EM Baltimore Co.
Board of Child Care- Sh. Term Inten. GH" Baltimore Co. Baltimore City CD Baltimore City
Children's Home (Group Home)" Baltimore Co. Baltimore City EM Baltimore City
Eastern Baltimore County ERC Baltimore Co. Baltimore City ERC Baltimore City
Hickey Shelter' Baltimore Co. Baltimore City PACT Center Baltimore City
MAGIC- Unity Home for Girls (Group Home)*  |Baltimore Co.

Western Baltimore County ERC Baltimore Co.

Harford County CD Harford

Harford County EM Harford

Allegany County CD Allegany

Allegany County EM Allegany

Garrett County CD Garrett

Garrett County EM Garrett

Washington County CD Washington

Washington County EM Washington

! Available for statewide youth

“This facility, which is a group home, is used for short-term or shelter placements as needed and based on bed availability.
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Apwmissions (ADM), ADP*, anp ALOS For ALTERNATIVES To DETENTION
BY RecloN/County oF ResiDeENce, FY 2023

County ADM |ADP|ALOS|ADM |ADP |ALOS|ADM |ADP|ALOS|ADM (ADP|ALOS|ADM (ADP|ALOS
8

Region 1 6 | 0.3 | 20.1 27 | 2.8 43.9 29 | 7.8 [109.2 0 |00 | 0.0 4 0.1 | 11.6
Dorchester 2 (0.1 299 9 1.2] 55.3 0]00]| 0.0 0 [0.0 0.0 1 [0.0] 0.0
Somerset 1100 04 1 0.1] 28.1 0]00]| 0.0 0 [0.0| 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0
Wicomico 2100 | 2.7 9 | 0.8(41.7 29 | 7.8 [109.2 0 (0.0 0.0 3 (0.1 116
Worcester 1[0.1 (453 8 | 0.7] 29.7 0]00]| 0.0 0 100 | 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0

Region 2 5 (02| 109 14 1.2 | 32.5 0 (00| 0.0 0 [0.0| 0.0 3 0.2 |24.7
Caroline 0]00{| 0.0 31021328 0] 00| 0.0 0 100 ]| 0.0 1 10.1|31.6
Cecil 310.1]16.2 7 | 0.5 26.1 0]00]| 0.0 0 100 | 0.0 2 10.1(21.3
Kent 2100 3.0 2 ] 0.3]48.5 0]00]| 0.0 0 |]0.0]| 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0
Queen Anne's 0]00{ 0.0 0 [ 0.0 14.9 0] 00| 0.0 0 (0.0 0.0 0 |0.0]| 0.0
Talbot 0]00{| 0.0 2 1 0.2]39.1 0] 00| 0.0 0 [0.0| 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0

Region 3 16 | 1.0 | 23.6 | 101 |10.5| 39.4 20 | 1.7 | 33.0 0 [0.0| 0.0 3 [ 03] 255
Baltimore Co. 12 1 0.7 | 22.1 84 | 6.8]29.8 20 | 1.7 | 33.0 0 10.0| 0.0 3 10.3[255
Harford 41031277 17 | 3.7| 78.5 01]100]| 0.0 0 100 | 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0

Region 4 01]00]| 0.0 13 1.9 | 67.5 1] 02| 63.0 0 [0.0| 0.0 1 [ 0.2 [ 66.6
Allegany 01]0.0{| 0.0 2 | 0.6] 86.3 11 0.2]63.0 0 100 | 0.0 1 10.2|66.6
Garrett 01]0.0(| 00 0 [ 00| 0.0 0] 00| 0.0 0 |00 | 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0
Washington 01]0.0{| 0.0 11 1.3]1594 0]00]| 0.0 0 (00 ] 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0

Region 5 2 (0.1 |21.7 33 3.6 | 33.3 34 | 5.3 | 65.7 0 (0.0 | 0.0 3 103|329
Anne Arundel 2 (0.1 ]21.7 23 2.3129.2 34 | 5.3 | 65.7 0100 ]| 0.0 1 ]10.2]650
Carroll 0 (0.0 0.0 2 |1 0.1]21.0 0] 00| 0.0 0 100 | 0.0 1 10.0|13.7
Howard 0]00(| 0.0 8 1.2] 43.8 0] 00| 0.0 0 100 0.0 1 10.1]20.2

Region 6 5 (04 |26.7 96 |11.0 | 42.7 39 | 5.9 | 56.1 0 |00 | 0.0 7 | 0.7 | 35.5
Frederick 2104 |65.7 14 1.1 23.8 11 0.0] 10.0 0 |0.0] 0.0 5 |10.6|41.8
Montgomery 3100 0.7 82 110.0 | 45.8 38 | 59| 57.6 0 100 0.0 2 10.1]19.9

Region 7 15 | 1.1 | 41.8 | 120 [17.2 | 49.6 63 (11.5 [ 64.9 0 (0.0 0.0 5 [ 0.5 | 34.7
Calvert 1 [0.1 (3538 6 | 04194 0] 00| 0.0 0 |0.0] 0.0 0 [0.0] 0.0
Charles 000 0.0 5 1 0.8]46.0 0] 00| 0.0 0 100 | 0.0 1 10.0|16.0
Prince George's| 13 | 1.0 | 45.8 96 [13.4] 49.0 62 |11.4 | 65.7 0 ]10.0 0.0 3 10.333.2
St. Mary's 1100 0.6 13 2.5 63.1 11 0.1] 20.9 0 00| 0.0 1 10.2]58.0

Region 8 67 | 43 | 209 | 181 |17.7 ]| 41.3 | 126 (10.6 | 33.0| 37 | 7.1 | 52.1 15 | 0.6 | 15.2
Baltimore City 67 | 4.3 1209 | 181 [17.7] 41.3 | 126 [10.6 | 33.0 37 | 7.1 | 52.1 15 [ 0.6 [ 15.2

Out of State 1]0.2]58.2 26 | 3.2 | 46.4 1 [ 0.2] 62.8 0 0.0 0.0 1 [ 0.0 1.8

Statewide 117 | 7.4 | 23.8 | 611 |69.2| 42.9 | 313 |43.2 | 51.6 | 37 | 7.1 | 52.1 42 | 2.9 | 24.0

*ADP may not add to total due to rounding,

"The offense tables on the other ATD aglcs report CD/EM combined, so if a youth is transferred from CD to EM or vice versa, the youth is counted as one admission. This table separates out CD
from CD/EM, so the sum of this total will be slightly higher than the offense table totals presented on the other ATD pages.
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Youth at Backbone Mountain Youth Center participated in “Backbone Combine”,

a version of the NFL Combine, which included passing, catching, 40-yard dash,

vertical jump, broad jump, 3-cone run, tire flip run, and a shuttle run.
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Introduction to Treatment Programs for Committed Youth

D]JS aims to select the most appropriate out-of-home program for
youth who have been committed to the custody of DJS by the juvenile
court. The court determines the appropriate level of care for each
youth but does not select the specific programs to which the youth
are referred. Treatment programs vary based on the services provided,
as well as by security level.

D]JS has made significant reform efforts in recent years, including an
increased focus on several key principles to guide decision making
regarding out-of-home placements. These principles are:

¢ Utilize community-based treatment whenever possible;
¢ Utilize lengths of stay that maximize treatment benefits;
¢ Utilize research-based programs;

¢ Prioritize out-of-home placements in Qualified Residential
Treatment Programs (QRTPs) when available;

¢ Identify trauma and provide trauma-responsive care;
*  Reduce racial and other systemic biases;

*  Utilize arestorative approach by secking options to repair harm
to victims and communities; and

¢ Foster positive youth development and resiliency.

Beginning in 2020, DJS participated in a learning academy with
national experts and other jurisdictions. DJS leadership reviewed
best practices and evidence-based approaches to treatment, and
the academy provided technical assistance, including an analysis
of departmental policies and practices. The DJS team identified a
number of issues that unnecessarily increased youth lengths of stay
in treatment without improving the services provided, including
placement recommendations, case planning, treatment delivery and
monitoring, procedures for motivating youth and responding to youth
behaviors, enhancing youth and family voice, and reentry planning. As
aresult, DJS developed its Comprehensive Treatment Model (CTM)
policy. Implemented in July 2023, the model identifies Dialectical
Behavior Therapy (DBT) as the foundational treatment framework

PLacements, ADP, ano ALOS ror DJS-OpPeratep COVID-19
QuaraNTINE IsoLaTion?, FY 20232

Program Placements ADP ALOS
Backbone Mountain YC 4 0.1 7.2
Green Ridge YC 0 0.0 N/A
Victor Cullen Center 2 0.1 15.0
Total 6 0.2 §.6

' Youth can have more than one quarantine period. > Data include only COVID-19 quarantines
that were temporarily housed at a separate facility. Data do not include youth quarantined in their
original placement facility.

previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by
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Capacity, ADP, anD SecuriTY TyPE FOR DJS-OPERATED
Treatment Programs?, FY 2023

Security
Program Capacity ADP Type
Backbone MountainYC* 28 23.6 Staff
(ormmerls Sovage MoumtamyCy | © 0.0 |Hardware
Green Ridge Mountain Quest™ 6 0.3 Staff
Green RidgeYC” 30 21.4 Staff
Victor Cullen Center” 26 21.9 |Hardware
Total 90 67.1% N/A

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data being run will not be ifgflcluded. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
e original offense.

! This table does not include contracted treatment programs.
* Capacity Changes: Backbone Mountain YC capacity was increased from 21 to 28 on
11/02/2022; Green Ridge YC capacity increased from 26 to 30 on 6/29/2023; Victor
. Cullen Center caPaCity increased from 24 to 26 on 6/29/2023.
Garrett Children’s Center remained temporarily closed throughout FY 2023.
* Green Ridge Mountain Quest was closed in November 2022, therefore the data only
reflect the period it was open.
" Averages may not add to totals due to rounding,

Based on capacities from the end of the FY, the utilization rate for state-
operated programs was 74.6%.

and incorporates principles of Positive Youth Development
(PYD) and trauma informed care. The model establishes that
the intensity of services a youth receives is determined by the
youth’s risk of recidivism and treatment needs, and identifies the
unique strengths of a youth to create an individualized treatment
plan. It is anticipated that implementing changes will result in
improved outcomes for justice-involved youth, a reduction in
recidivism, and increased public safety.

Positive Behavioral Interventions and Supports (PBIS):
Implemented in all DJS-operated treatment programs (see table
above) since January 2018, PBIS is an evidence-based framework
that is designed to facilitate the development of pro-social youth
behavior, and maintain safety and security in the programs.
For D]JS, the PBIS framework includes a behavior motivation
system, STARR, which is grounded in the principles of positive
reinforcement and modeling. STARR helps youth learn problem-
solving and leadership skills, as well as accept responsibility for
their behavior. Program staff are trained to teach and model
problem-solving and social skills.

PYD is a framework that sees youth and families as full of
potential and provides them with opportunities, relationships,
and support to build on their strengths and achieve positive
outcomes.
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Trauma Informed Care (TIC): Trauma Informed Care is an
approach that takes in to account past trauma and how it shapes
fundamental beliefs about the world and affects behavior. D]JS
has implemented TIC since since March 2017. The National
Association for the States of Mental Health Program Directors
(NASMHPD) trained all DJS treatment program staff in a TIC
model that was originally developed for the Substance Abuse and
Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA), a nationally
recognized leader in Trauma Informed Care. TIC is taught in
entry-level training for all staff and teaches staff to recognize
the signs, symptoms, and common reactions to trauma. It also
teaches staff about the impact of trauma on the developing brain,
and how it impacts the behaviors, reactions, and lives of youth.
Through training with the NASMHPD trauma trainers, D]S staff
have developed and implemented specific strategies to help youth
address their reactions to trauma triggers, and programs have
developed more trauma-informed environments.

PLACEMENT PROCESS

The DJS placement process is designed to select the most
appropriate program and treatment services for youth. The
process begins after adjudication with a comprehensive case
review of each youth.

Community or Multidisciplinary Assessment Staffing
Team (MAST) Staffing: For youth in the community at the
time of adjudication, the local D]S office conducts a community
staffing. A community staffing meeting brings together key
parties responsible for treatment service planning, including
parents and/or guardians. For detained youth, a MAST staffing
takes place in the detention center. MAST is a specialized
diagnostic team responsible for assessing youth who are detained

4 N N\
* Treatment Foster Care

* Group Home, Therapeutic Group Home
* Alternative Living Unit
* Independent Living

N ) J
o Group Home, Therapeutic Group Home with A
on-grounds School
* Intermediate Care Facility for Addictions
* Residential Treatment Center (Medicaid)
* Non-Medicaid Residential Treatment Facility
* Treatment Programs (e.g., Youth Center) Y
Level III -
* Residential Treatment Facility (Medicaid)
Hardware * Non-Medicaid Residential Treatment Facility
Secure * Hardware Secure Treatment Programs
Residential y

pending court disposition and are at risk of out-of-home placement.
The MAST includes a psychologist, social worker, professional
counselor or substance use counselor, community case manager,
detention facility case manager supervisor, resource specialist, an
education representative, and the youth and family. Youth who require
more specialized assessments (e.g., a neurological, psychosexual, or
medical assessment) are referred for evaluation, and the results are
presented during a MAST staffing.

Referral for Services: Each staffing meeting considers all pertinent
information including the current offense(s), delinquency history,
social history, recommended supervision level and treatment needs
based on the DJS MCASP, educational records, any behavioral health
and medical assessments, youth and family input and strengths,
service access considerations, and the involvement of any other
state agency. Staffing meetings culminate with recommendations
to the juvenile court for program participation and/or treatment
services tailored to the circumstances of each youth. After court
disposition, DJS refers each case to the recommended program(s)
for consideration. Programs may either accept or reject a youth based
on program ecligibility criteria or capacity.

The Department has established three levels of residential treatment
program placements based largely on the level of program
restrictiveness (see the figure). Level I includes all programs where
youth reside in a community setting and attend community schools.
Level Il includes programs where education is provided on-grounds,
and youth movement is restricted primarily by staff monitoring and
supervision. Level Ill programs provide the highest level of security
by augmenting staff supervision with physical attributes of the facility
(i.e., locked areas and fences).

D]JS contracts with an array of programs, both in and out of state,
to provide treatment services to committed youth. The full range of
D]JS placement options include: (a) Foster Care Homes (treatment
foster care); (b) Group Homes (general service and therapeutic);
(c) Independent Living Programs/ Alternative Living Units (often
used as a step-down from a more restrictive program placement
for older youth); (d) Residential Treatment Centers (RTCs) and
non-Medicaid Residential Treatment Facilities (out-of-state); (e)
DJS-operated and out-of-state staff-secure treatment programs; and
(g) hardware-secure treatment programs, both DJS-operated and
privately contracted out-of-state.

In 2021, DJS added an additional placement option as a result of the
passing of the Family First Prevention Services Act (FFPSA) in 2018.
FFPSA defined a new level of child care institution (i.c. group home
setting)- Qualified Residential Treatment Program (QRTP). A QRTP
is a non-family-based setting that serves children with treatment
needs that cannot be met in a home/family setting. The QRTP must
meet the following requirements: use a trauma informed treatment
model; have a registered or licensed nursing and clinical staff available
24/7; provide discharge planning and family-based aftercare support;

Secrion IV: TREATMENT ProGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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Youth at Backbone Mountain Youth Center working on an epoxy project to send home to loved ones for Valentine’s Day.

facilitate outreach to and include the participation of the child and
family members; and is state licensed and accredited by the Joint
Commission, the Commission on Accreditation of Rehabilitation
Facilities (CARF), or the Council on Accreditation (COA). The State
of Maryland has designated six programs as QRTPs to include the
D]JS licensed program - Morning Star Vision Quest.

Case Reviews: The DJS case management team conducts monthly
reviews of all youth under Departmental supervision to ensure that
youth are receiving recommended treatment services and appropriate
supervision. Beginning in March 2020, DS implemented a monthly
executive-level case review process to further ensure that youth are
progressing in programs, receiving all needed services while in a
program, and being evaluated for court in a timely manner. This is
in addition to the already established Central Review Committee
process.

Central Review Committee (CRC): DJS established the CRC
in 2012 after legislation was passed granting DJS the authority to
transfer youth to a placement with a higher security level without
first requesting the court to modify the commitment order. That
legislation expired in 2016; however, the CRC continues to conduct
weekly case reviews of youth at risk for removal from a treatment
program and those who have been removed from a program due to
safety issues or a significant change in the behavioral, emotional,
and/or medical needs of the youth. The Director of Behavioral
Health serves as the Chair of the CRC. The CRC directs changes in
the provision of services to youth, recommends placement transfers,
and requests modifications to court orders for those cases requiring
increased security.

Services PRovIDED IN DJS-OPERATED TREATMENT
PROGRAMS

Youth served in a D]S-operated treatment program receive a multitude
of services, including behavioral health, case management, somatic

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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health, and educational services. Upon admission, the treatment
team determines the number of treatment hours for each youth.
The total number of treatment hours is based upon the youth’s
assessed overall risk for recidivism as estimated by the MCASP and
the youth’s identified treatment needs. Substance use services are
provided based upon need and in 2021, DJS achieved accreditation
through the COA for all state-operated treatment programs.

BeHAvIORAL HEALTH AND CASE IVIANAGEMENT SERVICES

DJS Behavioral Health Services (BHS) provides integrated
mental health and substance use treatment in DJS-operated
treatment programs. Behavioral Health Services include the
following: substance use services; suicide assessment and
prevention; crisis intervention and stabilization; medication
evaluation and monitoring; and individual, group, and family
therapies. All youth participate in the TAMAR-Y (Trauma,
Addiction, Mental Health, and Recovery —Youth) curriculum,
which combines psychoeducation with cognitive behavioral
interventions and expressive art therapy. As of July 2023, all
youth participate in individual and group Dialectical Behavioral
Therapy (DBT) sessions. DBT is an evidence-based, cognitive
behavioral intervention that helps individuals learn how to better
manage negative emotions, reduce impulsive and other negative
behaviors, improve relationships, and improve the quality of their
lives. Case Management staff work with youth in the Forward
Thinking interactive journaling program, which uses cognitive
behavioral strategies to assist youth in making positive changes
in their thoughts, feclings and behaviors. Telepsychiatry services
are available to all youth as needed. Trauma-Focused Cognitive
Behavioral Therapy (TF-CBT), an evidence-based cognitive
behavioral program, is available to all youth who need trauma
specific treatment.

Substance Use Services: All DJS treatment programs
offer Seven Challenges substance use treatment, which was
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Stubents SERVED BY JSEP, FY 2023
FY 2023 (Quarters)
1st 2nd | 3rd 4th

Backbone Mountain Youth Center 75 36 43 43
Green Ridge Mountain Quest” 0 0 0 0
Green Ridge Youth Center 48 32 36 41
Victor Cullen Center 58 37 38 37

“The Green Ridge Mountain Quest Program closed in November 2022.

implemented in 2009. Seven Challenges utilizes a decision-
making model, encouraging youth to make well-informed
decisions by weighing the costs (e.g., physical, psychological,
and social harm) and benefits of drug use. All programs provide
substance use services to youth at the needed American Society
of Addiction Medicine (ASAM) level ranging from carly
intervention to clinica]ly rnanagcd medium intensity residential
services.

SomaTic HEALTH

The Somatic Health Services Unit provides comprehensive,
quality health care and nutritional services in an integrated fashion
to address the full range of needs of the youth and to ensure a
continuum of care in the DJS residential programs. The unit’s
mission is to protect, promote, and advance the health of all youth
in the care of the Department.

The health care system provides medical, dental, optometry,
midwifery, pharmacy, and dietetic services in an interdisciplinary
fashion that is developmentally appropriate for youth. These
services are delivered in accordance with the standards of care set
forth by the National Commission on Correctional Health Care,
the American Academy of Pediatrics, the Centers for Disease
Control, and the Food and Nutrition Board of the National
Academy of Sciences.

Youth admitted to DJS residential programs require ongoing,
routine preventative health care. In some cases, youth may have
unmet or chronic health care needs upon admission or may
develop an acute health condition that needs to be addressed.
D]JS ensures that cach program has licensed nurses and clinical
practitioners, as well as comprehensive laboratory and pharmacy
services to meet the health care needs of the youth. For specialty,
surgical, emergency, or in-patient care that may be required,
youth are transported to community providers as needed.

Each youth must have a current nursing assessment, history and
physical examination, vision screening, and dental screening
upon admission or soon thereafter. Youth are also screened or
tested for anemia and infectious diseases including tuberculosis,
COVID-19, sexually transmitted infections, and HIV. Girls are
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provided comprehensive gynecological care either on-site or in the
community in order to meet individual need.

DJS makes every effort to request immunization records for all youth
and to fully immunize youth who are not up to date on recommended
and required vaccinations. DJS participates in the Federal Vaccines for
Children Program.

The care and services delivered and the performance of the private
health care providers are continually monitored by the director team
of Office of Somatic Health Services to ensure compliance and optimal
quality of care.

EpucaTiONAL SERVICES

The Juvenile Services Education Program’s primary focus is to
provide exceptional educational opportunities to students and assist
them in accruing credits toward graduation or to receive a diploma
by examination (GED). JSEP utilizes a combination of online course
providers and blended learning courses facilitated by JSEP teachers
to provide credit recovery and original credit opportunities for
students. Online course providers afford students the opportunity to
retake courses to obtain the mastery needed for credit to use towards
graduation requirements. If a student has successfully attained their
high school diploma or GED, higher education courses are available
through three community college partnerships. (See the JSEP Section
on pages 12-15 for more information).

CLASSIFICATION

All DJS-operated treatment programs utilize the Housing
Classification Assessment, an objective internal classification tool to
assess a youth’s potential vulnerability and supervision needs, taking
into account history of offending, medical or mental health concerns,
and youth age and size (see Appendix C).The classification assessment
is implemented for all youth upon admission to the program, and the
results guide appropriate housing decisions and room assignments. The
tool allows for reclassification in response to circumstances or special
needs that may require modification of housing or room assignment.

Re-ENTRY PROCESS

D]JS recognizes the importance of effectively transitioning committed
youth from a treatment program back to the community. These youth
may face challenges re-enrolling in school or accessing needed somatic
or behavioral health services. DJS has implemented policies to support
this transition as part of a re-entry strategic plan. In addition, the
DJS Comprehensive Treatment model provides youth with Behavioral
Health services and aftercare support for 60 calendar days when
transitioning to the community. Aftercare support includes wecekly
sessions with the youth to continue generalization of learned DBT
Skills, participation in meetings with community case management
and youth to ensure linkages to services have occurred; and
preparing the youth for transition to community treatment provider.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT ProGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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Aftercare support may be extended for up to 30 calendar days upon
recommendation of the youth’s Community Case Management
Specialist, and Community Case Management Specialist Supervisor,

youth and/ or family.

A re-entry staffing meeting is held 45 days prior to release, involving
the youth, facility treatment team, community case manager, and
the youth’s family, who are invited and encouraged to participate.
For youth in DJS treatment programs, a meeting is rcqucstcd once
the youth has completed 70% of the treatment hours they were to
complete at the program. The care team reviews progress on the
youth’s individual treatment service plan, housing plan, educational
or occupational needs, ongoing behavioral and somatic health service
requirements, and family relationships and supports. A re-entry
checklist guides and captures the results of this process (See Appendix
C for more information). Most youth continue under D]JS aftercare
supervision, as their treatment plan continues to guide service and

supervision efforts. After 30 days, a DJS reentry specialist ensures
that the youth has accessed all needed services, has successfully re-
enrolled in local public school when appropriate, and has remained
in stable and suitable housing.

A Note to Readers

Placement versus Admission: A placement is based on a
decision made by the Department or a judge to place a youth
into a treatment program. An admission occurs when a youth
physically enters a program either through direct placement or
through transfer. Therefore, during one placement, a youth may
have several admissions, and these counts will not match.

Average Length of Stay (ALOS) Data: is based on all releases:
successful, unsuccessful, and transfers.

DJS State-Operated Treatment Programs by Region
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Statewide Total

The juvenile court may commit a youth to the care of DJS, thereby transferring legal custody to the Department. A range of out-of-home
program options has been developed for committed youth. Community-based program options include placement in a foster home,
group home, or independent living program. Placements in non-community settings include Residential Treatment Centers (RTCs),
DJS-operated Youth Centers, and secure confinement programs. In FY 2023, DJS operated four treatment programs, including Garrett
Children’s Center, which is temporarily closed. D]JS also contracts with both in- and out-of-state programs.

Note: Community-Based Family Therapy Programs are presented within this section (pages 178-180) because one of their primary goals is to divert youth
_from out-of-home committed placement. These data are not included on the statewide tables, which only include youth in committed out-of-home placements.

* Trends for Committed Placements:

CommITTED PLACEM ENTS, ¢ Committed placements increased 18.7% between FY 2021 and FY
FY 2021-2023 2023 and increased 19.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023,
400 * First-Time Placements (FY 2023):
* Of the 311 committed placements, 63.0% were first-time
placements. (Due to a methodology change, data may not be
300 comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2018).
* Residence (FY 2023):
200 * 97.7% of placements were Maryland residents. Of those from out
of state, 6 were from Washington, D.C.; and 1 was from Virginia.
100 « MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
* For the 99.7% of placements with a post-validation MCASP, 22.6%
were Very High Risk, 30.6% were High Risk, 30.3% were Moderate
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 Risk, and 16.5% were Low Risk.
* Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
There were no committed placements for youth under * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 40.0% to 59.5%.
age 13 during FY 2021 - FY 2023. Therefore, the pages * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 15.0% to 13.5%.
typically presented for the under age 13 population have * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 44.6% to 27.0%.
been removed from the Data Resource Guide. * See theTerms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions
ComMITTED PLACEMENTS BY DEMOGRAPHlCS, are helpful when examining offense severity.
FY 2021-2023 * Average Daily Population (ADP) for all committed placements (FY 2022-2023):

* ADP increased 4.6% from 132.7 to 138.7

Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 o
* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) for FY 2022-2023:

R;T;{(Ethnlaty WA BN BT * ALOS for all committed placements decreased 17.4% from 202.5
. 0 . 0 . 0
White 25 2% | 15.4% | 12.9% to 167.3.
Hispanic/ Other 11.5% | 11.2% 8.7%
Sox CommITTED PLACEMENTS BY REGION OF RESIDENCE,

Malc 85.1%| 93.8% ] 94.0%| FY2021-2023
Fermale 12.9% ] 6.2%| s.8%] N FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Age Region 1 8.0% | 12.7% 9.3%
11 and under 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% Region 2 3.1% 1.5% 3.5%
12 0.0% | 0.0%| 0.0% Region 3 16.0% | 16.5% | 12.2%
13 2.3% 1.5% | 2.6% Region 4 9.2% 8.5% 3.9%
14 8.8% | 9.6%| 6.4% Region 5 15.6% | 11.5% | 10.3%
15 22.9% | 20.4% | 14.5% Region 6 11.5% 8.1% | 14.1%
16 23.3% | 23.1% | 22.8% Region 7 9.5% | 13.1% | 16.1%
17 29.4% | 29.6% | 30.5% Region 8 22.1% | 23.1% | 28.3%
18-20 13.4% | 15.8% | 23.2% Out-of-State 5.0% 5.0% 2.3%

Total Placements 262 260 311 Total Placements 262 260 311

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made ﬂ}\;bsequent to these data bein

c§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodolog nges. VOPs are categorize !

eOl"lll’lEl olrense.
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, CommitteD PLACEMENT Locations™ For FY 2021-2023,
FY 2022-2023 ADP anp ALOS?, FY 2023

Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023 Placements® FY2023

Offense Type
Arson 0.8% 0.6% FY2021 FY2022 FY2023( ADP ALOS
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 3.5%| 2.3% Foster Care 4 b 0 1.5 469.2
Burglary/Break. & Enter 6.2%| 5.8% -
Carjacking S5%| 13.8% Group Home 82 79 49 25.7 199.1
Cons. to Commit Offense 2.7%| 2.6% Indep. Living 7 1 0 0.4 513.1
Deadly Weapon 0.8%| 0.6%
Disturbing the Peace 0.8%| 0.6% RTC s >3 >4 325 188.3
First Degree Assault 10.8%]| 15.4% State Operated 104 125 195 67.1 123.6
Handgun Violation 8.1%]| 11.3% Staff Secure 78 93 133 | 453 | 1188
Malicious Destruction 1.5%]| 0.3%
Manslaughter 04%| 1.0% Hardware Sec. 30 34 64 21.9 128.7
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0% Out-of-State 15 16 24 11.5 191.1
Murder 3.1%| 5.5%
Narcotics Distribution 2.3%|  2.9% RTC ? 12 6 43 160.2
Narcotics Possession 1.2%] 0.6% Staff Secure 5 4 8 2.4 110.2
Other'/Missing 5.0%] 1.3% Hardware Sec. 3 3 10 48 | 3057
Resisting Arrest 1.2%| 0.0%
Robbery 104% 164% Total 262 260 311 138.7 167.3
Sccond Degree Asault | 15.0%]_8.7% bl b oot ke ool g r s
Sex Offense 6.2% 5.8% " ALOS is based on all releases: successful, unsuccessful, and transfer.
Theft Felony 1.9% 1.6% *All data exclude transfers within and between programs/ program types and therefore may not add up to the
Theft Misdemeanor 7.7% 1.6% totals presented. Placement data may not be comparable to DRGs prior to FY 2019.
Trespassing 0.4%] 0.3% e on i EA s et et e DR They e
UHSDCC. Misdemeanor 1.9% 1.0% under Group Homes due to program certification and closures. ’
Offense Category’

Crime of Violence 40.0%| 59.5%
Felony 15.0%| 13.5%

- Person-to-Person 3.1%| 3.9%

- Property 5.8%[ 3.9% .

_Drugs 2 3% 2.9% ReLeAases BY ComPLETION StaTus™, FY 2023

- Unspecified 3.8%| 2.9%

T 100%
Misdemeanor 44.6%| 27.0%

- Person-to-Person 29.2%| 21.9% 80%

- Property 11.9%| 3.2%

~Drugs 1.2%|  0.6% £0% >8.6%

- Unspecified 2.3%| 1.3%
Ordinance Offenses 0.4%| 0.0% 40%
Citations 0.0%] 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| _0.0% 0% o
Total Placements 260 311 ’

N Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be 0% —_—
compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new Successtul Unsuccessful Transferred
offense ranking methodology.

"Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless ALOS 207.8 117.5 75.9
Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony. Releases 173 100 22

?See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. *Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down

program are included as successtul, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data beindg

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi ’

by the original offense.
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Statewide Females Only

Female youth represented approximately 6% of the population of youth committed to the care and custody of the Department during
FY 2023. Community-based programming included the same continuum of options as the males have in: foster care, group homes,
independent living programs, and Residential Treatment Centers (RTCs). Mountain View operated a staff-secure female-only program
on the grounds of Backbone Mountain Youth Center through December 22,2021, and Victor Cullen Center’s hardware-secure program
became available as an option for females as of October 11,2022, Out-of-state contracted programs were also available for female youth.

CommITTED PLACEM ENTS, * Trends for Committed Placements:
FY 2021-2023 * Committed placements decreased 53.8% between FY 2021 and
FY 2023 and increased 12.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
#00 * First-Time Placements (FY 2023):
¢ Of the 18 committed placements, 66.7% were first-time
300 placements. (Due to a methodology change, data may not be

comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2018).

200 * Residence (FY 2023):
* 100% of placements were Maryland residents. There were no youth

from out of state .

100
3 « MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
M * For the 100.0% of placements with a post-validation MCASP,
0 FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 16.7% were Very High Risk, 33.3% were High Risk, 27.8% were

Moderate Risk, and 22.2% were Low Risk.

* Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 18.8% to 44.4%.
* The percentage of Felonies increased from 18.8% to 22.2%.
* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 62.5% to 33.3%.
* See theTerms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
of Crime of Violence, Fclony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions

COMMITrED PLACEMENTS BY DEMOGRAPHICS’ are hCl ful Wl’lCl’l examinin OfanSC severit
FY 2021-2023 P 5 ¥

* Average Daily Population (ADP) for all committed placements (FY 2022-2023):

Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * ADP decreased 13.7% from 11.8 to 10.2.

Race/Ethnicity * Average Length quta)/ (ALOS)for FY 2022-2023:
Black 51.3% [ 68.8% | 72.2% * ALOS for all committed placements increased 3.5% from 219.6
White 33.3% | 31.2% | 27.8% to0 227.3.
Hispanic/ Other 15.4% 0.0% | 0.0%

Sex CommITTED PLACEMENTS BY REGION OF RESIDENCE,
Male 0.0%] 0.0%| oow]| FY2021-2023

Female 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Age Region 1 5.1% | 37.5% | 22.2%
11 and under 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% Region 2 10.3% 0.0% 5.6%
12 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% Region 3 7.7% 0.0% 0.0%
13 2.6% | 12.5% | 5.6% Region 4 23.1% | 18.8% 0.0%
14 10.3% | 12.5% | 11.1% Region 5 20.5% 0.0% | 16.7%
15 30.8% | 25.0% | 38.9% Region 6 15.4% | 12.5% 5.6%
16 12.8% | 12.5% | 11.1% Region 7 7.7% | 18.8% | 27.8%
17 35.9% | 31.2% | 11.1% Region 8 7.7% | 12.5% | 22.2%
18-20 7.7% 6.2% | 22.2% Out-of-State 2.6% 0.0% 0.0%

Total Placements 39 16 18 Total Placements 39 16 18

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made ﬂ}lllbsequent to these data bein

(§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodol ogy changes. VOPs are categorize !

¢ original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, FemaLE CommiTTED PLACEMENT LocCATIONS™ FOR
FY 2022-2023 FY 2021-2023, ADP ano ALOS?, FY 2023

Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023 Placements® FY2023

Offense Type
202
Areon 0.0%]0.0% FY2021 FY2022 FY2023( ADP ALOS
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 0.0%| 5.6% Foster Care 1 b) 0 1.5 469.2
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.0%| 0.0% "
Carjacking 0.0% 5.6% Group Home 7 5 4 2.0 156.5
Cons. to Commit Offense |  0.0%]| 0.0% Indep. Living 2 0 0 0.0 0.0
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0%
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 11.1% RTC I + ! 0.8 186.6
First Degree Assault 12.5%| 11.1% State Operated 13 2 11 3.3 117.5
Handgun Violation 6.2%| 5.6% Staff Secure 13 2 0 0.0 0.0
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0% 5.6% Hardware Sec. 0 0 11 3.3 117.5
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%]| 0.0% Out-of-State 8 6 2 2.6 176.9
Murder 6.2%]| 16.7%
RTC 6 6 1 2.0 172.3
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%| 0.0%
Narcotics Possession 0.0%| 0.0% Staff Secure 2 0 1 0.5 199.6
1 .
Other'/Missing 12.5%] 0.0% Hardware Sec. 0 0 0 0.0 0.0
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0%
Robbery 0.0% 11.1% Total 39 16 18 10.2 227.3
* Totals ted in the table include each t f placement reported in that broad category; for example,
Sccond Degree Assault | 37.5%] 16.7% “Independent Living’ includes Independent Living as well as Alrnatve Living Units, @+
Sex Offense 6.2% 5.6% " ALOS is based on all releases: successful, unsuccessful, and transfer.
Theft Felony 12.5% 5.6% *All data exclude transfers within and between programs/program types and therefore may not add up to the
Theft Misdemeanor 6.2% 0.0% totals presented. Placement data may not be comparable to DRGs prior to FY 2019.
. 0 0 ** Data for Group Homes not be compared to DRGs prior to FY 2021. Data for Silver Oak Academy and
Tresp ASSING 0.0% 0.0% Intcarmcodiatc(gzﬁc FZci]?ZiCC:?oerchiioonf ?IrCeFA;)wcrc rEp:rtcg separately inathosoc DR(Z. Thau wcjr:mzragzd
UHSDCC. Misdemeanor 0.0% 0.0% under Group Homes due to program certification and closures.
Offense Category’
Crime of Violence 18.8%| 44.4%
Felony 18.8%| 22.2% ReLeases By CompLETION StaTus®, FY 2023
- Person-to-Person 6.2%| 11.1%
- Property 12.5%] 11.1% 100%
- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%
- Unspecified 0.0%] 0.0% 80%
Misdemeanor 62.5%| 33.3% 58 3%
- Person-to-Person 56.2%]| 33.3% 60% :
- Property 6.2%| 0.0%
~Drugs 0.0%| 0.0% 40%
- Unspecified 0.0%] 0.0% 12.5%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%] 0.0% 20%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0% 1 B
%
CINS 0.0%[ 0.0% 0% Successful Unsuccessful Transferred
f:ml L ]“Ce’"feng — 16 18 ! ALOS 264.3 213.8 86.4
ercentages ol offense type and oftense category may not be
compare(él; to Data Resaurc/ep(;uides prior to FY 201% due to new Releases 14 7 3
offense ranking methodology. *Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down

" Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony.

’ See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data beindg

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi ’

by the original offense.
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Statewide Youth of Color Only

The data shown in this section provide additional detail for youth of color (non-white youth). Although each summary page in the Data
Resource Guide treatment program section provides an overall race/cthnicity breakdown for treatment programs in the Demographics
table, the tables in this section provide more detailed information on programs and ADP by type and region, offense type and severity,
and length of stay for youth of color as a whole.

* Trends for Committed Placements:
¢ Committed placements increased 38.3% between FY 2021 and FY

2023 and increased 23.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
ComMMITTED PLACEMENTS,

FY 2021_2023 * First-Time Placements (FY 2023):

* Of the 271 committed placements, 62.4% were first-time
placements. (Due to a methodology change, data may not be

400

comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2018).

* Residence (FY 2023):
* 97.4% of placements were Maryland residents. The 6 youth from

out of state were from Washington, D.C.; and 1 was from Virginia.

* MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
* For the 99.6% of placements with a post-validation MCASP, 22.6%
were Very High Risk, 30.4% were High Risk, 30.7% were Moderate
Risk, and 16.3% were Low Risk.

* Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):

FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 45.9% to
58.7%.

* The percentage of Felonies increased from 13.2% to 14.0%.

* The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 40.5% to 27.3%.

* See theTerms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions
are helpful when examining offense severity.

ComMITTED PLACEMENTS BY DEMOGRAPHICS, * Average Daily Population (ADP) for all committed placements (FY 2022-2023):

FY 2021_2023 * ADP inCreaSed 9.9% from 103.1 to 113.3.
* Average Length of Stay (ALOS) for FY 2022-2023:

Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * ALOS for all committed placements decreased 16.5% from 189.8

Race/Ethnicity to 158.5.
Black 84.7% | 86.8% | 90.0%
White 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0%
Hispanic/Other 15.3% | 13.2% | 10.0%
Sox CommITTED PLACEMENTS BY REGION OF RESIDENCE,
Male 86.7% | 95.0% | 95.2% FY 2021-2023
Fomd
Age Region 1 6.1% | 10.5% 8.5%
11 and under 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% Region 2 3.1% 1.4% 2.2%
12 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% Region 3 13.8% | 15.9% | 10.7%
13 3.1% 1.4% 1.8% Region 4 5.6% 6.4% 4.4%
14 77% | 8.6%| 6.3% Region 5 16.8% | 11.8% | 9.6%
15 21.9% | 20.9% | 14.8% Region 6 10.7% | 9.1% | 14.4%
16 26.0% | 23.6% | 24.4% Region 7 9.2% | 12.7% ]| 16.2%
17 25.5% | 30.0% | 29.5% Region 8 29.1% | 26.8% | 31.4%
18-20 15.8% | 15.5% | 23.2% Out-of-State 56%| 5.5%| 2.6%
Total Placements 196 220 271 Total Placements 196 220 271

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made ﬂ}lllbsequent to these data bein

c§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize !

eorllna olrense.
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, YoutH oF CoLor CommITTED PLACEMENT LOCATIONS™ FOR
FY 2022-2023 FY 2021-2023, ADP anp ALOS?, FY 2023

Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023 Placements®

Offense Type
Arson 0.0%] 0.4% FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 2.7% 2.6% Foster Care 3 2 0 1.5 469.2
Burglary/Break. & Enter 6.8%| 4.1% -
Carjacking 10.0%] 15.1% Group Home 62 63 39 19.4 172.5
Cons. to Commit Offense | 2.7%| 3.0% Indep. Living 6 1 0 0.4 513.1
Deadly Weapon 0.9%| 0.7% RTC 48 19 40 1.7 165.5
Disturbing the Peace 0.5%| 0.7% - -
First Degree Assault 12.7%| 14.8% State Operated 79 120 177 61.2 121.9
Handgun Violation 2.5%)| 12.5% Staff Secure 57 89 122 | 412 | 1160
Malicious Destruction 1.4%| 0.4%
Manslaughter 05%|  07% Hardware Sec. 24 32 57 20.0 129.2
Motor Vehicle/ Traffic 0.0%] 0.0% Out-of-State 12 9 22 9.1 173.7
Murder 3.6%] 5.5%
Narcotics Distribution 1.8%] 3.3% RTC / 6 6 3> 169.3
Narcotics Possession 0.9%| 0.4% Staff Secure 4 2 7 1.9 92.0
Other’/ Missing 2.5%] 1.1% Hardware Sec. 3 2 9 38 | 274.8
Resisting Arrest 0.5%| 0.0%
Robbery L el 17 0% Total 196 | 220 | 271 | 1133 | 1585
Second Degree Assault 12.3% 7. 7% * Totals prcscnth ip th_c table include each type _of placement rcportc_(l in _that broz!d category; for example,
“Independent Living” includes Independent Living as well as Alternative Living Units.
Sex Offense 4.1% 4.8% " ALOS is based on all releases: successful, unsuccessful, and transfer.
Theft Felony 2.3% 1.8% *All data exclude transfers within and between programs/program types and therefore may not add up to the
Theft Misdemeanor 7. 7% 1.8% totals presented. Placement data may not be be comparable to DRGs prior to FY 2019.
Trespassing 0.5%] 0.4% Inermedinte C o i o dhctons (CFA) ere optntedscprtely i thoos DR They mere mirged
Unspec. Misdemeanor 1.4% 1.1% under Group Homes due to program certification and closures.
Offense Category’
Crime of Violence 45.9%| 58.7%
Felony 13.2%] 14.0%
- Person-to-Person 2.3%| 3.3%
- Property 5.0%[ 4.4%
- Drugs 1.8%| 3.3% *
nspociid ST BN ReLeAses BY CompLETION STATUS™, FY 2023
Misdemeanor 40.5%| 27.3% 100%
- Person-to-Person 26.8%| 22.5%
- Property 11.4%| 3.0% 80%
- Drugs 0.9%| 0.4% 57.5%
- Unspecified 1.4%[ 1.5% 60%
Ordinance Offenses 0.5%] 0.0%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0% 40%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%
Total Placements 220 271 20% 7.5%
N Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be _—_
zﬁTﬂri:nﬁngﬁcﬁfﬂfﬁ;”'d“ prior to FY 2019 duc to new 0% Successful Unsuccessful Transferred
"Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless ALOS 202.6 104.3 72.8
Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony.
?See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Releases 153 R 20

*Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down
program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transterred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data beindg

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi ’

by the original offense.
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Foster Care

Foster Care serves youth who need placement, primarily because it may not be appropriate for youth to return home. Treatment Foster

Care (TFC) is continuous 24-hour care with intensive support services operated by a licensed child placement agency or local Department

of Social Services (DSS). TFCs provide a family setting for children with serious emotional, behavioral, medical, and/or psychological

conditions. The behaviors of the youth served are not so severe that removal from the community is necessary.

Apmissions, ADP, ano ALOS sy ProGrAM”,

FY 2023

Treatment Foster Care

County Adm.ADP ALOS

"The table reflects all programs with which DJS had active contracts for service
during FY 2023. All programs served both females and males in FY 2023 unless

otherwise noted.

“An ALOS of 0.0 indicates that no youth were released during the FY.

*Although there were no admissions to this program in FY 2023, ADP reflects

continuing placements from prior FYs.

' Served females only.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein(§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized’b igi

the original offense.

* Trends for Program Placements:
* Between FY 2021 and FY 2023, overall placements to Foster Care
decreased 100.0%.

* Program Admissions (FY 2023):

n Child & Farnily Ministri * There were no admissions to Treatment Foster Care during FY
fr;’g NS Ay S Bl co. | 0] 0.0] 0.0 2023.
o
Balt. Co./ * Residence (FY 2023):
Board of Child Care Car'olin;: 0] 0.0{ 0.0 * There were no placements to Treatment Foster Care during FY
2023.
Balti. City, 023
Balt Co. * MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
Children's Choice” Pr. George's 0)0.1]176.8 * There were no placements with a post-validation MCASP.
Wicomico * Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
gory
Children's Choice-Teen Mother! Balt. City | 0] 0.0] 0.0 * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 50.0% to
Hearts & Homes for Youth - 0.0%.
Damamli Teen' Balt. Co. 000 00 * The percentage of Felonies did not change.
Hearts & Homes for Youth - Family * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 50.0% to 0.0%.
Ties® Mont. 0] 0.7(733.9 * See theTerms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
Mentor MD - Baltimore Children's of Crime of Violence, Fclony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions
Servi Balt. Co. 0| 0.0 0.0 are helpful when examining offense severity.
ervices
Mentor MD - Baltimore Teens in ° Average Dai])/ Popu]ation (ADP):
Transition Balt. Co. 0] 0.7]49.8 * ADP decreased 65.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Balt. Co/ decreased 41.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Pressley Ridge Allegany 000 00 * Average Length of Stay (ALOS):
Pressley Ridge - Teen Mother' Balt. Co. ol ool 00 * ALOS increased 28.9% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
PSI Family Services, Inc. Pr. George'sy 0] 0.0| 0.0 decreased 60.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Total Admissions All 0| 1.5(469.2

Pracements BY ReGIoN oF ResiDENCE, FY 2021-2023
Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Region 1 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 2 0.0% | 50.0% 0.0%
Region 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 5 25.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 6 25.0% | 50.0% 0.0%
Region 7 25.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 8 25.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Out-of-State 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total Placements 4 2 0
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, PLacemeENTs BY DEmoGRAPHICS, FY 2021-2023
FY 2022-2023 Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023 Race/Ethnicity
Offense Type Black 50.0% [100.0% 0.0%
Arson 0.0% 0.0% White 25.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 0.0%| 0.0% Hispanic/Other 25.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.0%| 0.0% Sex
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% Male 75.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense 0.0%| 0.0% AFemale 25.0%1100.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0% g¢
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0% 11 and under 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
First Degree Assault 50.0%]| 0.0% 12 O'OZ/O 0'0;% O'O;%
Handgun Violation 0.0%]| 0.0% :_ 23'8;0 8'8(;0 8'8;’
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 0.0% 2 2 2
15 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0% Te 3% 09, 00 0.0%
. . 0 0 . 0 . 0 . ()
motzr Vehicle/Traffic 8.80;0 8.80;0 5] 0.0% 1 50.0% 1 0.0%
R — 18-20 50.0% | 50.0%[ 0.0%
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%]| 0.0% T T —— y > 0
Narcotics Possession 0.0%]| 0.0%
Other'/Missing 0.0%] 0.0% AVERAGE DaiLy PopuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Resisting Arrest 0.0%] 0.0% STAY, FY 2021-2023
Robbery 0.0%] 0.0% 80
Second Degree Assault 50.0%| 0.0%
Sex Offense 0.0%| 0.0% 70
Theft Felony 0.0%| 0.0% 60
Theft Misdemeanor 0.0%]| 0.0% 50
Trespassing 0.0%]| 0.0% 40
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 0.0% 30
Offense Category2
Crime of Violence 50.0%| 0.0% 20
Felony 0.0%| 0.0% 10
- Person-to-Person 0.0%] 0.0% 0 I s
- Property 0.0%| 0.0% FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0% Il ADP 4.5 2.7 1.5
- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0% ALOS 363.9 1,183.8 469.2
Misdemeanor 50.0%| 0.0% N
B ———— =0.0% 0.0% ReLeases BY CompLETION STaTUS ™, FY 2023
. . .
~Property 0.0%| 0.0% 100%
- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0% 30%
- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0% 66.7%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0% 60%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0% 40%
Total Placements 2 0
N Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be 20%
compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new
offense ranking mcthodology 0.0%
1 . o . . 0,
FE NN SR TR P Successul__ | Unsuccessful | Transtorred
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. ALOS 336.8 733.9 0.0
Releases 2 1 0
Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down

program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Group Homes

General group homes are non-profit residential programs for youth in placements licensed by DHS, DJS, or the Office of Health Care Quality
(OHCQ), which is part of the Maryland Department of Health (MDH). They provide out-of-home care for four or more youth who are
moderate to high risk and need more structure and supervision than a relative, foster parent, or treatment foster care program could offer.
General group homes also provide a formal program of basic care, social work, and healthcare services. Therapeutic group homes (TGH)
are residential programs for youth in out-of-home care licensed by OHCQ and must be non-profit organizations. TGHs provide access to a
range of diagnostic and therapeutic mental health services to youth who are moderate to high risk and have an emotional or developmental

disability. Those TGHs that provide educational programs on their grounds are considered staff-secure programs.

Apwmissions, ADP, ano ALOS By PrRoGRAM",

* Trends for Program Placements:

FY 2023 * Between FY 2021 and FY 2023, overall placements to Group
Group Homes County Adm.ADP ALOS" Homes decreased 40.2%.

. . Balt. Co., * Program Admissions (FY 2023):
Board of Child Care Mont., Wash| 0 043899 * Morning Star Youth Academy had the highest number of admissions.
Cedar Ridge’ Washington 31 1.91290.9 * Residence (FY 2023):
Charity Hearts Healthcare Inc’ Balt. Co. 21 1.0/ 0.0 *95.9% of placements were Maryland residents. Of those from
Children's Home (GH & Tran) Balt. Co. 2| 111474 out of state, 1 was from Pennsylvania; and 1 was from Virginia.
Hearts and Homes' Mont/ 1] 0.6]211.0 * MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):

Pr. George's * For the 98.0% of placements with a post-validation MCASP, 12.5%

Kemp Mill’ Mont. 0]00] 00 were Very High Risk, 43.8% were High Risk, 25.0% were Moderate
Makmg a grclat Individual Balt. City ol 0.0l 0.0 Risk, and 18.8% were Low Risk.
Contribution * Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
Morning Star Youth Academy”’ Dorchester| 20 |10.4169.8 * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 38.0% to
One Love? Balt. City 71 1.2| 9.4 51.0%.
St. Ann's Infant & Maternity' Pr. George'ss 1] 0.6] 0.0 ¢ The percentage of Felonies increased from 12.7% to 16.3%.
Therapeutic Group Homes * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 48.1% to 32.7%.
Arc of Washington County Washington| 0] 0.0/ 0.0 * See theTerms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
Arrow Child & Fam Ministries™ Balt. Co. 0| 0.3]156.0 of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions
Avis Birely’ Mont. 2| 0.3]101.0 are helpful when examining offense severity.
Board of Child Care Balt.Co/Car 1] 0.4(160.8 * Average Daily Population (ADP):
Cedar Ridge’ Washington| 6 | 4.2[446.2 * ADP decreased 38.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Children's Home, Inc. Balt. Co. 0[ 0.0] 0.0 decreased 36.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Hearts & Homes - Helen Smith' Mont. 0| 0.0l 0.0 * Average Length cyFStay (ALOS):
Mary's Mount Manor' An. Arund 2102] 782 * ALOS increased 11.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Mountain Manor! Balt. City | 0] 0.0/ 0.0 increased 0.8% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Our House’ Mont. 3] 3.1]|286.6
Total Admissions All 50 125.7| 199.1

" The table reflects all programs with which DJS had active contracts for service
during FY 2023. All programs served both females and males in FY 2023 unless PLACEM ENTS BY REG'ON OF RES'DENCE, I Y 2021‘2023

otherwise noted.

“An ALOS of 0.0 indicates that no youth were released during the FY. Regi()ll FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

J'Although there were no admissions to this program in FY 2023, ADP reflects Region 1 8.5% 13.9% 10.2%
i o Resion X R O
* Served males only Jduring }%Y 2023. ' Region 3 12.2% 26.6% 8.2%
Region 4 12.2% 6.3% 2.0%
Region 5 15.9% | 11.4% | 14.3%
Region 6 14.6% 8.9% | 12.2%
Region 7 3.7% | 11.4% | 26.5%
Region 8 28.0% | 13.9% | 22.4%
Out-of-State 1.2% 5.1% | 4.1%
Total Placements 82 79 49

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, PLacemMenTs BY DEmoGRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023

FY 2022-2023 Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023 Race/Ethnicity
Offense Type Black 61.0% | 67.1% | 67.3%
Arson 0.0% 0.0% White 24 4% 20.3% 20.4%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 1.3%] 2.0% Hispanic/Other 14.6% | 12.7%| 12.2%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 10.1%| 4.1% Sex
Carjacking 6.3%| 10.2% Male 91.5% | 93.7% | 91.8%
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.3%| 2.0% AFemale 8.5% 6.3% 8.2%
Deadly Weapon 1.3%| 0.0% g¢
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 4.1% 11 and under 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
First Degree Assault 10.1%| 12.2% 12 O'OZ/O 0'0;% O'O:/O
Handgun Violation 5.1%| 12.2% ii ;éojo 1(2)'2(;0 1'1;’
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 0.0% =2 sy 2
15 23.2% | 15.2% | 12.2%
Manslaughter 0.0%]| 2.0% T3 TR BT WY
. . 0 0 . 0 . 0 . ()
mot(()lr Vehicle/Traffic (2).(5)0;0 2.(1)0;0 B 59 3% 1 31.6% | 34 7%
N“r = — 3’80/" 4'10/" 18-20 12.2% | 24.1% | 26.5%
arcotics Distribution () ()
- - Total Pl 82 79 49
Narcotics Possession 1.3%]| 2.0% old [ acements
Other'/Missing 3.8%| 0.0% AVERAGE DaiLy PopuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Resisting Arrest 3.8%| 0.0% STAY, FY 2021-2023
Robbery 10.1%] 14.3% 30
Second Degree Assault 12.7%]  8.2%
Sex Offense 10.1%] 10.2% 70
Theft Felony 3.8%] 2.0% 60
Theft Misdemeanor 8.9%| 0.0% 50
Trespassing 1.3%]| 0.0% 40
Unspec. Misdemeanor 2.5%] 4.1% 30
Offense Category2
Crime of Violence 38.0%| 51.0% 20
Felony 12.7%| 16.3% 10
- Person-to-Person 2.5%| 6.1% 0
- Property 51%| 4.1% FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
- Drugs 3.8%| 4.1% Il ADP 41.5 40.6 25.7
- Unspecified 1.3%| 2.0% ALOS 178.8 197.6 199.1
Misdemeanor 48.1%)| 32.7%
~Person-toPoreon 37.9% 26.5% ReLEAsEs BY CompLETION STaTUS™, FY 2023
. . .
“Property 11.4%)| 0.0% 100%
- Drugs 1.3%| 2.0% 30%
()
- Unspecified 2.5%| 4.1%
Ordinance Offenses 1.3%[  0.0% 0% >+.5%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0% 40%
Total Placements 79 49
N Percentages of offense type< and offense category may not be 20%
compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new 3.6%
offense ranking methodology. .
. A A N 0 -
FE NN SR TR P Successul__ | Unsuccessful | Transferred
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. ALOS 2428 156.9 29.1
Releases 30 23 2
Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down

program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein
h. (?bv the original offense.

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize
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Independent Living Programs (including Alternative Living Units)

Independent Living Programs are operated by DHS-licensed child placement agencies for youth 15 to 21 years of age who need to become
self-sufficient and learn responsible living skills, as they are unlikely to return home. Youth reside in supervised apartment units and must be
enrolled in high school, college, vocational training, or be gainfully employed. During the program, youth learn interpersonal skills, financial
literacy, career readiness, conflict management, use of positive leisure time, and communication skills. Alternative Living Units are residences
owned, leased, or operated by a licensee that: (a) provides residential services for children who, because of a developmental disability, require
specialized living arrangements; (b) admits no more than three children; and (c) provides 24-hour care.

Apwmissions, ADP, anp ALOS By PrRoGRAM", " Trends for Program Placements:
FY 2023 * Between FY 2021 and FY 2023, overall placements to Independent
Living decreased 100.0%.
Independent Living (DY GIWNN NN  © Program Admissions (FY 2023):
ARC of Wash. Co.- Foundations * There were no admissions to Independent Living programs during
. Washington 0| 0.0/ 0.0
Children's' FY 2023.
Arrow Child & Family Ministries - Harford ol ool o0 * Residence (FY 2023): N .
Crossroads Community' * There were no placements to Independent Living Programs during
Hearts & Homes - Damamli Teen FY 2023.
] Balt. Co. | 0 0.0| 0.0
Mother * MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
National Center for Children & ¢ There were no admissions with post validation MCASP.
o Mont. 0] 0.0| 0.0
Families -Future Bound * Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
Pressley Ridge - Independence Plus | Balt. Co. 0] 00| 0.0 * The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 100.0%
Pressley Ridge - Second
ressley Ridge - Secon Balt. Co. | 0] 0.0] 0.0 to 0.0%.
Generations Program * The percentage of Felonies did not change.
Mentor Maryland - Baltimore® Balt. Co. 0] 0.4|513.1 * The percentage of Misdemeanors did not Change.
Total Admissions* All 0| 04]|513.1 * See theTerms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
"The table reflects all programs with which DJS had active contracts for service of Crime ofViolence, Felony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions

during FY 2023. All programs served both females and males in FY 2023 unless
otherwise noted.

“An ALOS of 0.0 indicates that no youth were released during the FY. . Avera(qe Dai]}/ Popu]ation (ADP)

" Although there were no admissions in FY 2023, ADP reflects continuing placements * ADP decreased 90.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
fi ior FYs.
rom prior BES decreased 81.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

" Served females only during FY 2023.
* Average Length of Stay (ALOS):

* ALOS increased 70.5% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
increased 129.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

are helpful when examining offense severity.

Pracements BY ReGIoN oF ResiDENCE, FY 2021-2023
Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Region 1 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 3 28.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 5 14.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 6 57.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 7 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Region 8 0.0% | 100.0% 0.0%
Out-of-State 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total Placements 7 1 0

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein(§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™,

PLacemMenTs BY DEmoGRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023

FY 2022-2023 Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023 Race/Ethnicity
Offense Type Black 42.9% [100.0% 0.0%
Arson 0.0% 0.0% White 14.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 0.0%| 0.0% Hispanic/Other 42.9%| 0.0%[ 0.0%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.0%| 0.0% Sex
Carjacking 0.0% 0.0% Male 71.4% [100.0% 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense 0.0%| 0.0% AFemale 28.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0% g¢
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0% 11 and under 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
First Degree Assault 0.0%| 0.0% 12 O'OZ/O 0'0;% O'O;%
Handgun Violation 0.0%]| 0.0% :_ 8'80;0 8'8(;0 8'8;’
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 0.0% 2 sy 2
15 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0% e 00 00 0.0%
. . 0 0 . 0 . 0 . ()
motzr Vehicle/Traffic 8.80;0 8.80;0 5 T73% 00% 1 0.0%
R — 18-20 85.7% [100.0% [ 0.0%
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%| 0.0% T R ——— = 7 0
Narcotics Possession 0.0%]| 0.0%
Other'/Missing 0.0%] 0.0% AVERAGE DaiLy PopuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Resisting Arrest 0.0%] 0.0% STAY, FY 2021-2023
Robbery 100.0%]| 0.0% 80
Second Degree Assault 0.0%| 0.0%
Sex Offense 0.0%| 0.0% 70
Theft Felony 0.0%| 0.0% 60
Theft Misdemeanor 0.0%]| 0.0% 50
Trespassing 0.0%]| 0.0% 40
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 0.0% 30
Offense Category2
Crime of Violence 100.0%| 0.0% 20
Felony 0.0%| 0.0% 10
- Person-to-Person 0.0%] 0.0% 0 e
- Property 0.0%| 0.0% FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0% Il ADP 4.1 2.0 0.4
- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0% ALOS 301.0 223.9 513.1
Misdemeanor 0.0%| 0.0% N
~Person-toPoreon 0.0% 0.0% RELEASES BY1 g)O(I)\QI/I:LETION Status’, FY 2023
- Property 0.0%] 0.0% 100% .
- Drugs 0.0%] 0.0%
- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0% 80%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%
Citations 0.0%|  0.0% 60%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0% 40%
Total Placements 1 0 ¢
* Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be
compare(% to Data Resaurczszuides prior to FY %Olé dué to new 20%
offense ranking methodology. 0.0% 0.0%
'In : Affr 5 n n n < Y
ik My sl Vg, 15 S/l G i 6 [ Succentul | Tmmccontol | Tramferred
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. ALOS 513.1 0.0 0.0
Releases 1 0 0
Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down

previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH

program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data being run will not be ifgflcluded. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
e original offense.
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Residential Treatment Centers (includes Psychiatric Hospitals)

Residential Treatment Centers (RTCs) provide intensive psychiatric and psychological treatment services. These centers are required to have
psychiatrists, psychologists, and psychiatric nurses on staff to lead treatment. Maryland RTCs are approved for operation through the State
Certificate of Need (CON) process and are licensed through the Office of Health Care Quality (OHCQ). Some RTCs concentrate on specific
youth populations. For example, some staff-secure and hardware-secure RTCs focus on youth with behavioral problems and/or considered
to be potentially harmful to themselves or others. The RTCs are intended to stabilize the youth’s emotional condition, provide services that
increase the youth’s ability to manage mental illness as a potentially lifelong challenge, assist the youth in developing skills for coping with
daily and/or difficult situations and interpersonal relationships, and transition the youth to a less restrictive environment or home.

Apmissions, ADP, ano ALOS sy ProGrAM”,

FY 2023 * Trends for Program Placements:
* Between FY 2021 and FY 2023, overall placements to Residential
Residential Treatment Center County Adm.ADP ALOS'| Treatment Centers (RTCs) decreased 27.0%.

New Directions Chesapeake

Balt. Co. | 11]10.5[280.3| ®Program Admissions (FY 2023):
* Nexus Woodbourne Family Healing had the highest number of

Treatment Center’

Nexus Woodbourne Family Healing2 Balt. City | 21 ]12.9{174.4 admissions.
RICA - Baltl;nfﬁ“e Balt. City 1] 1.1[240.5 * Residence (FY 2023):
RICA - Rockville Mont. 1102] 842 * 100.0% of placements were Maryland residents. There were no
Right Moves Chesapeake Treatment th f ¢
Center? Balt. Co. 10| 5.4|190.2 youth from out of state.
« MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):

Sh d Pratt T MANN Balt. Co. 31 1.5]/190.2

epPar = - onson 0 * For the 98.1% of placements with a post-validation MCASP, 30.2%
St. Vincent's Villa Balt. Co. 0 0.0 0.0

were Very High Risk, 30.2% were High Risk, 28.3% were Moderate
Risk, and 11.3% were Low Risk.

Balt. Co. 01 0.0 0.0/ *Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):

* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 37.7% to 59.3%.
* The percentage of Felonies increased from 13.2% to 22.2%.

Diagnostic Units™
Children's Home, Inc. - Girls'
Diagnostic Program]

St. Vincent's Villa Diagnostic Balt. Co. 0| 0.0 0.0
Psychiatric Hospitalsﬂ
Clinton T. Perkins Hospital Center”| Howard 0 0.1(312.0
Spring Grove Hospital Center Balt. Co. 71 0.7| 35.5
Total Admissions All 54132.5|188.3

"The table reflects all programs with which DJS had active contracts for service . .
during FY 2023. All programs served both females and males in FY 2023 unless ° AVemge Dal])’ POPUIGUOH (ADP)

¢ The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 49.1% to 18.5%.

* See theTerms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an explanation
of Crime of Violence, Fclony, and Misdemeanor, as the definitions

are helpful when examining offense severity.

otherwise noted. * ADP decreased 29.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
“An ALOS of 0.0 indicates that no youth were released during the FY. decreased 4.4% between EY 2022 and FY 2023
** Diagnostic Units and Psychiatric Hospitals are included in the RTC table because ’ :
similar services are provided at these facilities. ° Average Length [Zf‘Sta)/ (ALOS)
N Although there were no admissions in FY 2023, ADP reflects continuing placements e ALOS decreased 14.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
from prior FYs. decreased 12.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

" Served females only during FY 2023.
’ Served males only during FY 2023.

Pracements BY ReGIoN oF ResiDENCE, FY 2021-2023
Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Region 1 13.5% | 17.0% 7.4%
Region 2 6.8% 3.8% | 11.1%
Region 3 5.4% 9.4% | 16.7%
Region 4 13.5% 9.4% 7.4%
Region 5 21.6% | 17.0% 7.4%
Region 6 10.8% 5.7% | 20.4%
Region 7 12.2% | 15.1% 9.3%
Region 8 10.8% | 18.9% | 20.4%
Out-of-State 5.4% 3.8% 0.0%
- Total Placements 74 53 54
RICA - Baltimore

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein(§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, PLacemMenTs BY DEmoGRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023

FY 2022-2023 Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023 Race/Ethnicity

Offense Type Black 56.8% | 62.3% | 66.7%
Arson 1.9% 1.9% White 35.1% 26.4% 25.9%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 1.9%| 3.7% Hispanic/Other 8.1% | 11.3% 7.4%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 5.7%| 9.3% Sex
Carjacking 7.5% 9.3% Male 85.1% | 92.5% | 98.1%
Cons. to Commit Offense 1.9%| 3.7% AFemale 14.9% 7.5% 1.9%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0% g¢
Disturbing the Peace 1.9%| 0.0% 11 and under 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%
First Degree Assault 11.3%| 16.7% 12 O'OZ/O 0'0;% O'O:/O
Handgun Violation 7.5%| 1.9% ii ;'Zojo ;'481-(;0 ;'Z;’
Malicious Destruction 0.0%| 1.9% 2 iy 2
15 23.0% | 28.3% | 20.4%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 1.9%
M Vehicle/ Traff 0.0% 0.0% 16 24.3% | 18.9% | 20.4%
MOtZr chice/ Tratic 1'90/" 0'00/" 17 32.4% | 26.4% | 25.9%
N“r = — 0.00/0 3~70/° 18-20 9.5% | 13.2%] 20.4%
arcotics Distribution () ()
- - Total Pl 74 53 54
Narcotics Possession 0.0% 1.9% old [ acements
Other'/Missing 3.8%| 0.0% AVERAGE DaiLy PopuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Resisting Arrest 0.0%] 0.0% STAY, FY 2021-2023
Robbery 7.5%| 11.1% %0
Second Degree Assault 24.5%|  7.4%
Sex Offense 18.9%| 24.1% 70
Theft Felony 0.0%| 0.0% 60
Theft Misdemeanor 3.8%| 1.9% 50
Trespassing 0.0%]| 0.0% 40
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%] 0.0% 30
Offense Category2
Crime of Violence 37.7%)| 59.3% 20
Felon 13.2%| 22.2% 10
Yy
- Person-to-Person 9.4%| 11.1% 0
- Property 3.8%| 3.7% FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
- Drugs 0.0%| 3.7% Il ADP 46.0 34.0 32.5
- Unspecified 0.0%| 3.7% ALOS 220.0 216.2 188.3
Misdemeanor 49.1%| 18.5%
~Person-toPoreon 37 7od93% ReLEAsEs BY CompLETION STaTUS™, FY 2023
. . .
“Property 9.4%|  7.4% 100%
- Drugs 0.0%| 1.9% 30%
- Unspecified 1.9%[ 0.0%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0% 0% >0.9%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0% 40%
Total Placements 53 54 .
N Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be 20% 14.5%
compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new
offense ranking methodology. _-_
1 5 Affrav, As n n e n < 0
FE NN SR TR D[ Succestul__ | Unsuccessful | Transforred
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. ALOS 261.8 80.1 188.3
Releases 28 19 8
Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down

program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein
h. (?bv the original offense.

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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Out-of-State (O0S) Programs

Maryland law prohibits an out-of-state placement for youth unless a court finds the youth’s individualized needs cannot be met through in-
state resources. Additionally, DJS policy states that youth may not be placed out of state without the approval of the Secretary or designee.
The Department adheres to Interstate Compact requirements and agreements with other states regarding requests for permission and
notification when youth are placed in another state. Youth placed in out-of-state programs are visited by DJS staft at least quarterly, and
parent(s)/ guardian(s) are given the opportunity to visit youth at least once per quarter. OOS programs are licensed by local authorities and
not by Maryland agencies. DJS contracts with vendors to provide services in two broad categories: (1) RTC-level specialized mental health
services and (2) staff- and hardware-secure programming,

Apmissions, ADP, ano ALOS sy ProGrAM”,

FY 2023 * Trends for Program Placements:
* Between FY 2021 and FY 2023, overall placements to Out-of-

Hardware Secure RTC State Adm. ADP ALOS’| State (OOS) Programs increased 60.0%.
ior Republic? PA 1.2(121.
ﬁg)srgcf gnllor cpuc = THah A 3 ool o f) * Program Admissions (FY 2023):
of Defaware - oastal Harbor - . * Cornell Abraxas Hardware Secure had the highest number of
UHS of Delaware - Gulf Coast FL 0] 0.0 0.0 ..
admissions.
UHS of Delaware - Harbor Point VA ol 1.0l160.3 .
Behavioral Health” ' ' Residence (FY 2023):
* 95.8% of placements were Maryland residents. The one out-of-
UHS of Delaware - Laurel Oaks /
) AL 1] 0.5|175.7 state placement was from Washington, D.C.
Behavioral Health
UHS of Delaware - Sandy Pines * MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
FL 1] 1.6(221.5 * For the 100.0% of placements with a post-validation MCASP,
Treatment Center

33.3% were Very High Risk, 16.7% were High Risk, 29.2%

Abraxas Youth & Family Services. were Moderate Risk, and 20.8% were Low Risk.

Intensive Open Residential’ PA 0] 001 00 ° Oﬁrense Categor)/ (FY 2022-2023):

Drug & Rehab Services, Inc - Manos * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 50.0% to 66.7%.
House’ PA 3| 04| 67.1 * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 18.8% to 16.7%.
UHS of Delaware - Foundations for * The percentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 31.2%to 16.7%.
Living PA 000 0.0 * See the Terms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an
George Jr. Republic (Diag, Drug & explanation of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor,
Alcohol Rehab, Gener al,Sp;ci ol Needs)' PA 0| 0.0] 0.0 as the definitions are helpful when examining offense severity.
Natchez Trace Youth Academy’ TN 2| 1.2]157.2 * Average Daily Population (ADP):

New Outlook Academy’ PA 110511996 * ADP decreased 5.6% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Rite of Passage Inc. - Canyon Statc’ I ol 00l o0 increased 49.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Stevens Treatment Program2 MA 11 0.2 0.0 ° Avemge Length ‘Zf Sta)/ (ALOS):

Summit Academy’ PA 11 00l 94 * ALOS decreased 38.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Summit Academy Drue & Alcohol! PA ol 0ol 00 increased 8.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Abraxas Youth & Family -

Pracements BY ReGloN oF ResiDENCE, FY 2021-2023

) . ) PA 0] 0.0 0.0
F‘g“e“er s Pfgr = Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
?)f;axzs Y;:u; :F;m(l)ifi S;Xz PA 0| 0.0] 0.0 Region 1 0.0% | 12.5% | 12.5%
ender & Tabitua’ Dffender Region 2 6.7% | 0.0%] 4.2%
Cornell Abraxas’ PA 51 3.5/332.2 Region 3 13.3% 6 2% S 3%
Rockdale Youth Academy’ TX 41 1.1]|146.4 Region 4 0.0% 6.2% 0.0%
R?fckfiile iouﬂzl Academy - Sex TX il 01| 00| [Regions 26.7% [ 25.0% | 8.3%
Offender Tract Region 6 13.3% | 6.2% ] 25.0%
Total Admissions All 24 |11.5]191.1 Region 7 13.3% | 18.8% 429,
" The table reflects all programs with which DJS had active contracts for service during : 0 0 [5)
FY 2023. All programs served both females and males in FY 2023 unless otherwise Reglon 8 6.7% 18.8% 33.3%
noted. ' Served females only during FY 2023. ? Served males only during FY 2023. Out-of-State 20.0% 6.2% 4.2%
“An ALOS of 0.0 indicates that no youth were released during the FY. * Although Total Placements 15 16 24
there were no admissions to this program in FY 2023, ADP reflects continuing

placements from prior FYs.

ASSIST 1s a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data bein§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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DEPARTMENT OF
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™,

FY 2022-2023

Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023

PLacemMenTs BY DEmoGRrAPHICS, FY 2021-2023
Dcmographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Race/Ethnicity
Black 60.0% | 56.2% | 66.7%
White 20.0% | 43.8% 8.3%
Hispanic/ Other 20.0% | 0.0% | 25.0%
Sex
Male 46.7% | 62.5% | 91.7%
Female 53.3% | 37.5% 8.3%
Age
11 and under 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
12 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
13 0.0% ] 12.5% | 0.0%
14 0.0% | 12.5% 8.3%
15 13.3% | 12.5%| 12.5%
16 20.0% | 12.5% | 33.3%
17 46.7% | 37.5% | 29.2%
18-20 20.0% | 12.5% | 16.7%
Total Placements 15 16 24

AVERAGE DALy PopuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Stay, FY 2021-2023

Offense Type
Arson 6.2%| 4.2%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 6.2%| 4.2%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.0%| 8.3%
Carjacking 12.5%| 12.5%
Cons. to Commit Offense 0.0%] 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0%
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0%
First Degree Assault 6.2%| 20.8%
Handgun Violation 6.2%| 8.3%
Malicious Destruction 0.0%] 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%
Murder 12.5%]| 20.8%
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%] 0.0%
Narcotics Possession 0.0%| 0.0%
Other'/Missing 0.0%| 0.0%
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0%
Robbery 12.5%| 8.3%
Second Degree Assault 12.5%] 4.2%
Sex Offense 12.5%| 8.3%
Theft Felony 6.2%| 0.0%
Theft Misdemeanor 0.0%| 0.0%
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0%
Unsﬁec. Misdemeanor 6.2%| 0.0%
Offense Category’

Crime of Violence 50.0%| 66.7%
Felony 18.8%]| 16.7%

- Person-to-Person 6.2%| 12.5%

- Property 12.5%] 4.2%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 0.0%] 0.0%
Misdemeanor 31.2%| 16.7%

- Person-to-Person 18.8%] 12.5%

- Property 6.2%| 4.2%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 6.2%| 0.0%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0%
Total Placements 16 24

N Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be
compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new

offense ranking methodology.

"Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless

Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony.

’ See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data beil

previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
by the original offense. i

80
70
60
50
40
30
20

" eees BN

0 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
Il ADP 12.2 7.7 11.5
ALOS 309.7 176.7 191.1
ReLeases By CompLETION Status™, FY 2023
100%
80%
50.0% 50.0%
60%
40%
20%
0.0%
0%
Successful Unsuccessful Transferred
ALOS 248.1 134.2 0.0
Releases 13 13 0
Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down

program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.




ﬂ?.Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

Backbone Mountain Youth Center (State-Operated) G 2 Camp ¢ Road
Superintendent: Todd Foote Staff Secure - Region 6 301-359-9190

Capacity: 28 Males

This treatment program is located on Backbone Mountain in Garrett County. Programming includes STARR, the DJS behavioral motivation
program, and a complete array of evidence-based and -informed treatment services. Case Management and Behavioral Health staff provide
treatment programming as detailed in the Behavioral Health & Case Management Services section (see pages 151-152). Services are delivered
via various modalities, including individual,, group, and family sessions. Family engagement in treatment planning is paramount, as regular family
interaction is encouraged through family visits, phone calls, special family day activities at the facility, and home visits to help youth successfully
transition back to the community. Recreational programming includes camping and intramural sports competitions. See the JSEP section on
pages 12-15 for information pertaining to educational services.

PLACEMENTS,

FY 2021-2023 * Placement Trends:
* Placements increased 108.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023

and increased 56.3% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

120 * Residence (FY 2023):
* 94.7% of placements were Maryland residents. Of those from

150

90 = out of state, 4 were from Washington, D.C.
* MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
60 * For the 100.0% of placements with a post-validation MCASP,
36 18.7% were Very High Risk, 21.3% were High Risk, 30.7%
30 were Moderate Risk, and 29.3% were Low Risk.
* Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 45.8%
to 64.0%.
PLACEMENTS BY DEMOGRAPHICS, * The percentage of Felonies decreased from 18.8% to 8.0%.
FY 2021-2023 . ;I;leog/)ercentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 35.4% to
.0%.
Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 * See the Terms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an
Race/Ethnicity explanation of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor,
Black 72.2% | 81.2% | 86.7% as the definitions are helpful when examining offense severity.
White 25.0% 4.2% 9.3% * Average Daily Population (ADP):
Hispanic/ Other 2.8% | 14.6% 4.0% * ADP increased 95.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Sex increased 49.8% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
Male 1000:/0 10002/0 10002/0 ‘Average Length QI(‘Stay (ALOS)
Female 0.0%1 0.0%1 0.0% * ALOS decreased 27.5% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
A%T — o oo oo decreased 14.7% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
SR 0T 000005 * Utilization Rate (FY 2022-FY 2023):
13 0:0% 0:0% 0:0% . tl?ackbone 0Mf)untain Youth Cen‘f)er’.s utilization rate decreased
% 3 8% 3 1% 3 7% rom 87.4% in FY 2022 to 84.2% in FY 2023.
15 5.6% | 12.5% 5.3%
16 30.6% | 16.7% | 18.7%
17 41.7% | 41.7% | 37.3%
18-20 19.4% | 27.1% | 36.0%
Total Placements 36 48 75

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made ﬂ}lllbsequent to these data bein

(§ run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodolog anges. VOPs are categorize !

¢ original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, PLacemeNTs BY REGION OF RESIDENCE,
FY 2022-2023 FY 2021-2023

Most Serious Offense |FY2022 | FY2023 Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Offense Type Region 1 8.3% 6.2% 4.0%
Arson 0.0%| 0.0% Region 2 0.0% 0.0% 2.7%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use | 4.2%| 0.0% Region 3 33.3% ] 14.6% [ 17.3%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 4.2%| 8.0% Region 4 5.6% 6.2%| 4.0%
Carjacking 8.3%| 20.0% Region 5 13.9% 6.2% | 13.3%
Cons. to Commit Offense | 4.2%]| 2.7% Region 6 16.7% 8.3% 6.7%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 2.7% Region 7 2.8% | 14.6% | 18.7%
Disturbing the Peace 2.1%| 0.0% Region 8 13.9% | 37.5% | 28.0%
First Degree Assault 12.5%]| 10.7% Out-of-State 5.6% | 6.2% 5.3%
Handgun Violation 16.7%| 16.0% Total Placements 36 48 75
Malicious Destruction 0.0%] 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 1.3%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%
Murdor > 1% 2 7% AVERAGE DAILY PoPuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Narcotics Distribution 2.1%|  2.7% STAY; FY 2021-2023
Narcotics Possession 0.0%| 0.0% 80
Other'/Missing 8.3%] 0.0% 70
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0% 60
Robbery 14.6%| 21.3%
Second Degree Assault 10.4%] 8.0% 50
Sex Offense 0.0%] 0.0% 40
Theft Felony 4.2%| 1.3% 30
Theft Misdemeanor 4.2%| 1.3% 20
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0% "
Unspec. Misdemeanor 2.1% 1.3%

: _ Offense Category’ O™ Fy 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
Crime of Violence 45.8%| 64.0% W ADP 5.0 57 36
Felony 18.8%| 8.0% ALOS 152.5 129.6 110.5

- Person-to-Person 0.0%| 1.3% - - -

- Property 8.3%| 1.3%

- Drugs 2.1%|  2.7%

- Unspecified 8.3%[ 2.7% ReLEAsEs BY ComPLETION STatus®, FY 2023
Misdemeanor 35.4%)| 28.0% 100%

- Person-to-Person 29.2%| 25.3%

- Property 4.2%| 1.3% 80%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0% o

- Unspecified 2.1%| 1.3% 60% 59.4%

Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%
Citations 0.0%] 0.0% 40%
CINS 0.0%] 0.0%
+Tota] Placements 48 75 20% 5%
Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be
compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new o _—_
offense ranking methodology. 0% Successful Unsuccessful Transferred
"Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless
Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony. ALOS 143 .4 66.3 44.0
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Releases 41 23 5

*Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down
program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data beindg

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi

by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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Green Ridge Mountain Quest (State-Operated)

Superintendent: John Hare
Capacity: 6 Males

Staff Secure - Region 4

Mountain Quest is a 90-day treatment program for males ages 13-18 located at Green Ridge Youth Center. Mountain Quest is a first-time
commitment program that provides youth time away from their families and communities, giving them the opportunity to change their
behavior while learning to take responsibility for their actions. The Mountain Quest program gives youth the opportunity to work on thought

patterns and behaviors that will help them be more successful when they return to the community. Family work and interventions are critical
at this time to better assess needs and provide an open line of communication.

*Note: Data on these pages reflect the youth housed at Green Ridge Mountain Quest through November 2022 when the program closed.

PLACEMENTS,
FY 2021-2023
150
120

90

60

30

6 _9 1
0 FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

PLacemENTS BY DEMOGRAPHICS,
FY 2021-2023

Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Race/Ethnicity
Black 66.7% |100.0% | 100.0%
White 33.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Hispanic/ Other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Sex
Male 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Female 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Age
11 and under 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
12 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
13 16.7% 0.0% 0.0%
14 33.3% | 22.2% [100.0%
15 50.0% | 22.2% 0.0%
16 0.0% | 55.6% 0.0%
17 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
18-20 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total Placements 6 9 1

revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology ¢

* Placement Trends:
* Placements decreased 83.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
decreased 88.9% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

* Residence (FY 2023):
* 100% of placements were Maryland residents. There were no
youth from out of state.

* MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):
* For the 100% of placements with a post-validation MCASP,
0.0% were Very High Risk, 100.0% were High Risk, 0.0% were
Moderate Risk, and 0.0% were Low Risk.

* Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):

* The percentage of Crimes of Violence decreased from 33.3%
to 0.0% .

* The percentage of Felonies decreased from 11.1% to 0.0%.

* The percentage of Misdemeanors increased from 55.6% to
100.0%.

* See the Terms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an
explanation of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor,
as the definitions are helpful when examining offense severity.

* Average Daily Population (ADP):

* ADP decreased 72.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and

decreased 88.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Average Length of Stay (ALOS):

* ALOS increased 5.4% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and

increased 23.5% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.
* Utilization Rate (FY 2022-FY 2023):

* Green Ridge Mountain Quest Youth Center’s utilization rate
decreased from 41.3% in FY 2022 to 5.0% in FY 2023.

This program closed in November 2022. Data for FY 2023
represent only the time when the program was opened.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
hanges. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™,
FY 2022-2023

Most Serious Offense | FY2022 | FY2023

PLacemeNTs BY REGION OF RESIDENCE,
FY 2021-2023

Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Offense Type Region 1 0.0% | 11.1% 0.0%
Arson 0.0%| 0.0% Region 2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 0.0%| 0.0% Region 3 66.7% | 11.1% |100.0%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 0.0%| 0.0% Region 4 0.0% | 22.2% | 0.0%
Carjacking 22.2%| 0.0% Region 5 0.0% | 11.1% | 0.0%
Cons. to Commit Offense | 11.1%]| 0.0% Region 6 0.0% | 11.1% 0.0%
Deadly Weapon 11.1%| 0.0% Region 7 33.3% | 22.2% 0.0%
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0% Region 8 0.0%| 11.1% 0.0%
First Degree Assault 11.1%] 0.0% Out-of-State 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 11.1%]100.0% Total Placements 6 9 1
Malicious Destruction 0.0%] 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%
Murdor 0.0% 0.0% AVERAGE DAILY PoPuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%] 0.0% STAY; FY 2021-2023
Narcotics Possession 11.1%]| 0.0% 80
Other'/Missing 0.0%| 0.0% 70
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0% 60
Robbery 0.0%] 0.0%
Second Degree Assault 11.1%] 0.0% 50
Sex Offense 0.0%] 0.0% 40
Theft Felony 0.0%| 0.0% 30
Theft Misdemeanor 11.1%| 0.0% 0
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0% "
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%| 0.0%

: __ Offense Category” O Fy 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
Crime of Violence 33.3%| 0.0% W ADP 1 G 03
Felony 11.1%| 0.0% ALOS 96.9 82.7 102.2

- Person-to-Person 0.0%]| 0.0% - - -

- Property 0.0%] 0.0%

- Drugs 0.0%| 0.0%

- Unspecified 11.1%] 0.0% ReLEAsEs BY ComPLETION STatus®, FY 2023
Misdemeanor 55.6%]100.0% 100.0%

- Person-to-Person 33.3%| 100.0% 100%

- Property 11.1%| 0.0%

- Drugs 11.1%| 0.0% 80%

- Unspecified 0.0%| 0.0%

Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0% 60%
Citations 0.0%| 0.0%
CINS 0.0%| _ 0.0% 40%
Total Placements 9 1

20%

N Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be
) Y

compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new 0.0% 0.0%
offense ranking methodology. 0%

'Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless Successtul Unsuccessful Transferred
Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony. ALOS 102.2 0.0 0.0

’ See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Releases 2 0 0

*Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down
program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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Green Ridge Youth Center (State-Operated) 10700 Filteen Mile Creck Koad
Superintendent: John Hare Staff Secure - Region 4 Flintstone, MD 21530

Capacity: 30 Males 301-478-2930

Green Ridge is a treatment program for males ages 13-18. Programming includes STARR, the DJS behavioral motivation program, and
a complete array of evidence-based and -informed treatment services. Case Management and Behavioral Health staft provide treatment
programming as detailed in the Behavioral Health & Case Management Services section (see pages 151-152). Services are delivered via
various modalities, including individual, group, and family sessions. Family engagement in treatment planning is paramount, as regular
family interaction is encouraged through family visits, phone calls, special family day activities at the facility, and home visits to help youth
successfully transition back to the community. See the JSEP section on pages 12-15 for information pertaining to educational services.

PLACEMENTS’ * Placement Trends:

FY 2021-2023 * Placements increased 133.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 80.0% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

150 * Residence (FY 2023):

120 * 98.4% of placements were Maryland residents. The 1 from out

of state was from Washington, D.C.
90 * MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):

* For the 100.0% of placements with a post-validation MCASP,
27.0% were Very High Risk, 39.7% were High Risk, 25.4%
were Moderate Risk, and 7.9% were Low Risk.

* Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 20.0%

FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 to 54.0%.
* The percentage of Felonies decreased from 20.0% to 9.5%.

60

30

*Th f Misd d d f .0%
PLACEMENTS BY DEMOGRAPHICS, 366556rcentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 60.0% to
. 0.

FY 2021-2023 * See the Terms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an

Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 explanation of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor,

Race/Ethnicity as the definitions are helpful when examining offense severity.
Black 66.7% | 85.7% | 81.0% * Average Daily Population (ADP):
White 25.9% 5.7% 7.9% * ADP increased 131.9% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Hispanic/ Other 7.4% 8.6% | 11.1% increased 62.6% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Sex * Average Length of Stay (ALOS):
Male 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% * ALOS decreased 13.8% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Female 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% decreased 14.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Age * Utilization Rate (FY 2022-FY 2023):

11 and under 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Green Ridge Youth Center’s utilization rate decreased from
12 0.0%] 00%]| 0.0% 73.2% in FY 2022 to 71.4% in FY 2023.
13 3.7% 0.0% 4.8%
14 18.5% | 14.3% 9.5%
15 44 4% | 31.4% | 28.6%
16 18.5% | 42.9% | 31.7%
17 7.4% | 11.4% | 22.2%
18-20 7.4% 0.0% 3.2%
Total Placements 27 35 63

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH
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PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, PLacemeNTs BY REGION OF RESIDENCE,
FY 2022-2023 FY 2021-2023

Most Serious Offense |FY2022 | FY2023 Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Offense Type Region 1 T7.4% | 22.9% | 11.1%
Arson 0.0%| 0.0% Region 2 0.0% 0.0% 1.6%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 5.7%| 1.6% Region 3 14.8% | 14.3% | 7.9%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 2.9%| 6.3% Region 4 7.4% | 17.1% | 6.3%
Carjacking 8.6%| 15.9% Region 5 3.7% | 8.6% | 12.7%
Cons. to Commit Offense 0.0%] 4.8% Region 6 7.4% 5.7% | 19.0%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0% Region 7 7.4% 8.6% | 14.3%
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0% Region 8 51.9% [ 20.0% | 25.4%
First Degree Assault 8.6%| 12.7% Out-of-State 0.0% 2.9% 1.6%
Handgun Violation 5.7%| 14.3% Total Placements 27 35 63
Malicious Destruction 14.3%| 0.0%
Manslaughter 2.9%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%
Murdor 0.0%0 3 .2% AVERAGE DAILY PoPuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Narcotics Distribution 5.7%| 1.6% STAY; FY 2021-2023
Narcotics Possession 2.9%| 0.0% 80
Other'/Missing 5.7%| 4.8% 70
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0% 60
Robbery 2.9%| 15.9%
Second Degree Assault 14.3%] 11.1% 50
Sex Offense 0.0%] 1.6% 40
Theft Felony 0.0%| 1.6% 30
Theft Misdemeanor 20.0%| 3.2% 20
Unspec. Misdemeanor 0.0%| 0.0%

: _ Offense Category” O Fy 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
Crime of Violence 20.0%| 54.0% W ADP 95 32 4
Felony 20.0%| 9.5% ALOS 135.7 136.3 117.0

- Person-to-Person 5.7%| 0.0% - - -

- Property 5.7%|[ 3.2%

- Drugs 5.7%| 1.6%

- Unspecified 2.9%| 4.8% REeLEASES BY CoMPLETION STaTUs®, FY 2023
Misdemeanor 60.0%| 36.5% 100%

- Person-to-Person 22.9%| 30.2%

- Property 34.3%| 4.8% 80%

- Drugs 2.9%| 0.0% o

- Unspecified 0.0%| 1.6% 60% 51.1%

Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%

Citations 0.0%] 0.0% 40%

CINS 0.0%| 0.0%

Total Placements 35 63 20% 14.9%
N Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be —-_

compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new o

offense ranking methodology. 0% Successful Unsuccessful Transferred
"Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless

Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony. ALOS 169 .4 63.5 59.5
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Releases 24 16 7

*Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down
program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data beindg

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi

by the original offense.
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Victor Cullen Center (State-Operated 6000 Cullen Drive
Superintendents: ( I‘Fl)ardware Sezure - Region 6 Sabillasville, MD 21780

301-739-8122
Victor Maldonado (males)
Barbara Spaid (females)
Capacity: 20 Males and 6 Females

The Victor Cullen Center (VCC) is a hardware-secure treatment program for both males and females (as of October 11, 2022), primarily
serving youth ages 15-21 in a six-to nine-month treatment program for mental health and/ or substance abuse issues. Programming includes
STARR, the DJS behavioral motivation program, and a complete array of evidence-based and -informed treatment services. Case Management
and Behavioral Health staff provide treatment programming as detailed in the Behavioral Health & Case Management Services section
(see pages 151-152). Services are delivered via various modalities, including individual, group, and family sessions. Family engagement in
treatment planning is of paramount importance. Regular family interaction is encouraged through family visits, phone calls, special family
day activities at the facility, and home visits to help youth successtully transition back to the community. Recreational programming includes
camping and intramural sports. Specialized programs include Yoga and Mindfulness Training and arts-based programs. See the JSEP section
on pages 12-15 for information pertaining to educational services.

PLACEMENTS, * Placement Trends:

FY 2021-2023 * Placements increased 113.3% between FY 2021 and FY 2023
and increased 88.2% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

150 * Residence (FY 2023):

* 100% of placements were Maryland residents. There were no

120
youth from out of state.

90 * MCASP Risk Level (FY 2023):

* For the 100.0% of placements with a post-validation MCASP,
20.3% were Very High Risk, 31.3% were High Risk, 37.5% were
Moderate Risk, and 10.9% were Low Risk.

* Offense Category (FY 2022-2023):
* The percentage of Crimes of Violence increased from 61.8%

FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 to 62.5%.
* The percentage of Felonies decreased from 17.6% to 17.2%.

60

30

*Th f Misd d d f 20.6%
PLACEMENTS BY DEMOGRAPHICS, 2Oeggjercentage of Misdemeanors decreased from 20.6% to
. 0.

FY 2021-2023 * See the Terms and Concepts pages in Appendix O for an

Demographics FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 explanation of Crime of Violence, Felony, and Misdemeanor,

Race/Ethnicity as the definitions are helpful when examining offense severity.
Black 66.7% | 82.4% | 84.4% * Average Daily Population (ADP):
White 20.0% 5.9% | 10.9% * ADP increased 119.7% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Hispanic/ Other 13.3% | 11.8% 4.7% increased 77.4% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Sex * Average Length of Stay (ALOS):
Male 100.0% |100.0% | 82.8% * ALOS increased 7.1% between FY 2021 and FY 2023 and
Female 0.0% 0.0% | 17.2% decreased 11.1% between FY 2022 and FY 2023.

Age * Utilization Rate (FY 2022-FY 2023):

11 and under 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% * Victor Cullen Center’s utilization rate increased from 68.5% in
12 0.0%] 00%] 0.0% FY 2022 to 84.1% in FY 2023.
13 0.0% 0.0% 1.6%
14 6.7% 2.9% 4.7%
15 16.7% | 11.8% 7.8%
16 16.7% | 29.4% | 23.4%
17 40.0% | 38.2% | 31.2%
18-20 20.0% | 17.6% | 31.2%
Total Placements 30 34 64

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.

Secrion IV: TREATMENT PrRoGRAMS For CommiTTED YOUTH



ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE™, PLacemeNTs BY REGION OF RESIDENCE,
FY 2022-2023 FY 2021-2023

Most Serious Offense |FY2022 | FY2023 Region FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Offense Type Region 1 3.3% 8.8% | 12.5%
Arson 0.0%| 0.0% Region 2 0.0% 0.0% 3.1%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 5.9%| 4.7% Region 3 20.0% | 11.8% | 9.4%
Burglary/Break. & Enter 5.9%| 1.6% Region 4 3.3% 2.9% 1.6%
Carjacking 8.8%| 7.8% Region 5 10.0% 5.9% 7.8%
Cons. to Commit Offense 5.9%| 1.6% Region 6 10.0% 5.9% 7.8%
Deadly Weapon 0.0%| 0.0% Region 7 13.3% | 17.6% | 17.2%
Disturbing the Peace 0.0%| 0.0% Region 8 30.0% | 38.2% | 40.6%
First Degree Assault 17.6%]| 23.4% Out-of-State 10.0% 8.8% 0.0%
Handgun Violation 2.9%| 7.8% Total Placements 30 34 64
Malicious Destruction 0.0%] 0.0%
Manslaughter 0.0%| 0.0%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 0.0%| 0.0%
Murdor T1.8%0 14.1% AVERAGE DAILY PoPuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Narcotics Distribution 0.0%] 3.1% STAY; FY 2021-2023
Narcotics Possession 0.0%| 0.0% 80
Other'/Missing 5.9%| 1.6% 70
Resisting Arrest 0.0%| 0.0% 60
Robbery 17.6%)]| 15.6%
Second Degree Assault 8.8%] 10.9% 50
Sex Offense 2.9%| 0.0% 40
Theft Felony 0.0%| 6.2% 30
Theft Misdemeanor 2.9%| 1.6% 20
Trespassing 0.0%| 0.0% "
Unspec. Misdemeanor 2.9%]| 0.0%

: _ Offense Category” O Fy 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023
Crime of Violence 61.8%| 62.5% W ADP 0.0 53 319
Felony 17.6%| 17.2% ALOS 120.2 144.8 128.7

- Person-to-Person 0.0%]| 0.0% - - -

- Property 5.9%| 10.9%

- Drugs 0.0%| 3.1%

- Unspecified 11.8%] 3.1% ReLEAsEs BY ComPLETION STatus®, FY 2023
Misdemeanor 20.6%| 20.3% 100%

- Person-to-Person 11.8%] 18.8%

- Property 5.9%| 1.6% 0

_Drugs 0.0%|  0.0% 80% /1A%

- Unspecified 2.9%| 0.0% 60%

Ordinance Offenses 0.0%| 0.0%
Citations 0.0%] 0.0% 40%
CINS 0.0%| 0.0% 19.6%
+Tota] Placements 34 64 20% §9% -:
Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be
compared to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new o _—_
offense ranking methodology. 0% Successful Unsuccessful Transferred
'Includes: Affray, Assault Weapon, BB Gun/Pellet Gun, Reckless
Endangerment, Telephone Misuse, and Unspecified Felony. ALOS 140.7 113.0 92.2
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications. Releases 40 5 11

*Release completion status is based on case worker determination. Youth released home or to a step-down
program are included as successful, and youth transferred to another program are included as transferred.

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made s]t:bsequent to these data beindg

run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
previous Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorize igi

by the original offense.
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Community-Based Family Therapy Programs

D]JS uses research-supported, community-based family therapy programs to address youth needs, and reduce further system involvement
and out-of-home placements. Evidence-Based Services (EBS) constitute those designated as “model” programs by Blueprints for Healthy
Youth Development (Center for the Study and Prevention of Violence at the University of Colorado Boulder) and currently include
Functional Family Therapy (FFT) and Multisystemic Therapy (MST). These services are family-based therapeutic models shown to be
effective with juvenile justice-involved youth. In addition, Family Centered Treatment (FCT), provided by Mentor Maryland, is a family
preservation model of in-home treatment. Considered a promising practice by the California Evidence-Based Clearinghouse for Child
Welfare, FCT helps families learn and adopt positive behavioral patterns. Note: DJS also funded EBS services through community collaboratives
(i.e., Truancy Court, Local Care Team), for youth that may have been diverted from any DJS involvement.

Pracements anD ADP By PROGRAM, * Community-Based Family Therapy Program Placements (FY 2023):
* 38.1% of placements were to .
FY 2023 38.1% of pl FFT
EBS Providers County/Region Place. ADP * 12.0% of placements were to MST.
Anne Arundel 78 8. *49.9% of placements were to FCT.
Center for Children, Inc. Calvert > 1.7 * Youth Placed (FY 2023):
SChaK/l[es - 149 gg * At the time of placement to a community-based family therapy
Bfa.ltin?ges County |19 3 program, 41.0% of youth were under probation, 13.1% were on
n Carroll 9 4:0 aftercare supervision, 25.5% were under pre-court supervision,
) Frederick 6 2.4 and 20.3% were funded by DJS without a formal supervision status.
VisionQuest National Earfor?l 108 2(2) * Most Common Offense Type (FY 2023):
owar: .
Eastern Shore” 38 11002 * FFT was Second Degree Assault (24.8%).
Montgomery 25 8 4 * MST was Second Degree Assault (30.8%).
Prince George’s 35 | 116 * FCT was Second Degree Assault (19.3%).
Community Counseling and Ic\:dlzjall;izs()merv 24'0 (6)(5) * Average Length of Stay (FY 2023):
£ | Mentoring Service, Inc.  [p i ¢ George's o1 5:0 * ALOS was highest for FCT and was lowest for MST.
= Carroll 0 0.0 * Average Daily Population (FY 2023):
Sheppard Pratt Frederick 12 2.9 * ADP was highest for FCT and lowest for MST.
Washington 8 2.3 ) ) » o
Allegany 10 14 * Completion Status According to Program Specific Criteria (FY 2023):
Anne Arundel 13 [ * 60.4% of youth discharged from FFT* completed the program.
Baltimore City 54 22.4 *75.0% of youth discharged from MST* completed the program.
léalltimore County 1?)‘ g; * 62.0% of youth discharged from FCT* completed the program.
alvert .
Caroline 0 0.5 *Note that these percentages reflect cases discharged within therapist
Carroll 9 5.3 control. This excludes )/outh who moved prior to completing the program,
Charles 10 3.5 those referred to/placed in another program, or those discharged for other
Dorchester 4 1.0 Iministrati P preg g
Frederick 16 =3 administrative reasons.
= Garrett 1 0.4
8 Mentor Maryland Harford 3 1.3
Eovzard ‘2‘ 12— PLAcEMENTS BY REGION OF REsIDENCE, FY 2023
en .
Montgomery 22 5.7
Prince George's 42 16.4 | FFT | MST | FCT | ADP
SQueen Anne's (1) 8‘3* Region 1 7.8%| 0.0%| 7.8%] 12.5
t .
St Mary's T Region 2 10.7%] 0.0%| 1.1%[ 6.8
Talbot 1 0.4 Region 3 9.2%| 0.0%| 6.3%]| 13.2
g’;‘i’ﬁ:ﬁ“ 2 24 Region 4 0.0%12.3%| 13.0%| 15.5
Worcester 3 3:6 Region 5 26.7%] 0.0%] 9.6%| 30.4
Total Placements All Shown 541 | 189.3 Region 6 15.0%149.2% | 14.1%| 31.1
Region 7 30.6%]38.5% | 28.1% | 57.3
* ;I;(jl\l;l/z: C(iz:;hg:uiiccll’ Dorchester, Kent, Queen Anne’s, Somerset, Talbot, Wicomico, Region 8 0.0%] 0.0%] 20.0% 22 .4
Total Placements 206 65 270 189.3

ASSIST is a live database; therefore, updates made subsequent to these data being run will not be included. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. Data may not be comparable to
revious Data Resource Guides due to methodology changes. VOPs are categorized by the original offense.
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Pracements By Absubicatep OFrense’, FY 2023

PLacements BY DEmoGRAPHICS, FY 2023

MST | FCT Demographics | FFT | MST | FCT
Offense Type Race/Ethnicity
Arson 0.5%] 0.0% Black 57.3% | 63.1% | 62.6%
Auto Theft/Unauth. Use 3.9%| 4.6% White 31.1% | 12.3% | 26.3%
Burglary/Break & Ent. 5.8%| 4.6% Hispanic/ Other 11.7% | 24.6% | 11.1%
Carjacking 2.9%| 4.6% Sex
Cons. to Commit Offense 3.4%| 1.5% Female 21.8% | 35.4% | 22.2%
Deadly Weapon 1.5%| 0.0% Male 78.2% | 64.6% | 77.8%
Disturbing the Peace 1.0%] 1.5% Age
First Degree Assault-Felony|  5.8%| 1.5% 11 and under 0.0%| 0.0%]| 0.7%
Handgun Violation 6.3%| 1.5% 12 1.0% 6.2% 0.7%
Malicious Destruction 4.4%| 3.1% 13 7.8% | 10.8% 5 6%
Manslaughter 0.0%) 0.0% 14 15.0% | 23.1% | 11.9%
Motor Vehicle/Traffic 1 5% 00% 15 18 9% 277% 18 50/0
Murder 0.0% 1.5% 0 0 0
Narcotics Distribution 1.5%| 0.0% 15 ;i:goﬁ 12:;2 52202
Narcotics Possession 1.0%]| 0.0% 1820 5 8% 1.5% | 10.7%
Other'/Missing 11.2%| 30.8% Total Placements 206 65 270
Resisting Arrest 1.9%| 0.0%
Robbery A BT AVERAGE DALY PoPuLATION AND AVERAGE LENGTH OF
Second Degree Assault-Misd.| 24.8%| 30.8% STAY! FY 2023
Sex Offense 3.4%| 1.5% 200
Theft Felony 1.0%]| 3.1%
Theft Misdemeanor 8.3%| 1.5%
Trespassing 1.9%] 0.0% 150 138.5
Unspec. Misdemeanor 1.5%] 0.0% 106.0 118.6 4.4
Offense Category
Crime of Violence? 19.4%| 20.0% 100
Felony 12.1%]| 12.3% 66.6
- Person-to-Person 2.9%| 3.1% 50
- Property 4.9%| 7.7%
- Drugs 1.5%] 0.0% 16.7
- Unspecified 2.9%| 1.5% 0 1
Misdemeanor 59.2%| 44.6% ADP ALOS
- Person-to-Person 38.3%| 36.9% . FFT l:’ MST . FCT
" Property 18.4%) 6.2% SuccessFuL ComPLETIONS AT DiscHARGE*, FY 2023
- Drugs 0.5%] 0.0% 100%
- Unspecified 1.9%] 1.5%
Ordinance Offenses 0.0%]| 0.0% 80% 75.0%
Citations 1.0%| 0.0%
CINS 4.4%)| 13.8% 60%
Interstate Compact /Missing’|  3.9%]| 9.2%
Total Placements 206 65
* Percentages of offense type and offense category may not be compared to Data Resource 40%
Guides prior to FY 2019 due to new offense ranking methodology.
" Includes: Affray, Alcoholic Bev. Violation, False Alarm, Harassment, Judicial Process,
Kidnapping, Reckless Endangerment, Runaway, Motor Vehicle Tampering, Threat of Mass 20%
Violence, Truant, Ungovernable, and Unspecified Felony.
? See Appendices G and K for COV and other offense classifications.
“Includes Interstate Compact, non-DJS referrals, and missing offenses. 0% FET MST ECT
Note: FFT and MST data come from the Institute for Innovation ALOS 138.6 130.9 166.1
and Implementation’s EBS Database, except for offense data, Releases 110 33 186

which comes from ASSIST. The source for all FCT data is ASSIST.
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Community-Based Family Therapy Programs (cont.)

With an extensive research base, FFT and MST have consistently demonstrated positive outcomes with juvenile offenders from
diverse ethnic and cultural backgrounds. These programs use different approaches, but both focus on individual, family, and extra-
familial risk and protective factors that influence youth behavior and risk for offending. To ensure their programs have achieved the
desired results, EBS providers collect measures throughout treatment to assess youth and family progress and outcomes. In particular,
both FFT and MST collect information related to three key indicators of success for youth involved with the justice system: (1)
keeping youth in their homes/communities; (2) ensuring youth are engaged with school, vocational training, and/or employment;
and (3) reducing delinquent behavior. Similar data are not yet available for FCT.

Outcomes AmonG FFT CompLETERS, FY 2023
100

80

60

40

20

Youth remains in Youth regularly Since treatment
community with attends school/ began, youth has
natural support systems vocat. program no law violations

* Outcomes at discharge for cases in which treatment was completed

Outcomes AmMonG MST CompLETERS, FY 2023*

100

80

60

40

20

Youth living Youth attends Since treatment
at home school, voc. began, no arrests

training, or work  for a new offense

* Outcomes at discharge for cases in which treatment was completed
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Youth roundtable participants were taught by D]S staff how to tie a tie and

how this activity connected with the idea of never giving up after your first

try.They learned how this idea relates to life and not giving up on themselves.
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Recidivism

Measuring recidivism for DJS youth is a vital tool for understanding the effectiveness of interventions aimed at reducing future system
involvement and for measuring the ultimate public safety impact of services provided. Though other outcomes are also important to study,
including future educational attainment, employment, and other non-offense-related outcomes, recidivism remains the primary measure of
success. DJS therefore conducts an annual recidivism study and publishes comprehensive recidivism reports as part of the Data Resource Guide.
It is important to note that recidivism is not only a measure of the effectiveness of the program/services provided, but it also depends on
the quality of re-entry planning, aftercare supervision, availability and quality of supports in the community and/or family to which youth
return, local economic opportunities, and other factors. It is also important to account for the assessed risk levels of youth served when
analyzing success. All youth assigned to probation or placed in an out-of-home treatment program are assessed for risk of future reoffending
using the validated MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment. The assessed risk level guides decisions about the level of supervision and intensity
of treatment services required for an individual youth. MCASP identifies factors that have been shown to predict future reoffending, such
as prior delinquency and criminogenic risk factors including school, family, substance use, and peers. Programs that serve higher-risk youth
might expect to see higher recidivism rates than those serving lower-risk youth. Studies have also shown that services designed for higher-risk
youth may not be effective, or even prove detrimental if provided to lower-risk youth. For these reasons, these reports include a breakdown
of the levels of risk of the youth involved.

Recipivism DefINITION*

The juvenile justice community has not reached a consensus on how best to define recidivism with a single measure, so DJS captures and
reports several measures. Because youth may age out of juvenile court jurisdiction during the recidivism follow-up period, DJS includes
information from the adult criminal justice system. Since many charges are not ultimately sustained by the juvenile court or found guilty
in an adult court, DJS measures not only new arrests, but also resulting juvenile court adjudications or adult convictions and new juvenile
out-of-home commitments or adult incarcerations. Maryland tracks new arrests for up to three years, but publishes rearrest rates after a
one-year follow-up period, and reconviction and reincarceration with a two-year lag, to account for often lengthy court processing times. For
purposes of these recidivism studies, a new arrest includes any new delinquent or criminal felony/misdemeanor offense. Not counted are
status offenses, traffic citations, violations of local ordinances, and technical violations of probation that do not include a new delinquent or
criminal offense. Only those new adjudications, convictions, commitments, and incarcerations that are the result of a new arrest are included,
not those stemming from offenses prior to the probation or commitment treatment episode. All recidivism rates are calculated at the youth
level, rather than the case level. Youth who recidivate in both juvenile and adult systems are counted only once by the first offense or arrest
date during the follow-up period. It is, however, possible for a youth to appear in both the probation and committed treatment study cohorts.

Recipivism oF YouTH RELEASED FROM A CoMMITTED TREATMENT PROGRAM

Youth released from out-of-home committed treatment programs are a primary focus for measuring recidivism. These data include youth who
had been committed to DJS by the Maryland juvenile court for placement in an out-of-home treatment program (whether within Maryland
or out of state) and who were released within the study year. Youth from outside Maryland are included if they have been committed by a
Maryland court. Treatment programs ranging from foster placements to programs involving secure confinement are included, and programs
may be operated by DJS or a contracted provider. New offenses that occur on the same day of commitment release while youth are in a
treatment program are not counted as recidivism. Results are shown by year of new offense, level of recidivism, demographics, region/ county,
risk level, program type, and by individual program. In cases where a youth had been served by multiplc programs during a commitment
spell, transfers are not considered as a release, and rates are attributed to the program representing the final release.

ProBaTION RECIDIVISM

This cohort includes all youth with a new juvenile probation disposition during the year. Recidivism events are tracked from the disposition
date for up to three years, regardless of how long a youth remains under supervision. Results are shown by year of new offense, level of
recidivism, demographics, region, county, and risk level.

Further Breakdown/

Cohort Definition Clock Starts Assigned to
Summary
Youth with a probation disposition in FY. The first Year, Race, Gender,
. . . . Date of probation Region of .
Probation probation disposition is selected if youth have more Age, Region, County,
disposition jurisdiction ]
than one. Assessed Risk
Final program from Year, Race, Gender, Age,
Treatment Youth released from a treatment program in FY Date o.f final release, which youth was Region, County, Program
Program who stayed at least 16 days excluding transfers .
released Type, Program, Assessed Risk

"Prior to 2015, date of the court action/placement was used, and non-delinquent referrals were counted. Also, the measure of probation recidivism was expanded in 2019
to include all probation cases, not just first-time dispositions. This Guide includes a five-year chart using the revised methodology for all years to show the long-term trend.
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Data
Recidivism Definition Date Used Excludes
Source
Excludes violations of probation or aftercare not
Offense date involving a new delinquent offense; CINS referrals, civil
Juvenile Subsequent offense within follow- citations, local ordinance violations, arrests in other states, DJS
Arrest referred to DJS up period arrests for offenses occurring prior to release, and arrests ASSIST
diverted by police and not referred to DJS.
Arrest date Excludes violations of probation or parole, civil citations,
Adult Arrest Adultarrest in Maryland within follow- arrests outside of Maryland, Federal holds, arrests for CJIS
up period offenses that occur on the same day of release from a
treatment program.
. Sustained delinquent Offense date
Juvenile DJS
o . ]
Adiudicati adjudication within follow- Excludes continued cases
Judication included in reoffense up period ASSIST
Adult Conviction on charges Arrest date
within follow- Same as adult arrest CJIS
Conviction included in adult arrest .
up period
Juvenile Committed placement stemming| - Offense date Excludes commitments not resulting in out-of- DJS
from offense included in within follow-
Commitment o . home placement ASSIST
reoffense and readjudication up period
Conviction on Charges
Adult included in adult arrest Arrest date
) count resulting in a within follow- Same as adult arrest CJIS
Incarceration sentence of incarceration up period
(or possible confinement)
For purposes of this Data Resource Guide, rates will be combined for the juvenile and adult system into three overall categories using
juvenile and/or criminal justice recidivism measures and labeled as:
1. Rearrest 2. Reconviction 3. Reincarceration

Data Sources
Information from two different databases (juvenile and adult) is retrieved, processed, and compiled for each of the selected released
cohorts. Data gathering involves the following procedures:

* Alist of all youth with a probation disposition or released from DJS committed residential treatment programs is obtained from the
Department’s ASSIST management information system.

* Master cohort files are created containing gender, race, date of birth, county of jurisdiction, region of jurisdiction, county of residence,
and region of residence. For committed youth, the last program name and program type from which youth was released during the
release cohort are also included. Risk level is added using the full MCASP assessment completed or updated closest and prior to the
committed release date for committed youth, and closest to the disposition date for probation youth.

¢ For both committed and probation cohort files, juvenile recidivism events are added from the ASSIST database, including subsequent
arrests, adjudications, and commitments. Dates of offense are used to code recidivism events as occurring one, two, and three years
after release.

* Adult arrest and court disposition information is obtained from the Criminal Justice Information System (CJIS), using DJS youth
name, date of birth, race, and gender as identification or index fields. These records are added to a text file and returned to DJS
with the response data. Name match is as follows: Smith, Gregory will match with Smith, Gregory and Smith Greg, Smith, Greg
will match with Smith, Greg and Smith, Gr, but not with Smith, Gregory. DJS youth names are given in full and checked for any
abbreviation as Gr or Greg for example.

* Youth who recidivate in both systems are counted only once by the first offense or arrest date during the follow-up period.
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Overall Recidivism Rates for Treatment Program Releases
6-, 12-, 24-, ANp 36-MonTH JuveniLE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice ReciDivism RATES For FY 2020-2022 ReLEASES

FY2020 (N=593) FY2021 (N=263) FY2022 (N=241)
Follow-up Re- Re-

. Rearrest L. . . L. . . Rearrest L. . .
Period conviction|incarceration conviction|incarceration conviction|incarceration
6 Months 29.0% 10.1% 6.7%

12 Months | 41.0% 15.9% 10.5%
24 Months | 53.8% 22.9% 14.3%
36 Months | 59.5% 27.0% 16.7%

* 84.8% of youth released in FY 2021 were successful at 12-months, meaning they were not reconvicted of a new offense.

12-MonTH JuveniLE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE ReciDIvism RaTes BY DEMoGRAPHICS, FY 2021 RELEASES

FY2021 Releases .
* Some age groups are comprised of a small num-

Demographics Total | Rearrest Reconviction |Reincarceration

ber of youth. Therefore, the reoffense of a few
Race/Ethnicity can strongly influence the overall rate. For this
Black 163 68| 41.7% 28] 17.2% 17] 10.4% reason, caution should be used when attempting
White 71 28| 39.4% 9| 12.7% 5] 7.0% to compare age groups.
Hispanic/ Other 29 8| 27.6% 3] 10.3% 21 6.9%
Sex
Male 229 98| 42.8% 40| 17.5% 241 10.5%
Female 34 6| 17.6% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Age at Placement
11 and Under ol o] oo0%| of 0o0%n| o 0.0% Note to Readers:
12 0 0 0.0% o 0.0% o 0.0% Throughout this recidivism section, analysis of
13 6 51 83.3% 1| 16.7% 1| 16.7% trends information appearing in bullets is based
14 24 121 50.0% 4| 16.7% o] 8.3% on the actual data and not the rounded figures
15 4 25 | 46.3% 111 20.4% -1 13.0% presented in the graphs/tables.
16 57 31| 54.4% 141 24.6% 7| 12.3%
17 76 22| 28.9% 71 9.2% 4| 5.3%
18 or older 46 91 19.6% 31 6.5% 3] 6.5%
Total 263 104 39.5% 40| 15.2% 241 9.1%

12-vioNTH JuveNiLE AND/OR CrivNAL JusTice Recipivisv RaTes For ReLeasest BY Procram Type Summiary, FY 2020 -2022

FY 2020 FY 2021
# of Re- | Recon- | Reincar-
Releases| arrest | viction | ceration

Total for Each # of Re- |Recon-|Reincar-] #of Re- | Recon- | Reincar-
Program Type [Releases| arrest | viction | ceration |Releases| arrest | viction | ceration

Foster Care 11 | 45.5% 9.1% 0.0% 7 | 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2
Group Home" 1731 35.8% | 12.7% 8.7% 80 | 40.0% | 20.0% 16.2% 71 | 39.4%
Independent Living 7 | 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 6 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4 125.0%

RTC 100 | 39.0% | 16.0% 10.0% 70 | 45.7% | 12.9% 4.3% 46 | 41.3%
Out-of-State 59133.9% | 18.6% 13.6% 25 | 36.0% 8.0% 0.0% 11 | 27.3%
State-Operated 2431 47.7% | 18.1% 11.9% 75 | 40.0% | 17.3% 10.7% 107 | 55.1%

!Totals presented in the table above include each type of facility reported in that broad category. For example: “Independent Living” includes Independent Living as well as Alternative
Living Units. * Data previously reported under a separate category of ICFA were merged under Group Homes due to ICFA program closures, and Silver Oak Academy has since been reported
under Group Homes due to program certification. Therefore, data for Group Homes are not comparable to DRGs prior to FY 2021.

* Analyses of trends are presented on the following pages for each specific program type.

Note: All data represent both juvenile and/or adult recidivism. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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12-MonNTH JuvenILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice Recibivism RATES FOrR FY 2020-2022 RELEASES,
BY ReGioN AND CounTy

FY2020 FY2021 FY2022

Region/ # of Re- [Recon-|Reincar{ # of Re- |Recon- [Reincar-| # of Re- |Recon-|Reincar-

County Releases| arrest |viction |[ceration|Releases| arrest |viction [ceration|Releases| arrest |viction |ceration
)

Dorchester 55.6% [ 11.1% | 0.0% 66.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% 5 60.0%
Somerset 3 0.0% ] 0.0% [ 0.0% 3 33.3% | 33.3% [ 33.3% 4 50.0%
Wicomico 25 32.0% [ 0.0% | 0.0% 12 50.0% [ 8.3% | 0.0% 9 66.7%
Worcester 5 20.0% | 0.0% [ 0.0% 3 0.0% 0.0% [ 0.0% 5 80.0%

Caroline 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% [ 0.0%
Cecil 14.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% 50.0% [ 50.0% | 0.0%

2 4 100.0%
7 2
Kent 1 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0 N/A N/A [ N/A
0 2
1 0

0.0%
N/A
0.0%
0.0%

Queen Anne's N/A | N/A | N/A 50.0% | 50.0% [ 0.0%
Talbot 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% N/A N/A N/A

—|=|o|w|s

Baltimore Co. 44 38.6% | 18.2% | 9.1% 25 60.0% | 24.0% [ 20.0%
Harford 38 42.1% ] 21.1% |15.8% 6 50.0% [ 16.7% | 0.0%

55.9%
55.6%

Allegany 17 52.9% [ 29.4% | 17.6% 8 50.0% [ 0.0% | 0.0% 14.3%
Garrett 6 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Washington 15 40.0% | 6.7% | 6.7% 10 40.0%] 10.0% [ 10.0% 40.0%

Anne Arundel 76 42.1% | 18.4% [ 10.5% 41 39.0% | 14.6% | 4.9% 48.3%
Carroll 5 60.0% [ 0.0% | 0.0% 5 20.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 4 0.0%
Howard 18 50.0% | 22.2% | 11.1% 2 50.0% [ 0.0% | 0.0% 66.7%
Frederick 26 30.8% | 15.4% | 3.8% [ 10 10.0% [ 10.0% | 10.0% N/A

62 37.1% | 16.1% ] 11.3% 43.2% | 24.3% | 10.8% 18.8%

Montgomer

Calvert 4 25.0% [ 0.0% | 0.0% 33.3% | 33.3%] 33.3% 50.0%
Charles 13 23.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% 9 22.2% | 11.1% | 0.0% 5 20.0%
Prince George's 58 41.4% | 15.5% | 10.3% [ 13 15.4% | 0.0% | 0.0% 19 42.1%
St. Mary's 11 27.3% ] 0.0%] 0.0% 12 58.3% | 8.3% | 8.3% 75.0%

¢ When examining the percentages presented above, it is important to consider the number of releases. Some counties have a small
number of releases; therefore, if a few youth reoffend, this can greatly impact the recidivism rate.

Note: All data represent both juvenile and/or adult recidivism. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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TReaTMENT PrRoGRAM RELEASES BY Risk Level”, FY 2019-2021 ReLeAses

100%
| -LOW |:| Moderate -High -Vcry High |

80%

60%

40%

20%

0% *
FY2019 (N=674)  FY2020 (N=327)  FY2020 (N=266) FY2021 (N=27) FY2021 (N=236)
Pre-Validation Pre-Validation Post-Validation Pre-Validation Post-Validation

" Percentages for each FY may not add to 100% due to cases with missing or incomplete risk assessments. The Very High category was added in FY 2020 after the MCASP Risk & Needs
Assessment was validated. Kll pre- and post-validation risk categories are not directly comparable due to changes in cut-points. FY 2020 and FY 2021 releases include cases with both
pre- and post-validation assessments.

¢ Prior to validation, the highest percentage of youth fell into the high risk category in each fiscal year. Post validation, the highest
percentage of youth fell into the very high risk category. This is especially important when considered in conjunction with the
recidivism data presented in the graph below.

12-moNTH JUuVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice Recipivism RATEs BY Risk Lever, FY 2021 ReLEases”

80% [
. Low Risk |:| Moderate Risk High Risk . Low Risk |:|Modcratc Risk.High Risk Very High Risk
(N=7) (N=6) (N=14) (N=19) (N=47) (N=61) (N=10
60% ) .
= X
e Pre-Validation e 7 Post-Validation
< 2 2
& < B
40% ) =
© S
< S
- - > e S
S s $ 3 S =
o 5 = > o
20% | = < ¥ = - = =
= - o =
X X X X = X X
S S S S S S
0% | = , S =) =) S o
(o}
Rearrest Reconviction Reincarceration Rearrest Reconviction Reincarceration

“The Very High category was added in FY 2020 after the MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment was validated. All pre- and post-validation risk categories are not directly comparable due to
changes in cut-points. FY 2021 releases include cases with both pre- and post-validation assessments.

* Pre-validation, youth with a high risk had the highest recidivism rates in all three categories. Post-validation, youth with a very high
risk has the highest rates for rearrest while youth with a high risk had the highest rates for reconviction and reincarceration.

12-moNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice Recipivism RaATEs, FY 2017-2021 RELEASES

80%
|-FY17(N:870) [ Jrvis(n=671) BHry1o n=674) [ Fy20 N=593) [ Fy21 (N=263)
60%
47.8% 49.1%
44.7% ,
. 0% oo o
()
oo 19.9% 20.3% 19.9% 15.9%
o 15.2% 13.1% 13.8%
g 125% Y 10.5% o 104
O% 1 1
Rearrest Reconviction Reincarceration

* In recent years, all three measures have been relatively consistent and all measures have decreased overall between FY 2020 and
FY 2021.

Due to methodological changes, recidivism data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015. Risk-level data are not comparable to previous Data Resource Guides.
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1.2-moNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REcIDIVISM FOR FoSTER CARE RELEASES,
FY 2020 - FY 2022*

FY2020 FY2021 FY2022

Treatment # of Re- Recon- [Reincar-| # of Re- Recon- |Reincar-| #of Re- Reincar-
Foster Care Releases| arrest | viction |ceration [Releases| arrest | viction |ceration [Releases| arrest | viction [ceration
Arrow Child & Fam.

2 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Ministries
Board of Child Care 1 1 1 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 1 0
Children's Choice -

1 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Baltimore
Children's Choice -

0 N/A N/A N/A 1 0 0 0 0 N/A
Salisbury
Children's Home 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A 1
Greenleaf 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 N/A
Hearts & Homes for

2 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Youth - Family
Mentor MD-Balt Teens

1 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 N/A
in Trans
Pressley Ridge 1 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Woodbourne Center 2 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A

Treatment Foster
11| 45.5% 9.1% 0.0% 7| 14.3% | 0.0% 0.0% 2| 50.0%

Care Total

Note: Throughout this section, programs that had no releases within a ﬁsca] year will have N/A
reported jbr all recidivism measures. For FY 2022, reconviction and reincarceration rates are not
available due to court dispositions requiring an additional year to account for lengthy court

processing time.

*Some programs/facilities serve a small number of youth each year; therefore, reoffenses of a few youth may result in a seemingly high overall recidivism rate. For this reason,
numbers rather than rates are presented at the program level. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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1.2-MmoNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE ReciDIvisM FOR GRouP HoME RELEASES,

FY 2020 - FY 2022*

# of Re- Recon- |Reincar-| # of Re- Recon- [Reincar-| #of Re- Recon- |Reincar-

Group Home Releases| arrest | viction |ceration |[Releases| arrest | viction |ceration [Releases| arrest | viction |ceration
ARC of Wash. Co. 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Board of Child Care 1 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A

Catocin Summit
1 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Adol. Program

Cedar Ridge 3 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 6 0

Children's Home

7 1 1 0 5 0 0 0 5 2
(GH & Tran)
Hearts and Homes 8 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0
MAGIC 2 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A

Morning Star Youth

27 11 6 4 29 13 8 5 27 13
Academy
Oak Hill House 12 5 1 0 4 3 1
One Love 13 8 2 2 8 5 4
Our House 8 1 0 0 8 3 2
Rite of Passage -

46 17 5 3 1 1 0
Silver Oak Academy
Salem Trust 10 4 2 1 0 N/A N/A N/A
St. Ann's Infant &

1 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A

Maternity Program
Group Home Total 141) 36.2% | 12.8% 7.8% 63| 39.7% | 23.8% 19.0%
Therapeutic Group Home (TGH)
Arrow Child & Family

0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

Ministries
Avis Birely 11 4 1 1 5 2 0
Board of Child Care 3 3 2 2 4 1 0
Cedar Ridge 11 3 1 1 5 3 1
Mary's Mount 4 0 0 0 3 1 0
TGH Total 29| 34.5% | 13.8% 13.8% 17 41.2% | 5.9% 5.9%
Intermediate Care for Addictions Facility (ICFA)
MTC-Mountain Manor 3 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A
ICFA Total 3(33.3% | 0.0% 0.0% 0| N/4 N/A N/A
Total Group Home,

173 35.8% | 12.7% 8.7% 80| 40.0% | 20.0% 16.3%
TGH, & ICFA

Data previously reported under a separate category of ICFA were merged under Group Homes due to ICFA program closures. Likewise, Rite of
Passage Silver Oak Academy is reported under Group Homes due to program certification. Therefore, data are not comparable to DRGs prior
to FY 2021.

*Some programs/facilities serve a small number of youth each year; therefore, reoffenses of a few youth may result in a seemingly high overall recidivism rate. For this reason,
numbers rather than rates are presented at the program level. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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12-moNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REcIDIVISM FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING RELEASES,
FY 2020 - FY 2022*

FY2020 FY2021

Independent g > Recon-

Living ses viction

Future Bound

Mentor Maryland -
0 N/A N/A N/A 3 0 0 0 0 N/A

Baltimore

New Pathways - Second
Generation Teen 1 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Mother Prog.

New Pathways-

Independence Plus

Independent Living
6(16.7% | 0.0% 0.0% 6| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4] 25.0%
Total
Alternative Living Units

Arrow Child and

1 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Family Ministries
Alternative Living
. 1| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0| N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Units
Total Independent
Living & Alternative 7| 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 6| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4] 25.0%

Living Units

*Some programs/facilities serve a small number of youth each year; therefore, reoffenses of a few youth may result in a seemingly high overall recidivism rate. For this reason,
numbers rather than rates are presented at the program level. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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1.2-MmoNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE ReciDIvisM FOR RTC RELEASES,
FY 2020 - FY 2022*

FY2020 FY 2021 FY2022

Treatment Centers # of Re- Recon- |Reincar-| #of Re- Recon- [Reincar-| #of Re- Recon- [Reincar-

Residential

(RTC Releases| arrest | viction [ceration [Releases| arrest | viction |ceration [Releases| arrest | viction |ceration

Jefferson School 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0| N/A
New Directions
9 2 1 1 14 7 3 1 6 2
Chesapeake
RICA Baltimore RTC 6 1 1 0 4 2 0 0 2 1
RICA Rockville RTC 1 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A
Sheppard Pratt Towson
28 14 4 2 15 8 1
MANN
The Right Moves Ches
8 4 3 3 10 3 2
Tr. Ctr-Hickey
Woodbourne 19 9 4 3 16 7 2
Total RTC 73| 41.1% | 17.8% 12.3% 60| 45.0% | 13.3% 5.0%
Psychiatric Hospitals
Sheppard Pratt-
0 N/A N/A N/A 1 0 0
Towson
Spring Grove Hospital
Prng P 15 5 1 1 8 5 1
Center
Psychiatric Hospital
15(33.3% | 6.7% 6.7% 9| 55.6% | 11.1% 0.0%
Total
Diagnostic Units/CEU
Arrow Child & Fam
11 4 2 0 0 N/A N/A N/A
Ministries
Children's Home 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Diagnostic
. 12( 33.3% | 16.7% 0.0% 1| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Unit/CEU Total
Total RTC, Psych.
Hospitals, Diag. 100] 39.0% | 16.0% 10.0% 70| 45.7% | 12.9% 4.3%
Units/CEU

*Some programs/facilities serve a small number of youth each year; therefore, reoffenses of a few youth may result in a seemingly high overall recidivism rate. For this reason,
numbers rather than rates are presented at the program level. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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12-MoNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE ReciDIVISM FOR OuT-0F-STATE (OOS) FaciLiTY RELEASES,
FY 2020 - FY 2022*

( 2022
Residential FY2020 FY2021 FY2022

Treatment Facility # of Re- Recon- |Reincar-| # of Re- Recon- |Reincar-| #of Re- Recon- |Reincar-

00s Releases| arrest | viction |ceration |Releases| arrest | viction |ceration |[Releases| arrest | viction |ceration
George Jr. Republic 4 3 1 1 2 1 0 0 2 1
Kid Link - Coastal
2 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A
Harbor
UHS of Del-Harbor
1 0 0 0 2 1 0
Point
UHS of Del-Laurel
3 2 2 2 0 N/A N/A N/A
Oaks
UHS of Del-Sandy
0 N/A N/A N/A 2 1 0
Pines
Residential Treat.
. 10| 60.0% 30.0% 30.0% 6| 50.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Facility Total
Staff Secure OOS
Canyon State 3 1 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A
Clarinda Academy 4 2 2 2 1 0 0
George Jr. Republic 1 0 0 0 1 1 0
Natchez Trace Youth
4 2 2 1 2 1 0
Academy
New Outlook Acad. 3 1 1 0 4 0 0
Sequel - Mi
e e 4 1 0 0 | 0 0
Mountain Academy
Summit Academy 5 2 1 0 1 0 0
Woodward Acad. 11 1 0 0 3 1 1
Staff Secure Total 351 28.6% | 17.1% 8.6% 13] 23.1% 7.7% 0.0%
Hardware Secure OOS
Cornell Abraxas Acad. 3 0 0 0 2 1 0
Mid-Atlantic Luzerne 4 1 1 1 1 0 0
Mid-Atlantic West. PA 3 2 1 1 0 N/A N/A N/A
Wolverine Treat. Ctr. 3 1 0 0 3 2 1
Hardware Secure
13| 30.8% 15.4% 15.4% 6| 50.0% 16.7% 0.0%
OOS Total
Independent Living 00S
Cornell Abraxas-
1 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A
Transitional Living Unit
Out-of-StateTotal 59| 33.9% 18.6% 13.6% 25| 36.0% 8.0% 0.0%

*Some programs/facilities serve a small number of youth each year; therefore, reoffenses of a few youth may result in a seemingly high overall recidivism rate. For this reason,
numbers rather than rates are presented at the program level. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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12-moNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTiCE RECIDIVISM FOR STATE-OPERATED TREATMENT FAcILITY! RELEASES,
FY 2020 - FY 2022*

FY 2020 FY2021 FY2022

State-Operated # of Reincar-| #of > Reincar-] #of > Reincar-

Facilities Releases ceration |Releases | arrest |viction |ceration | Releases ceration

Backbone Mtn Yth Ctr. 63 25 10 5 22 8 4 2

Garrett Children’s Ctr. 16 13 5 3 1 0 0 0

Green Ridge Mtn Quest 15 7 1 1 3 3 2 2

Green Ridge- Yth Ctr. 34 23 9 9 20 11 4 2

J. DeWeese Carter Ctr.” 17 6 0 6 0 0 0

Meadow Mtn Yth Ctr. 49 20 12 7 0 N/A|  N/A N/A

Victor Cullen Center 49 22 5 4 23 8 3 2 14
Total State Operated 243 | 47.7% | 18.1%| 11.9% 75 ] 40.0% | 17.3%| 10.7% 107 | 55.1%

! J. DeWeese Carter Center and Meadow Mountain Youth Center closed on 6/30/2020. Savage MountainYouth Center was renamed Garrett Children’s Center 6/3/2020.
Data for Silver Oak Academy have been presented under Group Homes due to program certification since the FY 2021 Data Resource Guide.

’ J. DeWeese Carter Center includes releases from Mountain View for FY 2021-FY2022.

*Some programs/facilities serve a small number of youth each year; therefore, reoffenses of a few youth may result in a seemingly high overall recidivism rate. For this reason,
numbers rather than rates are presented at the program level. Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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ONE-, Two-, AND THREE-YEAR JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTiCE RECIDIVISM RATES FOR
FY 2020 ReLEAsES BY PRoGRAM TYPE

Foster Care Total 11 45.5% | 45.5% | 54.5% 9.1% | 18.2% | 27.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Treatment Foster Care 11 45.5% | 45.5% | 54.5% 9.1% 18.2% | 27.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
In-Home Foster Care 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Group Home Total” 173 35.8% | 51.4% | 56.1% | 12.7% | 20.2% | 25.4% 8.7% | 15.6% | 17.3%
Group Home 141 36.2% | 51.1% | 56.0% | 12.8% | 19.9% | 25.5% 7.8% | 14.9% | 17.0%
Therapeutic Group Home 29 34.5% | 51.7% | 55.2% | 13.8% | 24.1% | 27.6% | 13.8% | 20.7% | 20.7%
ICFA 3 33.3% | 66.7% | 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Independent Living Total 7 14.3% | 14.3% | 42.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Independent Living 6 16.7% | 16.7% | 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Alternative Living Units 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

—_

RTC Total 100 39.0% | 50.0% | 55.0% | 16.0% | 23.0% | 23.0% | 10.0% | 13.0% | 14.0%
Residential Treatment Facility 73 41.1% | 49.3% | 56.2% | 17.8% | 23.3% | 23.3% 12.3% | 15.1% | 15.1%
Psychiatric Hospital 15 33.3% | 53.3% | 53.3% 6.7% | 13.3% | 13.3% 6.7% | 13.3% | 13.3%
Diagnostic Units/ CEU 12 33.3% | 50.0% | 50.0% | 16.7% | 33.3% | 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 8.3%

Out-of-State Total 59 33.9% | 44.1% | 49.2% | 18.6% | 22.0% | 27.1% | 13.6% | 15.3% | 18.6%
Residential Treatment Facility-OOS 10 60.0% | 70.0% [ 70.0% | 30.0% | 40.0% | 50.0% | 30.0% | 40.0% | 50.0%
Staff Secure - OOS 35 28.6% | 40.0% | 45.7% 17.1% 20.0% 22.9% 8.6% 8.6% 8.6%
Hardware Secure - OOS 13 30.8% | 38.5% | 38.5% 15.4% 15.4% 15.4% 15.4% 15.4% 15.4%
Independent Living - OOS 1 0.0% 0.0% | 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% [ 100.0%

State Operated Total 243 47.7% | 68.9% | 67.1% | 18.1% | 25.9% | 30.5% | 11.9% | 14.8% | 18.1%
Backbone Mountain Youth Ctr. 63 39.7% | 57.1% | 65.1% 15.9% 20.6% 25.4% 7.9% 11.1% 14.3%
Garrett Children’s Center 16 81.3% | 81.3% | 93.8% | 31.3% | 56.3% | 62.5% | 18.8% | 31.3% | 37.5%

Green Ridge - Mountain Quest 34 67.6% | 76.5% | 82.4% | 26.5% | 35.3% | 47.1% | 26.5% | 29.4% | 38.2%

Green Ridge Youth Center 15 46.7% | 73.3% | 73.3% 6.7% | 20.0% | 33.3% 6.7% 6.7% | 20.0%
J. DeWeese Carter Center 17 353% | 47.1% | 47.1% | 11.8% | 11.8% | 11.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Meadow Mountain Youth Center 49 40.8% | 49.0% | 55.1% | 24.5% | 28.6% | 30.6% | 14.3% | 16.3% | 16.3%
Victor Cullen Center 49 44.9% | 61.2% | 67.3% | 10.2% | 20.4% | 20.4% 8.2% | 10.2% | 10.2%
Statewide Total 593 41.0% | 53.8% | 59.5% | 15.9% | 22.9% | 27.0% ) 10.5% | 14.3% | 16.7%

* Data previously reported under a separate category of ICFA were merged under Group Homes due to ICFA program closures and Silver Oak Academy is now reported under Group
Homes due to program certification. Therefore, data for Group Homes are not comparable to previous DRGs prior to FY 2021.

¢ Comparing Statewide cumulative rates for FY 2020 releases at 1 and 3 years post-release:
¢ Within 1 year of release, 84.1% of youth were successful, meaning they were not reconvicted of'a new offense.
*  Within 3 years of release, 73.0% of youth were successtul, meaning they were not reconvicted of a new offense.

Note: Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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ONE- AND TWo-YEAR JUuVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REeciDIvism RATES FOR FY 2021 RELEASES
BY PRoGRAM TYPE

PrOgranl Tvl)e 1 Yl. 2 Yr

Foster Care Total 7 14.3% | 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Treatment Foster Care 7 14.3% | 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
In-Home Foster Care 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Group Home Total” 80 40.0% | 47.5% | 20.0% | 25.0% 16.2% 17.5%
Group Home 63 39.7% | 46.0% 23.8% 27.0% 19.0% 19.0%
Therapeutic Group Home 17 41.2% | 52.9% 5.9% 17.6% 5.9% 11.8%
ICFA Total 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Independent Living Total 6 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Independent Living 6 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Alternative Living Units 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

RTC Total 70 45.7% | 65.7% | 12.9% | 17.1% 4.3% 5.7%
Residential Treatment Facility 60 45.0% | 63.3% | 13.3% | 18.3% 5.0% 6.7%
Psychiatric Hospital 9 55.6% | 77.8% 11.1% | 11.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Diagnostic Units / CEU 1 0.0% |100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Out-of-State Total 25 36.0% | 44.0% 8.0% | 16.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Residential Treatment Facility-OOS 6 50.0% | 50.0% 0.0% | 16.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Staff Secure - OOS 13 23.1% 38.5% 7.7% 15.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Hardware Secure - OOS 6 50.0% | 50.0% | 16.7% | 16.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Independent Living - OOS 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

State Operated Total 75 40.0% | 56.0% 17.3% | 20.0% 10.7% 13.3%
Backbone Mountain Youth Ctr. 22 36.4% | 50.0% | 18.2% | 18.2% 9.1% 9.1%
Garrett Children’s Center 1 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Green Ridge - Mountain Quest 20 55.0% | 65.0% | 20.0% | 25.0% 10.0% 15.0%
Green Ridge Youth Center 3 100.0% ]100.0% 66.7% | 66.7% 66.7% 66.7%
J. DeWeese Carter Youth Center 6 0.0% | 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Meadow Mountain Youth Center 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Victor Cullen Center 23 34.8% | 60.9% | 13.0% | 17.4% 8.7% | 13.0%

Statewide Total 263 39.5% | 52.5% | 15.2% | 19.4% 9.1% | 10.6%

Data previously reported under a separate category of ICFA were merged under Group Homes due to ICFA program closures and Silver Oak

Academy is now reported under Group Homes due to program certification. Therefore, data for Group Homes are not comparable to previous
DRGs prior to FY 2021.

Comparing Statewide cumulative rates for FY 2021 releases at 1 and 3 years post-release:
¢ Within 1 year of release, 84.8% of youth were successful, meaning they were not reconvicted of a new offense.
*  Within 2 years of release, 80.6% of youth were successtul, meaning they were not reconvicted of a new offense.

Note: Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2015.
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Overall Recidivism Rates for Youth with Probation Dispositions

6-, 12-, 24-, AND 36-MonNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REcCIDIVISM RATES FOR
FY 2020-2022 ProBaTtioN YOUTH*

FY2020 (N=1,176) FY2021(N=958) FY2022 (N=762)

Follow-up N Re- L. Re- L.
. . Incarceration’ .. Incarceration” .. Incarceration”
Period /1C conviction conviction

6 Months

12 Months | 37.5% 13.8% 5.4%
24 Months | 46.1% 18.0% 8.7%
36 Months | 52.3% 21.3% 10.7%

* 89.2% of youth with probation dispositions in FY 2021 were successful at 12-months, meaning they were not reconvicted of a new
offense.

12-MonTH JuvenILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE ReciDIVisM RATES
BY DEmoGRAPHICS FOR ProBATION YouTtH™, FY 2021

FY2021
Demographics Rearrest Reconviction | Incarceration”
Race/Ethnicity
Black 630 2221 35.2% 80| 12.7% 441 7.0%
White 210 55| 26.2% 171 8.1% 8] 3.8%
Hispanic/ Other 118 22| 18.6% 6 5.1% 3] 2.5%
Sex
Male 7851 2621 33.4% 95| 12.1% 53] 6.8% Note: The probation cohort includes youth
Female 173 37| 21.49% 8| 4.6% ol 1.09% placed on probation (not youth released from
Age at Disposition probation). Therefore, recidivism is measured
11 and Under 3 ol 0.0% ol 0.0% ol 0.0% starting at the disposition date and may include
12 16 3] 18.8% 1l 6.3% ol 0.0% new offenses while under supervision or after
13 41 18] 43.9% 5| 12.2% 2| 4.9% supervision.
14 121 48| 39.7% 221 18.2% 17] 14.0%
15 151 51 33.8% 16| 10.6% 141 9.3%
16 225 791 35.1% 291 12.9% 91 4.0%
17 250 72| 28.8% 201 8.0% 8] 3.2%
18 or older 151 28| 18.5% 10] 6.6% 51 3.3%
Total 958 299 31.2% 103| 10.8% 551 5.7%

* Some age groups are comprised of a small number of youth. Therefore, the reoffense of a few can strongly influence the overall
rate. For this reason, caution should be used when attempting to compare age groups.

“Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019. " Since the probation cohort includes youth who may not have been previously
placed in a treatment program, “incarceration” reflects a subsequent commitment to an out-of-home placement or incarceration in the adult system.
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12-MoNTH JuveNnILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTiceE ReciDIvisM RATES FOR PROBATION YOUTH,
BY ReGioN AND CountY®, FY 2020-2022

FY2020 FY2021 FY2022

Region/ Place-| Re- |[Recon-| Incar- | Place- Re- [Recon-| Incar- | Place-| Re- |Recon-| Incar-

. . . %] . . . % . . . *
County ments | arrest [viction |ceration”| ments | arrest |[viction |ceration”| ments | arrest |viction |ceration
'

Dorchester 16 | 43.8% | 12.5% | 6.2% 45.8% | 12.5% | 12.5% 17 | 41.2% |
Somerset 22 | 31.8% | 4.5% | 4.5% 13 [46.2% | 23.1% | 15.4% 11 [ 36.4% |
Wicomico 27 | 44.4% | 22.2% | 7.4% 24.5% | 1.9% | 0.0% 22 | 45.5% |
Worcester 25 | 24.0% | 4.0% | 4.0% 27.8% | 5.6% | 5.6% 21.4% |
Caroline 8 [50.0%| 0.0%]| 0.0% 7 114.3% | 0.0%| 0.0% 6 | 83.3% !
Cecil 24 | 20.8% | 4.2% | 0.0% 21 [23.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% 16 | 25.0% |
Kent 0 N/A| N/A| N/A 0 N/A| N/A| N/A 1 1100.0% !
Queen Anne's 7 | 14.3%] 0.0% ] 0.0% 4 | 50.0% | 25.0% | 25.0% 5 | 60.0% |
Talbot 10 | 40.0% | 10.0% [ 0.0% 8 [37.5% | 0.0%]| 0.0% 9 | 11.1% |
Baltimore Co. 236 | 44.1% | 14.0% | 5.1% | 234 | 36.8% [ 15.0% | 6.8% 33.3% !
Harford 35 | 20.0%| 5.7% | 0.0% | 43 |233% [ 7.0% | 2.3% 27.3% |
Allegany 47 | 48.9% | 31.9% [ 10.6% 35 [ 45.7% | 17.1% | 11.4% 36.8% |
Garrett 10 [30.0%| 0.0% | 0.0% 7 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 5 | 40.0% !
Washington 20 | 50.0% | 15.0% | 5.0% 8 [25.0%] 0.0%]| 0.0% 50.0% |
Anne Arundel 167 | 39.5% | 14.4% | 3.6% 89 [33.7% | 9.0% | 1.1% 45.6% |
Carroll 12 [ 50.0%| 8.3%| 8.3% 4 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 8 | 25.0% |
Howard 32 | 59.4% [ 21.9% | 6.2% 27 [ 29.6% | 3.7% | 0.0% 12 | 41.7% |
Frederick 57 | 19.3%[ 3.5% | 0.0% 36 5.6% | 2.8% | 0.0% 20 | 15.0% |
Montgomer 135 1 26.7% | 13.3% | 5.2% 22.0% | 11.9% | 6.4% 71 | 32.4% |
Calvert 19 [ 31.6% ]| 5.3%| 5.3% 8 [12.5% | 0.0% | 0.0% 10 | 30.0% |
Charles 41 | 31.7%| 9.8% | 2.4% 24 129.2% | 4.2% | 0.0% 25 | 28.0% |
Prince George's 92 | 32.6% | 13.0% | 7.6% 76 | 22.4% | 10.5% [ 7.9% 97 [ 32.0% |
St. Mary's 23 | 26.1%| 8.7% | 8.7% 14 ] 50.0% | 7.1% [ 0.0% 16 | 37.5% |

[Baltimore City | 111 [ 49.5%] 234% ] 12.6% | 96 | 44.8% ] 17.7%]13.5% [ 99 [ 50.5%) |

*  When examining the percentages presented above, it is important to consider the number of placements. Some counties have a small
number of placements; therefore, if a few youth reoffend, this can greatly impact the recidivism rate.

“Due to methodological changes, data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019. ” Since the probation cohort includes youth who may not have been previously
placed in a treatment program, “incarceration” reflects a subsequent commitment to an out-of-home placement or incarceration in the adult system.
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ProsatioN YouTH BY Risk Levert, FY 2017-2021"

100% T
- Low |:| Moderate - High - Very High |
80%
Pre-Validation | Post-Validation
60% 51.0% 50.0% 49.0% |
40% 36.4%
29.5% 30.4% | 29.2%28.3% 28.0%
. 19.4% 19.6% 21.0% 19.6% 22.1%
20% 12.7%
0% 1 1 |
FY2017 FY2018 FY2019 FY2020 FY2021

! Percentages for each FY may not add to 100% due to cases with missing or incomplete risk assessments. The Very High category was added in FY 2020 after the MCASP Risk & Needs
Assessment was validated. All pre- and post-validation risk categories are not directly comparable due to changes in cut points.

¢ The proportion of high risk probation cases increased between FY 2017 and FY 2019. This is important to note as assessed risk
predicts recidivism, meaning high risk youth tend to recidivate at higher rates.

12-mMoNTH JUvENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice Recibivism Rates BY Risk LEveL! For Prosarion YoutH?, FY 2021°

100%
I Low Risk (N=266)[_|Moderate Risk (N=349) [JJHigh Risk (n=212) [l Very High Risk (N=122)
80%
Post-Validation
60%
46.7% 45.9%
40%
28.1%
20% 16.5% 17.9% 16.4%
o 9.5% 11.8% g 50,
0% 1 1
Rearrest Reconviction Incarceration*

"The Very High category was added in FY 2020 after the MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment was validated. All pre- and post-validation risk categories are not directly comparable due

to Changes in cut-points.

* Youth with low risk levels on the post-validation MCASP had the lowest recidivism rates for all three measures.

12-moNTH JuveNnILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice Recipivism RATES For ProBartion YoutH', FY 2017-2021

80%
W7 (v=2239) [ Jrvis (n=2,131) [ Fv1o (v=1,714) [l Fy20 N=1,176) [ Fy21 (N=958)
60%
45.8% 43.6% 42 50
5% 37.5%
40%
° 31.2%
. 20.5% 18.5% 16.7%
20% 13.8%
10.8% 108% 949, 7,
.,—‘- 54% 5.7%
0% 1 1
Rearrest Reconviction Incarceration*

* FY 2021 had the lowest rates for all three measures of recidivism rates.

"Due to methodol?Eical changes, recidivism data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior to FY 2019. "Risk-level data are not comparable to Data Resource Guides prior
to FY 2020 due to the MCASP matching methodology change * Since the probation cohort includes youth who may not have been previously placed in a treatment program,
“incarceration” reflects a subsequent commitment to an out-of-home placement or incarceration in the adult system.
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Recidivism Rates for Treatment Program Releases whose Cases
Originate in Adult Court

The data on this page represent recidivism rates for youth who have been released from a committed treatment program who had any
previous charge (not necessarily the charge that placed them into the treatment program) transferred from adult court jurisdiction
which was found sustained by the juvenile court. These are a subset of the overall treatment program release recidivism cohort as

shown in the previous section. The data sources and methodology are identical to those outlined previously.

6-, 12-, 24-, AND 36-MoNTH JuveniLE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice Recibivism RATES For FY 2020-2022 RELEASES

FY2020 (N=132) FY2021 (N=53) FY2022 (N=87)

Follow-up

Period

6 Months

12 Months | 36.4% 12.1% 9.1%
24 Months | 49.2% 20.5% 15.2%
36 Months | 54.5% 22.7% 17.4%

* 86.8% of youth released from a treatment program whose cases originated in adult court in FY 2021 were successful at 12 months,
meaning they were not reconvicted of a new offense.

12-MoNTH JuveNnILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice Recipivism RATES BY DEMoGRAPHICS, FY 2021 RELEASES
FY2021 Releases

Demographics Total | Rearrest Reconviction |Reincarceration

Race/Ethnicity
Black 36 18| 50.0% 6| 16.7% 5] 13.9%
White 10 1| 10.0% 1| 10.0% 0] 0.0%
Hispanic/ Other 7 1| 14.3% 0 0.0% 0] 0.0%
Sex
Male 50 20| 40.0% 7| 14.0% 5[ 10.0%
Female 3 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0] 0.0%

Age at Placement

11 and Under O] N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A
12 O] N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A
13 0] N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A
14 1 0] 0.0% 0] 0.0% 0] 0.0%
15 4 1] 25.0% 0] 0.0% 0 0%
16 9 5] 55.6% 2| 22.2% 1] 11.1%
17 24 9| 37.5% 31 12.5% 21 8.3%
18 or older 15 51 33.3% 2| 13.3% 2| 13.3%
Total 53 20)| 37.7% 7| 13.2% 50 94%

* Some groups comprise a small number of youth. Therefore, the reoffense of a few can strongly influence the overall rate. For this
reason, caution should be used when attempting to compare groups.
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Recidivism Rates for Youth with Probation Dispositions whose Cases
Originate in Adult Court

The data on this page represent recidivism rates for youth with juvenile court probation dispositions resulting from charges that had been

transferred from original adult court jurisdiction. These are a subset of the overall probation recidivism cohort as shown in the previous

section as well. The data sources and methodology are identical to those outlined previously.

6-, 12-, 24-, AND 36-MonNTH JuVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE RECIDIVISM RATES FOR
FY 2020-2022 ProsaTtioN YOUTH

FY2020 (N=112)

Follow-up Re- - Re- L. Re- L.
. .. Incarceration’ .. Incarceration” .. Incarceration”
Period conviction conviction conviction

FY2021 (N=143) FY2022 (N=179)

6 Months 17.0% 4.5% 1.8%
12 Months | 23.2% 6.3% 3.6%
24 Months | 33.9% 10.7% 6.3%
36 Months | 43.8% 12.5% 8.0%

*90.9% of youth with probation dispositions whose cases originated in adult court in FY 2021 were successful at 12-months, mean-
ing they were not reconvicted of a new offense.

12-MonTH JuveniLeE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REcCIDIVISM RATES
BY DEmoGRAPHICS FOR ProBaTION YouTH, FY 2021

FY2021
Demographics Rearrest Reconviction | Incarceration”
Race/Ethnicity
Black 100 30| 30.0% 11] 11.0% 6| 6.0%
White 20 3] 15.0% 21 10.0% 0] 0.0%
Hispanic/ Other 23 3| 13.0% 0 0.0% 0] 0.0%
Sex
Male 131 33| 25.29% 13] 9.99% 6 4.6% Note: The probation cohort includes youth
Female 12 3| 25.0% ol 0.0% ol 0.0% placed on probation (not youth released from
Age at Disposition probation). Therefore, recidivism is measured
11 and Under ol ~n/al ~zal Nn/al nNzal N/zal N/a starting at the disposition date and may include
12 ol n/al ~Nzal nNn/al ~Nzal N/zal N/a new offenses while under supervision or after
13 0| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A supervision.
14 0] N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A
15 1 0] 0.0% 0 0.0% 0] 0.0%
16 25 8] 32.0% 41 16.0% 0] 0.0%
17 68 18] 26.5% 6| 8.8% 31 4.4%
18 or older 49 10| 20.4% 31 6.1% 31 6.1%
Total 143 36| 25.2% 131 9.1% 6| 4.2%

* Some groups comprise a small number of youth. Therefore, the reoffense of a few can strongly influence the overall rate. For this
reason, caution should be used when attempting to compare groups.

* Since the probation cohort includes youth who may not have been previously placed in a treatment program, “incarceration” reflects a subsequent commitment to an out-of-
home placement or incarceration in the adult system.
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Intake Reoffense Rates for Youth Diverted from Juvenile Court

The reoffending rate for youth diverted from formal juvenile court processing by DJS Intake is a new measure for the Department.
Diverted youth may have their complaints resolved outright, often with referrals to community services, or they may be placed onto a
pre-court informal diversion supervision. This analysis presents the rates of return to the system following the decision to divert. It is

important to remember that intake Charges are alleged.

RepPorTING GROUPS

The terms “reoffending” and “reoffense” are used for this post-intake follow-up measure as distinct from the term “recidivism”
because charges at intake are alleged: they have not yet been brought before a judge with evidence or subjected to the standard of
proof beyond a reasonable doubt. But as with other recidivism measures, reoffending post-intake is reported at the levels of rearrest,
adjudication/ conviction, and commitment/incarceration for any new juvenile or adult offense that occurs after the case forwarding
decision date for the intake complaint, and within the follow-up period. The follow-up periods for post-intake reoffending differ from
those of probation and committed treatment release cohorts because the public is often interested in what happens in the short term
after DJS makes a case forwarding decision. DJS 30-, 60-, and 90-day periods are presented as well as 6-month and 12-month follow-
up periods. The follow-up period for post-intake reoffending begins at the date of case forwarding decision, which is legally required
to be within 25 days of the receipt of the complaint by DJS.

CompLAINT-LEVEL ANALYsIS, NoT YouTH LEVEL

The reoffending analysis has been done at the level of complaint; that is, a single youth is included in the cohort more than once if
they have multiple intakes that occurred within the fiscal year, and the follow-up period after case forwarding decision is checked for
another arrest (and subsequent adjudication/ conviction and commitment/incarceration) for each time that youth was at intake. Thus,
the measure counts the rate of successes by complaint but does not show a success rate by youth — compared to a youth-level lens

this analysis gives a heavier weight to the small number of youth who offend multiple times.

CauTioN IN COMPARISON

As with recidivism outcomes for probation and treatment program cohorts, it is difficult to make direct comparisons between cases
diverted and cases formally referred to court. The DJS case forwarding decision process, informed by the Intake Decision Tool

(IDT), intentionally selects which youth are best suited for case closure, informal, and formal processing based on risk and individual
circumstances. Research indicates that unnecessary formal court processing, especially for low-risk youth, can encourage reoffending.
For higher-risk youth, more formal accountability and rehabilitation may be needed — and in that case, the structure and services are
intended to lower the number of youth who reoffend. In neither case do these reoffending numbers tell us what would have happened

if that group of youth had received a different response to the complaint.

30-, 60-, 90-Day, 6-, AND 12-MoNTH JuveNILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REOFFENSE RATES FOR DIVERTED
INTAKE ComPLAINTS* FOR FY2020-2022

FOllOw-up FY2020 (N=8,670) FY2021 (N=3,945) FY2022 (N=6,985)

Period Rearrest | Conviction |Incarceration| Rearrest |Conviction |Incarceration| Rearrest | Conviction |Incarceration
30 Days 5.6% 1.0% 0.2% 5.7% 1.1% 0.5% 5.5% 0.8% 0.2%

60 Days 9.2% 1.7% 0.4% 9.2% 1.9% 0.9% 9.9% 1.3% 0.3%

90 Days 12.0% 2.3% 0.5% 12.4% 2.5% 1.2% 13.1% 2.1% 0.5%

6 Months 17.6% 3.8% 1.0% 19.6% 4.2% 1.9% 21.0% 3.7% 0.9%

12 Months 23.2% | 6.0% 1.7% 29.7% 7.6% 3.1% 302% [

“Total Diverted includes pre-court supervision and resolved at intake.
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30-, 60-, 90-Day, 6-, AND 12-MonTH JuVvENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE ConvicTION RATES FOR DIVERTED
INTAKE ComPLAINTS BY CAsE ForwARDING DEcision For FY2020-2022

FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022

Follow—Up Resolved at| Pre-Court Resolved at| Pre-Court Total Resolved at| Pre-Court Total
Period Intake Supervision Diverted® Intake Supervisi on| Diverted® Intake Supervision Diverted®
30 Days 1.1% 0.8% 1.0% 1.2% 0.5% 1.1% 0.7% 1.0% 0.8%
60 Days 1.8% 1.4% 1.7% 2.0% 1.6% 1.9% 1.3% 1.7% 1.3%
90 Days 2.5% 1.8% 2.3% 2.6% 2.2% 2.5% 2.0% 2.7% 2.1%

6 Months 4.0% 3.1% 3.8% 4.3% 3.9% 4.2% 3.5% 5.1% 3.7%
12 Months 6.2% 5.1% 6.0% 7.7% 7.2% 7.6%

Total 6,764 1,906 8,670 3,171 774 3,945 5,820 1,165 6,985

“Total Diverted includes pre-court supervision and resolved at intake.

* 92.4% of youth with diverted complaints in FY 2021 were successful at 12-months, meaning they were not reconvicted of a new
offense.

12-MonTH JuvenILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REOFFENSE RATES BY
DemoGRAPHICS FOR DIVERTED INTAKE CompLAINTS*, FY 2021

FY2021
Demographics Rearrest Incarceration
Race/Ethnicity
Black 2,056 697 33.9% 1951 9.5% 85| 4.1%
White 1,627 422 25.9% 87| 5.3% 29| 1.8%
Hispanic/ Other 262 541 20.6% 171 6.5% 7 2.7%
Sex
Male 2,629 831 31.6%| 234| 8.9% 105 4.0%
Female 1,316 342 26.0% 65| 4.9% 161 1.2%
Age at Referral
11 and Under 209 64| 30.6% 8| 3.8% 21 1.0%
12 213 76| 35.7% 14| 6.6% 1] 0.5%
13 339 126| 37.2% 37| 10.9% 101 2.9%
14 555 241 | 43.4% 75| 13.5% 40| 7.2%
15 655 2291 35.0% 60| 9.2% 321 4.9%
16 751 2341 31.2% 541 7.2% 191 2.5%
17 1,110 192 17.3% 48| 4.3% 161 1.4%
18 or older 113 111 9.7% 31 2.7% 11 0.9%
Total 3,945y 1,173 29.7%| 299 7.6%| 121| 3.1%

“Total Diverted includes pre-court supervision and resolved at intake.
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12-MoNTH JuveNnILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTicE REOFFENSE RATES BY REGION/ COUNTY FOR DIVERTED INTAKE
CowmpLaiNTs*, FY 2020-2022

FY2020 FY2021 FY2022

Re- [Convic-| Incar- Re- [Convic-| Incar- Re- [Convic-| Incar-

. Total . . |Total . . |Total . .
Reglon/ County arrest tion [ceration arrest tion |[ceration arrest tion [ceration

Dorchester 243 30.0% 8.6% 1.2% | 122] 45.9% 9.8% | 4.9% | 227| 33.0%
Somerset 186 30.6% 4.3%| 0.0% 69 43.5% 8.7% 1.4% | 135] 32.6%
Wicomico 447 31.5% T74% | 2.9% | 199 40.2% 9.0% | 5.0% | 440] 42.5%
308 8.1% 2.3%| 0.6% | 361 12.2% 1.7% ] 0.6% | 289| 14.2%

Worcester

Caroline 127 22.0% 8.7%| 3.9% 55| 29.1% | 7.3% ]| 0.0% 94| 45.7%
Cecil 214 28.0% 3.3%| 0.5% [ 152 42.8% | 11.2% | 2.6% | 176] 29.5%

Kent 64 7.8% | 0.0%| 0.0% 28] 35.7% | 10.7% | 0.0% 63| 19.0%
Queen Anne's 75| 10.7% 2.7%] 0.0% 41| 14.6% 24% | 0.0% | 105 26.7%
Talbot 82| 18.3% 24%| 1.2% 64| 20.3% | 6.3%] 0.0% | 101 27.7%

Baltimore Co. 1,654 29.7% 7.9% 1.9% | 709] 35.0% 7.2% 1.7% |1,444| 33.0%
Harford 2901 25.9% 8.3% 1.7% | 125 29.6% | 12.0% | 8.0% | 173] 23.1%
Allegany 299 37.8% | 15.1%| 5.7% | 199| 55.3% | 23.1% | 13.1% | 195| 35.4%
Garrett 98| 23.5% 5.1% 1.0% 81| 13.6% 3.7% 1.2% 80| 12.5%
Washington 345 19.7% 1.7%| 0.0% | 136] 31.6% 3.7% | 0.7% | 278] 30.9%
Anne Arundel LI 22.9% 5.9% 1.6% | 330] 34.5% 8.5% | 2.7% | 687 34.2%
Carroll 217 18.9% 4.1%| 1.8% | 180 17.8% 2.2% | 0.6% | 198 34.8%
Howard 263 28.5% | 12.9%| 4.6% 82 25.6% | 11.0% ]| 7.3% | 112 17.0%
Frederick 309 14.6% 4.9%| 2.6% | 102] 18.6% 3.9% | 2.0% | 243] 30.0%

738 13.0% | 4.7%| 09% | 236 19.1% | 8.9% | 3.0% | 482 23.9%

Montgomer

Calvert 302 20.5% 3.0%| 1.0% | 146 253% | 4.1% | 2.1% | 227| 22.0%
Charles 2991 21.7% 3.7%| 0.7% | 101| 26.7% 2.0% | 0.0% | 220] 24.1%
Prince George's 528| 11.9% 2.8% 1.1% | 182 9.9% 3.8% | 1.6% | 380| 16.6%
St. Mary's 287 23.3% 21%| 1.4% | 155| 32.9% 3.9% | 2.6% | 380 37.9%

Baltimore City | 184] 32.1% | 7.6%[ 3.8% | 90| 44.4%| 23.3%] 14.4% | 256] 37.9% |

“Includes pre-court supervision and resolved at intake.
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INTAKE ComPLAINTS BY CAseE ForwaRDING DEecision, FY 2017-2021
100%

- Resolved |:| Pre-Court - Total Diverted* - Formaled

= S
* =
ol o
\O O

80%

§
60% 3
40%

20%

0%

FY2017 FY2018 FY2019 FY2020 FY2021

“Total Diverted includes pre-court supervision and resolved at intake. The years shown correspond to the reoffense data presented below.

* Between FY 2017 and FY 2021, the total diverted population increased 5.7 percentage points. As part of that population, pre-court
youth decreased 3.2 percentage points while resolved youth increased 8.9 percentage points.

12-vioNTH JuveNILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTice ReorFense RaTes By Case FORwARDING DEcisioN FOR DIVERTED INTAKE COMPLAINTS,
FY 2021

50%

- Resolved I:I Pre-Court - Total Diverted*

40%

30.6% 29.7%

30% 26.2%

20%

10% 7% 72% 7.6%

3.2% 2.3% 3.1%

0%
Rearrest Conviction Incarceration

“Total Diverted includes pre-court supervision and resolved at intake.

12-MoNTH JUVENILE AND/OR CRIMINAL JusTiCE REOFFENSE RATES FOR DIVERTED INTAKE COMPLAINTS,

FY 2017-2021
80%
Wy i7 (N=10,902) [ |Fy18 (N=10,275) [lFY19 (N=11,061) [l FY20 (N=8,670) [[1] FY21 (N=3,945)
60%
40% o
31.8% 3 5o o 2079,
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20% 10.6%
2 104% 8.9% 6.0% 1.6%
: 34%  27% 2.5% 1.7% 3.1%
0% 1 1
Rearrest Conviction Incarceration
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DJS Youth Development Outcomes

Although recidivism has historically been the primary measure of success in juvenile justice systems, DJS recognizes that other important
outcomes exist, including high school completion, postsecondary enrollment and completion, employment, and earnings. These outcomes
align with the DJS principle of approaching work through the lens of positive youth development and resiliency. A national body of
research has demonstrated, for example, that education is one of the strongest contributors in reducing recidivism.

An important step toward measuring these positive youth outcomes among D]S youth occurred in 2019 with the passage of House Bill
704 by the Maryland State Assembly. This legislation made D]S a partner in the Maryland Longitudinal Data System Center (MLDS).
State law established the MLDS Center in 2010 to serve as a central repository for education and workforce data. The Center collects and
organizes individual-level student and employment data from all levels of education — elementary, secondary, and postsecondary — and the
state’s workforce. The center’s data dashboards and annual reports provide timely information about student performance and workforce

carnings that can help improve the state’s education system and provide guidance to policymakers.

Becoming a partner to the MLDS Center better enabled DJS to measure outcomes beyond recidivism for youth who have been involved in
the juvenile justice system. Outcomes of interest include high school completion, postsecondary enrollment and completion, and median
quarterly employment earnings.

Methodology

The analysis examined the high school completion, postsecondary enrollment, and labor market earnings of youth who have been involved
with DJS. DJS involvement is defined as youth who had been either placed on probation or in a committed treatment program (includes
DJS-operated and private/contract provider programs). Many of the outcomes were broken down by probation or commitment. The

involvement with DJS could have occurred before or during high school.

To prepare for the outcomes analysis, research staff from D]JS and the MLDS Center met to discuss specifications of the work. MLDS

analysts extracted and summarized the data, then provided summary tables to DJS research staff for further analysis.

The analysis sought to examine the following outcomes:
1. High school completion and dropout rates
2. College enrollment and completion of a degree by age 25
3. Median quarterly earnings by age 25

High School Completion and Dropout Rates

To examine high school completion, MLDS analysts examined ninth grade cohorts of youth with DJS involvement prior to or after ninth
grade. A cohort refers to a group of students who began ninth grade in a particular school year. A typical cohort would complete high
school in four years. High school completion includes graduation with a diploma or completion of a GED. For example, students in the
graduating class of 2020 were first-time ninth graders in the 2016-2017 school year.

Examining five cohorts of youth (high school graduating classes of 2016 through 2020), the analysis sought to answer what percentage of
youth completed high school on time (4 years) or delayed (5 or 6 years).

In addition to high school completion, the analysis examined persistence, dropout, and transfer rates. Persistence refers to cohort
members who continued in a Maryland public high school five or more years after beginning ninth grade without graduating or dropping
out. A dropout refers to a youth who exited a Maryland public high school without graduating. A transfer refers to a youth who exited a
Maryland public high school without graduating and who has an exit code of transfer.

The MLDS Center does not contain data on Maryland private high schools, out-of-state high schools, or out-of-state GED or National
External Diploma Program (NEDP) completions. NEDP is a high school diploma program for adults and youth who have left school.

It is possible that some youth involved with DJS reported as dropouts graduated or earned a GED/NEDP out of state. D]S-involved
youth who earned a certificate of high school completion are excluded from this analysis (total population across the five cohorts was 30
youth). A certificate of high school completion is awarded when a student completes a special education program but does not fulfill the

requirements for a high school diploma.
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DJS Youth Development Outcomes (cont.)
Four-Year CoHorT HS GRrabpuaTioN RATES FOR DJS YouTH BY INVOLVEMENT AND GRADUATION YEAR

100% =
I Il DJS* [] DJS Probation [l DJS Commitment [l Maryland ]
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%
2016 (2012 cohort)|2017 (2013 cohort)|2018 (2014 cohort)[2019 (2015 cohort)[2020 (2016 cohort)
DJS* 4,325 3,851 3,441 3,284 2,924
D]JS Probation 3,696 3,327 3,010 2,920 2,622
DJS Commitment 1,564 1,349 1,175 1,066 922

“ Includes any DJS contact (probation or commitment). Since youth can be counted in both probation and commitment, totals will not sum to the overall total.

HS CompLETION RATES (ON-TiME AND DELAYED) FOR DJS YoutH BY INVOLVEMENT AND 9TH GRADE YEAR

100%
Il DJS" [ DJS Probation [ DJS Commitment |
80%
60%
s0% Z 2 3 3
o~ ~ =+ €9 X
< <+ = 2 >
<+ o e
20% 3]
0%
2012 (2012 cohort)|2013 (2013 cohort)|2014 (2014 cohort) (2015 (2015 cohort)[2016 (2016 cohort)
DJS* 4,325 3,851 3,441 3,284 2,924
D]JS Probation 3,696 3,327 3,010 2,920 2,622
DJS Commitment 1,564 1,349 1,175 1,066 922

“ Includes any DJS contact (probation or commitment). Since youth can be counted in both probation and commitment, totals will not sum to the overall total.

CoHORT HigH ScHooL Dropout AND PEersiSTENCE RATES For DJS YoutH” BY Expectep HS CompLETION YEAR

0,

50% I Bl Persist_*=*' Drop Out B Transfer Bl MD Drop Out |
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20%

15%
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10% 8.0% .=—lf = = $.3%
5% 6.0% == = 6.4%
0%

2016 (N=4,325) 2017 (N=3,851) 2018 (N=3,441) 2019 (N=3,284) 2020 (N=2,924)
Persist 388 371 453 639 732
Drop Out 1,810 1,610 1,386 1,159 981
Transfer 259 243 227 194 187

“ Includes any DJS contact (probation or commitment). Since youth can be counted in both probation and commitment, totals will not sum to the overall total.
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College Enrollment and Completion of a Degree by Age 25

MLDS Center evaluates college enrollment and graduation using two main data sources. The Maryland Higher Education Commission
(MHEC) provides data on enrollment and graduation from Maryland’s community colleges, four-year public institutions, and state-aided
independent institutions. The National Student Clearinghouse, based in Herndon, VA, provides data on enrollment and graduation from

out-of-state colleges and universities, as well as in-state private colleges and universities.

The analysis reports college degree attainment by the age of 25, which is approximately seven years following graduation from high
school. A high school graduate is defined as any student who earns a high school diploma from a Maryland public high school by the age
of 21 or who completes high school through GED or NEDP by age 21. The analysis accounts not only for students who enroll in college
immediately after graduating high school, but also for those who delay enrollment up to two years after high school completion.

A college degree is defined as a postsecondary certificate, or an associate’s, bachelor’s, or master’s degree, or higher. Some students could
have earned more than one degree by age 25. Other students who earned a degree by age 25 may still be enrolled in college pursuing an
additional postsecondary degree. Students reported as “No College Degree by Age 25” may be actively pursuing a degree at age 25 or carn
a degree after age 25.

The chart reports college enrollment and completion rates for youth who were involved with DJS (either probation or commitment) and
who completed high school, based on the year of high school completion. For comparison, the chart includes statewide college enrollment
and completion rates.

CoLLeGe ENrRoLLMENT AND CompLETION RaTES For DJS YoutH" aND MARYLAND BY HS GRraD. YEAR, 2012-2015

100%
I Il DJS - Enroll in College [ {%’J/S\é:eoggge Degree [ MD - Enroll in College [ &%Eg“‘eo%lgge Degree |
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%
DJS - Enroll in College 736 767 605 491
DJS College Degree by Age 25 99 91 85 64
MD - Enroll in College 28,761 26,827 29,137 25,918
MD College Degree by Age 25 19,191 18,642 20,072 18,181

" Includes any DJS contact (probation or commitment). Since youth can be counted in both probation and commitment, totals will not sum to the overall total.

Note: Percentage for College Degree by Age 25 is calculated based on college enrollees, not based on the entire cohort.
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DJS Youth Development Outcomes (cont.)

CoLLEGE ENROLLMENT AND ComPLETION RATES ForR ProBATION YouTH AND MARYLAND BY HS GRAD. YEAR,
2012-2015

100%
DJS - Probati DJS - Prob. Coll : MD Coll D
| o EIJH‘OH il;IOC%lllcélée O Djegreerlgy Ags Ze ¢ MD - Enrollin College m by AQBOZSege cgree
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%
2012 2013 2014 2015
D]JS Probation - Enroll in College 662 691 544 442
DJS Prob. College Degree by Age 25 91 85 83 62
MD - Enroll in College 28,761 26,827 29,137 25,918
MD College Degree by Age 25 19,191 18,642 20,072 18,181

Note: Percentage for College Degree by Age 25 is calculated based on college enrollees, not based on the entire cohort.

CoLLecE ENROLLMENT AND ComPLETION RATES For CommitTED YoutH AND MARYLAND BY HS GRADUATION YEAR,
2012-2015

100%
DJS - C it t DJS - C it. Coll : MD Coll D
| o Er’!roll igr(%r(ﬁierélgn O D'(I:,qree %I?K;e 250 8¢ [l MD - Enroll in College o by AgeOZSge cgree
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

DJS Commit. - Enroll in College

DJS Commit. College Degree by Age 25 11 7 7 5
MD - Enroll in College 28,761 26,827 29,137 25,918
MD College Degree by Age 25 19,191 18,642 20,072 18,181

Note: Percentage for College Degree by Age 25 is calculated based on college enrollees, not based on the entire cohort.
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Median Quarterly Wages

The MLDS Center collects and analyzes workforce data from quarterly Unemployment Insurance (Ul) wages beginning in 2008 for
individuals with a Maryland education record. Consequently, earnings data are available only for Marylanders who work for an in-state
employer required to file UI. This means wage data would not include employers who are not required to file Ul, including the federal
government (including the armed forces), some non-profit organizations, and self-employed individuals and independent contractors.
Individuals working in temporary employment, including postsecondary work-study programs, also are not subject to Ul filings. These

omissions mean it is incorrect to assume that individuals not counted as “employed” in these analyses are unemployed.

The Ul wages reported reflect the compensation paid during the quarter, not when the compensation was earned. Ul wages reflect the
sum of all compensation, including wages, bonuses, tips, commissions, and other forms of compensation. The wage data do not distinguish
between full- and part-time employment, hourly and salaried carnings, regular wages and commissions, bonuses and other incentive pay.
The wage data do not indicate the number of days or hours a person worked in a particular fiscal quarter. Ul filings for a given quarter may
be incomplete. Employers may have filed Ul wages after the data have been transmitted to the MLDS Center or have omitted individuals
from their files. Missing wage data and/or corrections to previously reported wages may be provided in subsequent fiscal quarters.
Although there is no time limit on correcting Ul filings, most changes are completed within one fiscal quarter.

The charts that follow display the quarterly living wages for cohorts of D]S youth — probation and committed — who have reached the

age of 25.The chart includes high school completion year and postsecondary education status (college degree by age 25, some college but
no degree by age 25, and no college by age 25), along with the quarterly living wage in Maryland. The majority of high school graduates
are 18; however, some high school graduates may be younger or older. Degree attainment and wages for these graduates are evaluated six

years after graduation, making some graduates older or younger than 25 when reporting college degree attainment and earnings.

Wage figures are based on average quarterly earnings and the living wage for the year a youth would reach the age of 25 (an estimated 7

years after high school completion). For example, an adjudicated youth who graduated high school in 2015 would reach the age of 25 in
2022. Tt is also important to note that the data are not in 2023 inflation-adjusted dollars. They are contemporancous to the year in which
the wage data are reported. As previously stated, this is not the same as the high school graduation year.

Living wage figures are based on the Massachusetts Institute of Technology living wage calculator, which includes data on living costs

in geographic areas of the United States. The calculator incorporates the cost of housing, food, health insurance, taxes, transportation,
clothing, and other personal items to derive the minimum annual income needed for basic self-sufficiency. For example, the living wage
for a single adult with no dependent children in Maryland was $42,308 a year in inflation-adjusted dollars in 2022, or $10,577 per

quarter.

A college degree is defined as a postsecondary certificate, or an associate’s, bachelor’s, or master’s degree, or higher. Some students could
have earned more than one degree by age 25. Other students who carned a degree by age 25 may still be enrolled in college pursuing an
additional postsecondary degree. Students reported as “Some College, No Degree by Age 25” may be actively pursuing a degree at age 25
or carn a degree after age 25.
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DJS Youth Development Outcomes (cont.)
Mebian QuarTeRLY WaGES For DJS YoutH BY Epucation Status AND HS ComPLETION YEAR
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[ e v~ Bl 8 O o m G e ]
$10,000 A == $10,459
) —
58,834 g ———— —
$8,000 _ -
$6,700 g ™ $6,449
$6,000 $5.422 @ o— :I:——/‘:' $6,004
$5,093 ——
54,000
$2,000
50
2012 2013 2014 2015
DJs* 734 705 612 525
DJS - Degree by 25 54 (7.4%) 54(7.7%) 39 (6.4%) 27 (5.1%)
RIS Some Soflege 331 (45.1%) 278 (39.4%) 226 (36.9%) 210 (40.0%)
PJ§ 5 No College 349 (47.5%) 373 (52.9%) 347 (56.7%) 288 (54.9%

* Number of gouth in a DJS cohort who had a wage record in the MLDS system by age 25. Ul Wa%e data are available only for Maryland employees who work for an in-state employer required
to file Ul. Examples of employers that are not required to file Ul includé the federal government (including the military), certain'non-profits; and self-employed and independent contractors.
Because of these omissions, it is incorrect to assume that youth who are not visible in’the wage data are unemployed.

MebiaN QuarTERLY WaGEs For DJS ProsartioN YouTH BY Ebucation Status AND HS CompPLETION YEAR
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$5,303 ————
$4,000
$2,000
0
’ 2012 2013 2014 2015
D]JS Probation” 664 636 567 484
ggsgrl’crcog;tt;%n 52 (7.8%) 52 (8.2%) 37 (6.5%) 27 (5.6%)
RIS rob: Spms College 304 (45.8%) 253 (39.8%) 206 (36.3%) 193 (39.9%)
IS5 No College 308 (46.4%) 331 (52.0%) 324 (57.1%) 264 (54.5%)

* Number of]z/outh in a DJS cohort who had a wage record in the MLDS system by age 25. Ul wa

to file UL

¢ data are available only for Maryland employees who work for an in-state employer required
xamples of employers that are not réquired to file Ul includé the federal governmen% (including the mi]idtary), certain‘non-profits, and self-employed and independent contractors.

Because of these omissions, it Is incorrect to assume that youth who are not visible in’the wage data are unémployed.

Mepian QuarTerLY Waces For DJS Committep YoutH BY Epucation Status? ano HS CompLETION YEAR
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DJS Commitment” 118 141 115 85
e s cpree by 25 51 (43.2%) 52 (36.9%) 40 (34.8%) 34 (40.0%)
D35 No College 67 (56.8%) 89 (63.1%) 75 (65.2%) 51(60.0%)

! Data for youth with a college degree by age 25 had too few youth to allow for identity protection. Therefore, that group is excluded above.

" Number of]z/outh in a DJS cohort who had a wage record in the MLDS system by a
xamples of employers that are not réquired to file Ul includé the feder:

to file UL

governmen

e 25. Ul wage data are available only for Maryland employees who work for an in-state employer required
% (including the milhtary), certain'non-profits, and self-employed and independent contractors.

Because of these omissions, it Is incorrect to assume that youth who are not visible in’the wage data are unémployed.
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Workforce Earnings for DJS Youth Graduates vs. Dropouts

Years of research have consistently demonstrated that youth who do not complete a high school diploma have lower workforce earnings
compared to their peers who graduate. The chart below demonstrates this, comparing median quarterly earnings by age 25 for D]S youth
who dropped out of high school, compared with those of DJS youth who went on to complete a high school diploma or GED. Cohorts are

based on the year in which students began ninth grade and the corresponding expected high school graduation year. For example, students
who began ninth grade in 2012 would have an expected graduation year of 2016.

The COVID-19 pandemic and the resulting economic shutdowns that occurred in 2020 and 2021 affected the visibility of Ul wage data,
resulting in lower numbers of youth with carnings records.

MepiaN QUARTERLY EARNINGS FOR HS GRADUATES AND DroPouts WiTH DJS CoMMITMENT OR PROBATION
Recorps, BY ExPecTED HS ComPLETION YEAR

$12,000
l On-Time Grad. Median [] Dropout Median $10.322
$10,000 Qtr Wage at Age 25 Qtr Wage at Age 25
$8,139
$8,000 $7,248
$6,672
$6,032
$6,000
$4,529
$4,000
$2,000
S0
2016 2017 2018"
D]JS* 1,134 757 292
On-Time Grad. 666 393 105
Drop Out 468 364 187

* Number of youth in a DJS cohort who had a wage record in the MLDS system by age 25. Ul wage data are available only for Maryland employees who work for an in-state employer required
to file Ul. Examples of employers that are not réquired to file Ul includé the federa% governmen? (including the military), certainnon-profits, and self-employed and independent contractors.
Because of these omissions, it 1s incorrect to assume that youth who are not visible i the wage data are unémployed.

" Only 67% of the 2014 cohort (expected graduation year of 2018) has turned age 25. Additionally, this cohort turned 25 in 2020 and early 2021, years greatly impacted by the COVID-19

economic shutdown.
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Youth at Cheltenham Youth Detention Center participated in a

“Youth Karaoke Night” as a reward for reaching behavior goals.
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Appendix A

ComMmuNITY SERVICES STAFFING DisTRIBUTION AS oF JunE 30, 2023

Facilities CMS* . RA/CD" |Res. Spec” .. .
. Mgmt® | Admn = Services® | Other™| Total
(By Region) Spec | Sup Offr | Sup |Spec| Sup
Cambridge Office 3 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 7
Ocean City Office’ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Princess Anne Office 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 6
Salisbury Office 5 5 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 15
Snow Hill Office 2 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 7
Pl Centreville Office 2 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 6
S Denton Office 1 1 0 1 ol o o o 0 0 3
B Eston Office HE | 1 o] o 1] o] i 0 6
a Elkton Office 4 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 8
2 Bel Air Office 6 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
=M Catonsville Office 14| 2 1 20 o of of o 0 0 19
Ml Cssex Office 11 3 0 2 71 20 0| o 0 0 25
: Allegany Co Office 5 2 0 3 0 1 0 0 1 0 12
-gn Hagerstown Office 6 2 2 2 2 0 2 1 0 0 17
Ml Oakland Office 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Pl Annapolis Office 13 4 1 3 1 1 0 1 1 1 26
3l Ellicott City Office 8| 2 1 2| 1] o] 1] o0 2 0 17
Eﬂ Glen Burnie Office 6 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 11
a Westminster Office 3 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 8
P Frederick Office 6| 2 0 1 1| 0| 0] 0 0 0 10
é Rockville Office 22 6 3 2 2 0 2 0 0 1 38
Landover Office 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Gl | aPlata Office 5 3 1 1 1 0] O 0 0 0 11
Sl Largo Office 17 5 1 50 5] 0] 2| 1 0 0 36
E& | conardtown Office 6| 2] o > o o] o] of o 0 10
a Prince Frederick Office 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 7
Upper Marlboro Office 10 3 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 17
BCJJC - CD 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
Pl Cvening Repting Center 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 4
[l Gay Street Office 35| 16 4 0] 1] o] 4] 1 1 0 74
é” Hilton St. Office 71 0 0 ol of of of o 0 0 7
MYRC - CD 0 0 0 2 | 40 5 0 0 0 0 47
Plaza Office 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 5
" Total Filled 23| 70| 23 | s7 |7 || 3| 4 8 | 2| 476
Total Vacancies 25 3 0 2 5 0 0 0 0 1 36

Note: Part-time employee positions are represented as one position. Vacancies represent permanent positions only.

*Ocean City Office is a seasonal office staffed by contractual employees.

" “CMS”: Case Management Specialist (includes pre-adjudication CMS); “Mgmt” includes management and Assistant Area Directors; “RA/ CD”: Resident Advisor/ Community
Detention Officer, “Res. Spec.”: Resource Specialist, “Services” includes substance abuse and behavioral health; “Other” includes recreation and program specialists.
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DetenTioN CENTER STAFFING (FiLLED PosiTions) As oF June 30, 2023

i Res Ad ° A D o . 0
By Regio A > Reso

Region 1

LESCC | s 4] 4« 3] 2 | 3] 3] e 3] 2] 1 | 8| m™
Region 3

Hickey School** | 117 [ 10] 7| 4] 6 [ o] 3] 10 | o] 5] 5 [ 1520
Region 4

WMCC | 9] 6] 4] 2] 4 | 2] 2] 6] 6] 2| o | 7] 70
Region 7

Cheltenham** | Bl o] ] 7 | s 6] 0] 6] 3] 2 | 16]163
Region 8

BCJJC** 102 ] 11 ] 11 ] o 6 6 | 5] 15| 7] 5 3 16 | 216

Total Filled

Total Vacancies 42 0 5 6 5 4 0 9 22 3 3 26 125

Note: Part-time employee positions are represented as one position. Vacancies represent permanent positions only.

““GLM”: Group Life Manager; “CMS”: Case Management Specialists; “Facil”: Facility Maintenance at all facilities and at BCJJC it represents Facility Maintenance,
Building Security Officers and Police Officer Trainee. “Rec/Resour” includes recreation, Resource Specialist, & Resource Specialist Supy.

*“Services” include substance abuse and behavioral health staff.

"“Educ”: Education including Principal, Education Coordinators, Teachers, and Teacher Supervisor

"Direct clinical services are provided by contracted vendors.

S1ATE-OPERATED TREATMENT PROGRAM STAFFING (FILLED PosiTions) As oF June 30, 2023

FACILITY Res Advisor . . 0 . . "
GLM™ | CMS" | Services” [Admin| Facil” | Dietary|Nurse| Mgmt| Rec’ Educ! | Total

(By Region)

Region 4

Backbone Mt. Yth Ctr| 50 7 8 9 3 4 2 7 0 3 2 21 116
Green Ridge Yth Ctr" | 58 | 3 5 8 2 4 2 7 0 2 1 11 | 103
Yth Ctrs Central Office 0 1 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 14
Region 6

Victor Cullen Center 42 7 4 5 3 5 10 6 4 4 2 8 100
Total Filled ¢ 2

Vacancies Available 9 3 4 2 8 1 0 3 4 1 2 13 50

Note: Part-time employee positions are representcd as one position. Vacancies represent permanent positions only,

" Includes Green Ridge Mountain Quest

““GLM”: Group Life Manager; “CMS”: Case Management Specialist; “Facil”: Facility Maintenance; “Rec”: recreation staff.
*“Services” includes substance abuse and behavioral health staff.

' “Educ”: Education including Principal, Education Coordinators, Teachers, and Teacher Supervisor
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State-OPERATED FAciLITY ExPENDITURES, FY 2023

Mental
General . Somatic Direct Nutrition L, X
Mainten. Health | Education®|Recreation| Grand Total
Admin. Health Care Services .
| Services
Alfred D.
Noyes
: $868,537 $354,187 $525,703| $5,108,593| $188,161| $676,737| $1,028,922 $46,351| $8,797,191
Children's
Center
Backbone

Mt. Youth $756,303 $696,553 $742,916| $5,778,429| $681,757| $458,897| $1,823,595| $231,483| $11,169,933
Center
Balt. City
AN Tl S0 144,187| $2,860,905| $2,109,388|813,546,274| $2,088,704($2,002,306| $2,715,867| $337,541| $27,805,172
Center
Charles H.
2 0Tel oA PO 5 1,753,509| $3,019,788| $1,876,864|514,395,993|$1,323,176|$1,510,104| $2,023,347| $343,037| $26,245,818
School
Cheltenham
Youth

Detention

$1,441,893| $2,552,526| $2,658,661| $8,224,393|$1,045,817|51,545,141| $2,173,050| $221,102| $19,862,583

Center

Green Ridge
Youth Ctr. & EEERERVA $710,517 $694,000| $5,005,153| $716,956| $419,768| $1,645,318 $35,135] $9,562,668
Mt. Quest

Lower

Eastern
Shore $618,299 $552,993| $1,324,403| $4,520,657| $675,313| $261,957| $1,374,989 $72,580] $9,401,191
Children's

Center

Victor
Cullen $777,925| $1,771,480( $1,452,732| $4,719,309| $609,465| $619,746| $1,356,179| $189,347| $11,496,183
Center

Western MD
Children's $538,432 $491,698| $1,115,578| $3,844 461| $675,579| $394,262| $1,160,982 $2,903] $8,223,895
Center
(ST RETEIM $9,234,906 |$13,010,647|$12,500,245 | 865,143,262 | $8,004,928 |$7,888,918 |$15,302,249 | $1,479,479|$132,564,634

" Since DJS assumed full responsibility for educational programming on July 1, 2022, this is the first year that educational expenditures are included in the table above.

“Garrett Children’s Center, Mountain View, and Thomas J.S. Waxter Children’s Center are not included due to their closure throughout FY 2023.
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STATE-OPERATED FAciLITY PER DIEM RATES AND AVERAGE ANNUAL CosTts, FY 2023

Per Diem |Average

.=}

FY 2023 Capacity| Cost per Daily
Expenditures [End of FY| Bed™ Youth”

Per Diem

Cost per

Youth

ALOS

Average Cost per

Youth Stay

Annualized
Cost per

Youth™

Total Community Supervision $ 71,868,509
Community-Based Services $ 27,765,833
Community Case Management $ 44,102,676

Total Detention Programs $ 100,335,850 341| $ 806.14 211.7 | $1,298.50 62.1 | § 80,658.48 | $ 473,953.00
Alfred D. Noyes Children's Center” $ 1,227,601 2918 11598 2.8181,197.66 33.3 (8 39,936.24 | $ 437,145.72
Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center | § 27,805,172 120( $ 634.82 66.2 | §1,150.45 56.8 |$ 65,365.63 | $419,913.43
Charles H. Hickey, Jr. School $ 26,245,818 7218 998.70 55.7 1 $1,291.94 71.7 |8 92,674.29 | $ 471,559.12
Cheltenham Youth Detention Center” | § 27,432,173 72| §$ 1,043.84 55.9 18 1,344.78 44.0 |8 59,128.64 | $ 490,844.80
Lower Eastern Shore Children’s Ctr. | § 9,401,191 24| $1,073.20 16.5] 8§ 1,565.04 53.2 |8 83,325.76 | $ 571,239.34
Western MD Children's Center $ 8,223,895 2418 938.80 14.7 | $ 1,536.60 48.8 |8 74,984.45 | $ 560,859.80

Total DJS Committed Programs $ 32,228,784 90| $ 981.09 67.1 | $1,31592 | 1236 | $ 162,647.36 | $ 480,309.75
Backbone Mountain Youth Center $ 11,169,933 28| $ 1,092.95 23.6 | $1,297.92 | 110.5 |8 143,420.59 | $ 473,742.22
Green Ridge Youth Center $ 9,562,668 36($ 727.75 21.781,206.95| 116.4 |$ 140,489.03 | $ 440,536.90
Victor Cullen Center $ 11,496,183 26| $ 1,211.40 21.9 | $1,440.62 | 128.7 | $ 185,408.36 | 8 525,827.92

“Noyes was closed for part of the FY and Noyes staff were temporarily relocated to Cheltenham. This table reallocates Noyes expenses, other than maintenance, to Cheltenham, where staff

actually worked.

** Calculated by Total Expenses/ Listed Capacity/365 (non-leap year); this formula has been used since 2019.

: Community supervised caseload includes youth supervised on alternatives to detention, pre-court, probation, and community aftercare. Note that the per-diem cost also includes other activities

such as intake, investigations, and other functions not directly related to a supervised caseload.

“Calculated by multiplying the per-diem cost by 365 days; shows the average youth cost for a hypothetical yearlong stay.

TReaTMENT PrRoGRAM PER DiEm RaTES, FY 2023
FY23 Per Diem Avg. FY23 Per Diem

Program Type Range*, ** Rate***
Treatment Foster Care $134.19 - §281.29 $193.61
Group Home $216.28 - $1,159.74 $380.51
@ Therapeutic Group Home $315.92 - §2,290.64 $982.62
§ Independent Living $118.82 $118.82
& |Alternative Living” $435.42 $435.42
- Residential Treatment Center $610.00 - $767.27 $664.58
Diagnostic Unit/CEU" $289.81 - §2,405.60 $1,022.12
'-oé o Residential Treatment Center $224.11 - $650.00 $435.21
£ 8 Staff Secure $245.04 - $453.42 $369.50
© Hardware Secure $382.52 - $500.00 $422.37

*“Per Diem Rates” are presented for privately-operated programs that DJS reimburses for service using a
single rate. Rates are not presented for programs that are funded in whole or in part by other sources such
as private health care insurance or Medicaid. Psychiatric Hospitals are excluded as a class for this reason, and
rates for in-state Residential Treatment Centers are based on 4 of 6 programs utilized by DJS during FY 2023.

**Educational costs are notincluded in the per diem rates. Educational costs may vary within a program depending
on the combination of services provided (e.g., regular education versus special education) and the educational
needs of youth placed in the program.

*#*The average per diem rate should not be used to calculate the total cost by program type given the range
of per diem rates. The average per diem rate does not take into account individual program utilization and
the total cost may vary substantially based on the number of youth who actually participate in each program.

"Alternate Living and Diagnostic Unit rates are included, though they had no admissions in FY 2023.
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ANNOTATED LiST OF ASSESSMENTS

The following represents a list of forms/tools that were previously published in the Data Resource Guide. A summary is provided for each, and
the forms/tools can be accessed online at: https://djs.maryland.gov/Pages/DRG-Forms.aspx

1. Intake DecisionTool (IDT)

The Intake DecisionTool (IDT) is used by DJS Intake staff to assess and inform the appropriate level of court involvement and/ or services for
youth with a new juvenile complaint. The IDT assesses specific risk and protective factors shown to influence the likelihood of reoffending. In
addition, it collects detailed information on social history factors, e.g., school, use of free time, employment, relationships in the community,
and family, that are used to identify service needs, and prompt the appropriate service referrals. The tool also requires that the intake officer
consider any aggravating and mitigating factors, as well as any service access considerations that may be barriers to youth obtaining services.
This validated tool informs intake decision making based on the individual risk and needs of the youth, and diverts lower risk youth from
court involvement.

2. Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (DRAI)

The DJS Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (DRAI) is a validated assessment of a youth’s risk to reoffend and/or fail to appear for future
court dates. It is used to guide decisions concerning whether the youth should be detained, placed in a detention alternative, or released to
a parent/guardian. The current DRAI includes a calculation of risk using factors from a risk validation study of Maryland youth conducted
by the Institute for Innovation and Implementation at University of Maryland, School of Social Work. In addition to the risk score, the tool
also collects information on the reason for the detention decision (e.g., open writ or warrant, handgun violation, etc.) and any relevant
aggravating or mitigating factors. Although the tool is primarily used by DJS Intake officers, who have statutory authority to detain youth
prior to court review, recent legislation also mandates that the DRAI be taken into account by the juvenile court when evaluating the need
for continued detention.

3. Maryland Comprehensive Assessment & Service Planning (MCASP) Risk & Needs Assessment

The MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment is a standardized assessment utilized by DJS case managers to recommend the level of supervision or
placement, services and/ or treatment that is most appropriate for adjudicated youth. Based on the Washington State Juvenile Court Assessment,
and validated for Maryland youth, it assesses the youth’s risk and protective factors that affect their likelihood to recidivate, as well as their
specific needs for services or treatment. For youth placed into DJS care by the juvenile court, it informs their individualized treatment service
plan, and helps ensure that the level and amount of supervision and treatment is appropriate to reduce their risk for recidivism. This helps
both to target resources and programming towards the highest risk youth, and to divert low-risk youth when appropriate.

4. Housing Classification Assessment and Reassessment

The DJS Housing Classification Assessment is completed for each youth upon admission to a D]S detention facility and/or treatment program.
The Assessment gives guidance towards the appropriate unit or room assignment that best meets the supervision level required for each
individual youth.

5. Youth Vulnerability Assessment

TheYouthVulnerability Assessment tool is used at admission to detention and/ or treatment programs to assess a youth’s risk of being victimized
sexually or being sexually aggressive towards others.

6. HumanTrafficking Tier One ScreeningTool

This tool is used to identify youth within the DJS system who are at high risk of trafficking victimization and flag them for additional assessment
and services. Developed in partnership with TurnAround, Inc., and revised in collaboration with the University of Maryland’s Support,
Advocacy, Freedom, and Empowerment (SAFE) Center for Human Trafficking Survivors, the Tier One tool is an 11-item questionnaire
administered to youth by DJS facility intake staff and case management specialists (CMS) to help identify potential victims of both sex and/
or labor trafficking. The tool is one part of a screening process in which the tool is administered by DJS staff and then reviewed by an anti-
trafficking service provider.
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ANNOTATED LisT oF Forms/TooLs PRreviousLy PuBLISHED IN THE DATA REsource GUIDE

7. Racial Impact Assessment Lens

The Racial Impact Assessment Lens (RIAL) guides D]S leaders and staff to examine and counter the adverse impact of agency policies and
procedures on youth of color. The lens also identifies opportunities to meaningfully engage key stakeholder groups in the development and
modification of policies as a value of race equity efforts. The D]S Office of Equity and Inclusion (OEI) provides technical assistance agency-
wide in the application of the lens.

8. Re-Entry Checklists (Pre—Discharge and Post—Discharge)

The Re-Entry Checklists are used by DJS case managers as part of the structured re-entry planning process. The Pre-Discharge checklist is
completed as part of the re-entry staffing process, 45 days prior to release from a committed treatment program. It ensures that key items
are accounted for and documented, including living arrangement, education or job readiness plans, and plans to address medical or mental
health needs. The Post-Discharge checklist is completed 30 days after release and is designed to capture information on whether the youth
was successfully connected to needed somatic or mental health services, education enrollment or employment, and other needed services.

9. Accountability Incentives Management (AIM)

The AIM grids are designed to structure case manager decisions when responding to positive or negative behaviors of supervised youth.
The Graduated Responses grid determines incentives when youth are successfully engaging in supervision and achieving significant positive
milestones in treatment, education and the community as well as responses based on the level of infractions balanced with their identified risk
level. This structured process supports the Department’s efforts to reward positive behaviors, while objectively identifying and sanctioning
violations, which reduces inequalities and increases successful completion rates.
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Census INFOrRmATION, 2022* PopuLaTiON ESTIMATES BY RAcE (AGe 11-17)*

American .
] ) . _ |Hawaiian/ | Two or Hispanic/
Region/County | White” Black” Indian/ | Asian’® A . . Total
2 OPI’ More~ Latino
Alaskan”
Dorchester 1,208 976 5 25 0 147 295 2,656
Somerset 768 952 3 22 1 127 173 2,048
Wicomico 5,349 3,032 18 309 4 591 987 10,291
‘Worcester 2,673 642 11 80 1 200 258 3,865

Caroline 1,990 442 11 37 3 164 443 3,091
Cecil 7,191 848 24 107 10 473 776 9,429
Kent 1,044 209 1 26 0 77 108 1,464
Queen Anne's 3,590 229 5 55 2 239 340 4,460
Talbot 1,771 396 2 44 1 137 408 2,760
Baltimore Co. 33,295 26,427 195 5,106 23 3,831 7,331 76,208
Harford 15,283 4,368 46 783 15 1,399 1,796 23,689
Allegany 4,393 277 5 66 6 278 143 5,168
Garrett 1,884 44 3 15 0 43 46 2,034
Washinﬁon 8,753 1,964 15 328 14 938 1,506 13,518
Anne Arundel 28,464 10,313 76 1,867 38 3,207 7,359 51,323
Carroll 12,622 678 27 449 7 719 1,104 15,606
Howard 12,498 7,575 64 7,282 14 2,289 3,376 33,098
Frederick 15,597 3,425 58 1,750 18 1,637 4,550 27,035
Montgome 32,509 96,051
Calvert 6,357 1,198 32 201 13 618 653 9,073
Charles 4,172 9,177 71 556 13 1,168 1,698 16,854
Prince George's 7,393 45,215 173 2,935 20 2,527 25,400 83,663

St. Mary's 7,567 11,201

* Data Sources: Maryland Department of Planning, Population Estimation for Maryland. Files used: (1) July 1, 2022 Population by Age (single year), Race, Sex and
Hispanic Origin for Maryland; (2) July 1, 2022 Total Population by Race; (3) July1,2022 Non-Hispanic Population by Race; and (4) July 1, 2022 Hispanic Population
by Race for Maryland’s Jurisdictions. Available online: https://planning. maryland.gov/MSDC/ Pages/pop_estimate/popest-2agr.aspx (accessed on July 2023).

"' The proportions of age ranges 11-14 and 15-17 have been computed from the population by age (single year), race and ethnicity for Maryland. The proportions
were then applied to estimate each jurisdiction’s/county’s pop, from the population by age (5-year age group), race and ethnicity of Maryland jurisdictions.

? Excludes Hispanic and Latino; "OPI: Other Pacific Islander

Note: Estimates with fractional values are rounded to whole numbers; therefore, totals may not sum exactly.
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NumBer AND RaTIO OF YouTH, CaAses, AND PLACEMENTS® BY CountY*, FY 2023

Complaints Pre-D Detention Pending Placement Committed Placements

Ratio of Ratio of Ratio of Ratio of
Region/ County Youth |Cases to|Placements| Youth | Cases to|Placements| Youth| Cases to|Placements| Youth | Cases to
Youth Youth Youth Youth
Dorchester 192 140 1.4 7 6 1.2 2 2 1.0 3 3 1.0
Somerset 138 93 1.5 1 1 1.0 1 1 1.0 2 2 1.0
Wicomico 579 399 1.5 21 15 1.4 20 16 1.3 18 16 1.1

Worcester

Caroline 162 96 1.7 5 3 1.7 4 2 2.0 4 3 1.3
Cecil 235 166 1.4 7 6 1.2 5 3 1.7 5 4 1.3
Kent 63 45 1.4 1 1 1.0 0 0] N/A 0 0 [ N/A
Queen Anne's 92 76 1.2 1 1 1.0 0 0] N/A 0 0] N/A
Talbot 137 102 1.3 5 5 1.0 3 2 1.5 2 2 1.0
Baltimore Co. 2,375 1,594 1.5 76 59 1.3 27 25 1.1 26 24 1.1
Harford 285 203 1.4 12 10 1.2 10 10 1.0 12 11 1.1
Allegany 246 168 1.5 1 1 1.0 5 3 1.7 7 4 1.8
Garrett 89 69 1.3 0 0| N/A 0 0] N/A 0 0| N/A
Washinion 446 285 1.6 22 14 1.6 2 1 2.0 5 3 1.7
Anne Arundel 1,506 1,068 1.4 25 19 1.3 29 24 1.2 26 23 1.1
Carroll 233 167 1.4 2 2 1.0 1 1 1.0 1 1 .

Howard 273 178 1.5 7 7 1.0 8 6 1.3 5 5 1.0

Frederick 389 271 1.4 14
Montgomer

Calvert 294 224 1.3 6 5 1.2 4 3 1.3 4 3 1.3
Charles 519 398 1.3 8 7 1.1 1 1 1.0 1 1 1.0
Prince George's 968 771 1.3 118 94 1.3 36 32 1.1 37 34 1.1
St. Mary's 411 289 1.4 8 7 1.1 9 7 1.3 8 7 1.1

Baltimore City | 1,139 | 796 [ 14] 204 [ 15¢] 13 ] 98 [ 75] 13f 88 | 69| 13 |

"If a youth had multiple complaints/placements during same FY, the location from the first complaint/placement will be used in order to count each youth only once in
data.

' Post-removal detention placements are included in the pending placement data presented above.
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ReLaTive RaTE InDEX (RRI)

The Relative Rate Index (RRI) is a measure of Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC) with the juvenile justice system. It is a
standardized tool for measuring how youth of color compare with white youth at various contact points (court referral, diversion, etc.).
The RRI was developed by the National Center for Juvenile Justice, with funding from the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention (OJJDP), part of the Office of Justice Programs within the U.S. Department of Justice.

DeriNTIONS FOR KEY CoNTACT PoINTS

The definitions below describe each key contact point included in the tables that follow, along with a brief explanation of cach point.
Understanding each contact point and how it is defined in the calculations will provide the basis for proper interpretation of the rates.
Though not a ‘contact point,’ the general youth population is included because it is a key data point for calculating the rate of contact.

Contact Point |Definition

lati Population of youth ages 11-17 as of July 2022. Source: MD Dept. of Planning.
Population Note: DJS uses 11-17 as a population denominator due to the low number of cases under 11.
Referrals to Juvenile complaints referred to DJS intake, from police or other sources, including
Juvenile delinquent & non-delinquent offenses, recorded in ASSIST. Rate is based on
Court/Intake |youth in the general population.
. . Complaints diverted by D]S Intake (resolved or informally adjusted to
Diversion
pre-court supervision) without formal petition. Rate is per referral.
. Cases resulting in detention either pre-disposition or pending placement, but not
Detention . . . . .
including youth removed to detention from a committed placement. Rate is per referral.
Petitioned Complaints resulting in juvenile court petitions. Rateis per referral.
Delinquent Complaints resulting in delinquent findings. Rateis per petition.
Probation Probation dispositions. Rateis per delinquent finding.
Youth placed in hardware-secure state-operated treatment programs or staff-
Confinement | 4. dware-secure private out-of-state programs. Rate is per delinquent finding.
Transferred Juvenile petitions waived up to adult court. Does not include charges under original
adult jurisdiction. Rate is per petition.

RRI TaBLE FOR ALL YouTH oF CoLOR

The data presented here show the RRI for youth of color compared to white youth. An RRI of 1.0 indicates no disproportionate contact.
A rate higher than 1.0 indicates that youth of color are over-represented at that decision point, and a rate below 1.0 shows they are under-
represented. The RRI for each decision point is based on the number of youth of each race/ethnicity represented at that point compared
with the number at the previous decision point.

RATES oF ConTACT FOR ALL YOUTH
This table shows the number and rate of representation for all youth, regardless of color, at each key juvenile justice decision point. The
rates are based on the general population for this table, rather than based on the previous decision point.
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ReLative RaTe Inpex (RRI)

RRIs ror ALL YoutH oF CoLor comPARED WITH WHITE YouTtH, AT KEY ConTacT Points?, FY 2023

Cases
Referred Cases Resulting in
Cases Cases Cases
to . . . | Resulting | Confinement
. Cases (Involving[ Cases |Resultingin . . Transferred
Juvenile | . ) in in Secure
Diverted| Secure |Petitioned | Delinquent . . to Adult
Court/ ) L. Probation | Juvenile
Detention| Findings . Court
Intake Placement | Correctional
Facilities
Region 1
Dorchester 3.17 0.47 ek 1.50 Hk o Hk Hk
Somerset 2.85 Hk Hk #k w0k Hk *k *3k
Wicomico 5.73 0.54 ok 0.97 *k ok % %
Worcester 2.23 1.46 ok 1.42 Hk ok ok ok
Region 2
Caroline 2.70 ok ok 1.05 Hk ok ok ok
Cecil 1.96 0.94 Hk 1.04 ok Hok Hok Hok
Kent 3.77 Hk Hk Kk Kk Hk Kk Kk
Queen Anne's 4.70 0.68 Hek 0.88 *k *x * *
Talbot 2.23 Hk Hk 0.75 Kk Hk Hk Hk
Region 3
Baltimore Co. 3.63 0.95 1.59 1.03 0.88 1.62 ok ok
Harford 4.21 0.67 kK 0.74 0.87 1.49 folol alo
Region 4
Allegany 2.49 1.14 Hek 0.92 Hk ol Hk Hk
Garrett 1.40 Kk Kk ok ok Kk Kk Kk
Washington 2.28 1.15 2.74 1.26 1.42 ok % %
Region 5
Anne Arundel 2.65 0.80 Hk 1.14 1.58 0.66 *k *x
Carroll 2.61 1.13 Hk 0.56 ok Hk Hk Hk
Howard 3.34 1.17 kol 1.05 Hok kol ok kol
Region 6
Frederick 3.50 0.88 Hk 0.87 0.53 Hk Hk Kk
Montgomery 2.08 1.10 2.79 1.49 0.73 0.76 Hk ool
Region 7
Calvert 1.80 0.83 *k 1.60 Hk *k % ok
Charles 2.72 Hk Hk 1.75 ok Hk Hk Hk
Prince George's 3.98 ol Hek Hk Hk Hek Kk Hk
St. Mary's 4.88 0.40 Hk 1.21 ok Hk Hk ol
Region 8
Baltimore City 4.94 *% 0.82 0.73 3.37 *k kol kol
Statewide 2.09 0.74 3.02 1.43 0.95 1.12 1.97 Hk

" At all decision points youth of color include: African American, Asian or Pacific Islander, American Indian or Alaskan Native, Hispanic/Latino and Other/Unknown

youth.

* Statistically significant results are shaded; Results that are not statistically significant are shown in regular font.
* Insufficient number of cases for analysis are shown as **; an RRI of 1.0 indicates no disproportional contact. A rate higher than 1.0
indicates that youth of color are over-represented at that decision point, and a rate below 1.0 shows they are under-represented.
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Rate oF ContacTs Per 100,000 YoutH AT Key CoNntacT PoinTs, CoMPARED WITH GENERAL POPULATION,

FY 2023"

Cases
Refered Cases Resulting in
Cases Cases . Cases
. to . . | Resulting | Confinement
Population . Cases [Involved Cases |Resulting in . . Transferred
Juvenile | . . . in in Secure
(ages 11-17) Diverted| Secure [Petitioned | Delinquent . . to Adult
Court/ . . Probation Juvenile
. Detention Findings . Court

Region/ Intake Placement | Correctional
County Facilities
Dorchester 2,656 7,230.1 941.4 263.6 1,769.9 527.2 414.2 37.7 75.3
Somerset 2,048 6,738.4 781.3 48.8 1,123.1 48.8 48.8 0.0 48.8
Wicomico 10,291 5,626.5 563.6 204.1 1,311.9 592.8 301.2 77.7 9.7
Worcester 3,865 9,339.5 698.5 155.2 1,811.0 957.2 413.9 51.7
Caroline 3,091 5,240.6 355.8 161.7 1,326.3 323.5 258.8 32.3 0.0
Cecil 9,429 2,492.3 700.0 74.2 710.6 413.6 84.8 10.6 0.0
Kent 1,464 4,302.0 204.9 68.3 1,092.6 478.0 546.3 0.0 0.0
Queen Anne's 4,460 2,062.9 358.8 22.4 448.5 179.4 112.1 0.0 0.0
Talbot 2,760 4,963.6 217.4 181.2 1,050.7 507.2 362.3 0.0 0.0
Baltimore Co. 76,208 3,116.5 199.5 99.7 1,165.2 405.5 320.2 9.2 0.0
Harford 23,689 1,203.1 97.1 50.7 527.7 422.1 177.3 4.2 4.2
Allegany 5,168 4,759.9 638.5 19.3 1,006.2 483.7 135.4 19.3 0.0
Garrett 2,034 4,374.6 | 1,278.0 0.0 737.3 245.8 393.2 0.0 0.0
Washinion 13,518 3,299.3 503.0 162.7 1,006.1 214.5 155.3 0.0 0.0
Anne Arundel 51,323 2,934.3 179.3 48.7 752.1 376.0 255.2 9.7 0.0
Carroll 15,606 1,493.0 608.7 12.8 198.6 102.5 89.7 0.0 0.0
Howard 33,098 824.8 157.1 21.1 492.5 184.3 78.6 3.0 3.0
Frederick 27,035 1,438.9 266.3 51.8 406.9 218.2 122.1 3.7 0.0
Montiomeri 96,051 1,307.6 233.2 77.0 571.6 274.9 157.2 10.4 0.0
Calvert 9,073 3,240.4 705.4 66.1 319.6 121.2 132.3 11.0 0.0
Charles 16,854 3,079.3 207.7 47.5 551.8 225.5 172.1 5.9 0.0
Prince George's 83,663 1,157.0 99.2 141.0 737.5 334.7 236.7 10.8 0.0
St. Mary's 11,201 3,669.2 276.8 71.4 580.3 241.0 160.7 8.9 0.0

46,059 24729 | 2953 | 4429 [ 1,231.0 642.7 369.1

“Rates are calculated for each decision point based on general population data from the Census (see Appendix D).

* This table calculates the rate of DJS contact for all youth at each stage, compared with the general population (Census ages 11-17). For
example, for every 100,000 youth in Baltimore City, there were 442.9 youth detained, and in Prince George’s County there were 141.0
youth detained per 100,000 youth.
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Appendix G
CRIMES OF VIOLENCE

The definition of “crimes of violence” occurs in two separate places in Maryland’s Annotated Code. The Maryland State Commission on
Criminal Sentencing Policy uses the definition found in the Maryland Annotated Code, Correctional Services Article, Section 7-101(m).
This definition, which is used here, references section 14-101 of the Criminal Law Article and also includes burglary in the 1st, 2nd, or

3rd degree.

Maryland Annotated Code, Criminal Law Article, Section 14-101 provides a list of crimes identified as crimes of violence. In this section,
“crime of violence” means:
(1) abduction; (2) arson in the first degree; (3) kidnapping; (4) manslaughter, except involuntary manslaughter; (5) mayhem; (6) maiming,
as previously proscribed under former Article 27, §§ 385 and 386 of the Code; (7) murder; (8) rape; (9) robbery under §3-402 or §3-403
of this article; (10) carjacking; (11) armed carjacking; (12) sexual offense in the first degree; (13) sexual offense in the second degree;
(14) use of a firearm in the commission of a felony except possession with intent to distribute a controlled dangerous substance under
§5-602(2) of this article, or other crime of violence; (15) child abuse in the first degree under §3-601 of this article; (16) sexual abuse
of a minor under §3-602 of this article if?
(i) the victim is under the age of 13 years and the offender is an adult at the time of the offense; and
(ii) the offense involved:

1. vaginal intercourse, as defined in §3-301 of this article;

2. a sexual act, as defined in §3-301 of this article;

3. an act in which a part of the offender’s body penetrates, however slightly, into the victim’s genital opening or anus; or

4. the intentional touching of the victim’s or the offender’s genital, anal, or other intimate area for sexual arousal, gratification, or

abuse;

(17) home invasion under §6-202(b) of this article; (18) a felony offense under Title 3, Subtitle 11 of this article; (19) an attempt to
commit any of the crimes described in items (1) through (18) of this subsection; (20) continuing course of conduct with a child under
§3-315 of this article; (21) assault in the first degree; (22) assault with intent to murder; (23) assault with intent to rape; (24) assault
with intent to rob; (25) assault with intent to commit a sexual offense in the first degree; and (26) assault with intent to commit a sexual
offense in the second degree.

Appendix H

MARYLAND CiTATIONS PERTAINING TO DJS AND JUVENILE JURISDICTION

For more details on citations shown below, please see the MD State, County, and Municipal Citation Search: https://mgaleg.maryland.
gov/mgawebsite/Laws/Statutes

Human Services Article

* Title 9 - Juvenile Services

* Establishes the functions of the Department of Juvenile Services; enumerates the authority of the Secretary; details the organization and
administration of DJS; establishes the operation of state facilities, advisory boards, juvenile care facilities, and regional services; and specifies
the procedures for Interstate Compact and the Juvenile Services facility capital program; and establishes the Juvenile Services Education
Board and Juvenile Services Education Program within the Department.

Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article
e Title 3 - Courts of General Jurisdiction
* Establishes the jurisdiction and functions of the juvenile court.
* Subtitle 8 — Juvenile Causes — Children in Need of Assistance (CINA)

. §3—823. Permanency plan for out-of-home placement: Requires the court to hold a permanency planning hearing to determine
the permanency plan for a child no later than 11 months after a child is committed.
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MaARYLAND CiTATIONS PERTAINING TO DJS AND JUVENILE JURISDICTION
e Subtitle 8A - Juvenile Causes — Children Other than CINAs and Adults

* §3-8A-01. Definitions: Provides the meanings of words commonly used in juvenile justice (e.g. adjudicatory hearing, community detention,
detention, disposition, petition, violation.)

* §3-8A-02. Purposes and construction of subtitle: Establishes the goals of the Juvenile Justice System.

* §3-8A-03. Jurisdiction of court: Specifies the jurisdiction of the juvenile court over delinquent, child in need of supervision (CINS), Peace
Order, and Interstate Compact juveniles and details exceptions to this jurisdiction including offenses originating under adult court jurisdiction.

. §3—8A-05. Determination of jurisdiction: Specifies the age of the person at the time the alleged delinquent act was committed and controls
the determination of juvenile court jurisdiction under this subtitle.

* §3-8A-06.Waiver of jurisdiction: Describes how the juvenile court may waive jurisdiction of a youth to the adult court.
* §3-8A-07. Retention, termination or waiver of jurisdiction: Describes when juvenile court jurisdiction terminates.

* §3-8A-08.Venue: Describes the county where a CINS petition, a delinquency petition or citation, a peace order request, and escape offenses

shall be filed.
. §3—8A—09. Transfer of proceedings: Describes when the court may transfer certain proceedings to the youth’s county of residence or domicile.

* §3-8A-10. Complaint; preliminary procedures: Procedural requirements when an intake office receives a complaint from a person or
agency or certain citations issued by a police officer.

* §3-8A-11. Form of notice of intake officer’ decision on complaint: Provides the form an intake officer uses when denying authorizations
to file a petition for the alleged commission of a delinquent act.

* §3-8A-12. Certain information inadmissible in subsequent proceedings: Describes when certain statements or information are
inadmissible in certain proceedings.

* §3-8A-13. Petition; general procedures: Describes the general procedures for filing a petition that alleges delinquency, citations or CINS,
and for filing peace order requests.

. §3—8A-14. Taking child into custody: Defines methods by which youth may be taken into custody (e. g by court order/law enforcement
officer.)

* §3-8A-14.1. Taking child into custody-Arrest warrant: Describes the procedure by which an arrest warrant may be obtained by law
enforcement for crimes originating in juvenile jurisdiction.

* §3-8A-15. Detention and shelter care prior to hearing: Provides the authorization for placing a youth in detention, community detention,
or shelter care for a child who may be in need of supervision or delinquent.

* §3-8A-16.Transfer to other facilities: Requires notice to be given to the court or DJS Intake by an adult detention facility upon receiving
an individual under the age of 18. Also provides for transfer to adult facility when juvenile jurisdiction is waived and prohibits transportation of
juveniles with adult inmates unless juvenile is charged as an adult.

* §3-8A-16.1.Blood lead level testing: Authorizes a court to order a child to undergo blood lead level testing after a petition has been filed,
but before an adjudication.

* §3-8A-17. Study and examination of child, etc.: Describes when the court may direct DJS or another qualified agency to make a study
concerning the child, the child’s family, the child’s environment, and other matters relating to the disposition of the case.

* §3-8A-17.1 - §3-8A-17.12. Juvenile Competency: Procedural requirements regarding juvenile competency, including evaluations, reports,
hearings, services, court findings, and dismissal.

* §3-8A-18. Adjudication: Requires the court to hold an adjudicatory hearing; requires the allegations in the petition be proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that the youth has committed a delinquent act. Also prescribes situations when application for body attachment can be made.

* §3-8A-19. Disposition; costs: Requires the court to hold a separate disposition hearing after an adjudicatory hearing unless the court has
dismissed/ waived the petition/ citation; allows disposition to be held on the day of the adjudicatory hearing; and describes permitted dispositions.
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Appendix H (cont.)
MaARYLAND CiTATIONS PERTAINING TO DJS AND JUVENILE JURISDICTION

* §3-8A-19.1 - §3-8A-19.5. Peace order request: Describes procedures for an intake officer to file a Peace Order Request, peace order
hearings, forms of relief the order may include, service of a peace order; modification or recessions, and violations of an order.

* §3-8A-19.6. Authority of juvenile court to place a child on probation under certain circumstances — limits on probation
period: Describes limits on periods of probation based on the most serious offense committed being a misdemeanor or felony, and conditions
under which those periods may be extended. Also describes treatment of a child who has committed a “technical violation” of probation.

. §3-8A—19.7. Child not to be placed in facility for technical violation: Provides that a child may not be placed in a detention facility
for a technical violation of probation.

U §3-8A—20. Right to counsel: Specifies when a youth is entitled to the assistance of counsel.

* §3-8A-20.1.Treatment service plan: Defines “treatment service plan” and describes the procedures for development and implementation
of a treatment service plan.

* §3-8A-21. Emergency medical treatment: Authorizes court to order medical treatment in certain circumstances when child’s guardian is
unavailable or refuses to grant authorization without good cause.

* §3-8A-22. Limitations on place of commitment: Specifies the limitations on where the court may detain, commit, or transfer a youth.
* §3-8A-23. Effect of proceedings under subtitle: Describes the effect of an adjudication and disposition of a child.

* §3-8A-24. Effective period of order of commitment; renewal of order: Specifies the length of time for an order of commitment,
procedures for renewal of an order, and when the order is effective.

* §3-8A-25. Progress reports: Specifies requirements for visitation by a juvenile counselor of a child who is committed to an individual or to
a public or private agency or institution. Authorizes the court to require the custodian to file periodic reports.

. §3-8A—26. Order controlling conduct of a person before the court: Authorizes the court to make an appropriate order controlling
conduct under certain circumstances.

* §3-8A-27. Confidentiality of records: Describes confidentiality requirements, procedures, and exceptions for police and court records
pertaining to or concerning a child.

* §3-8A-27.1. Expungement of records: Describes procedure for expunging juvenile records.
* §3-8A-28. Judgment of restitution: Authorizes the court to enter a judgment of restitution against the parent of a child, the child, or both.
* §3-8A-29. Court ordered payment: Prohibits a court from ordering a parent, guardian, or child to pay fines, fees, costs, or support.

pay gap gu pay pp

* §3-8A-30. Contributing to certain conditions of a child: Describes the offense of contributing to certain conditions of a child an
§3-8A-30. C ibuting i diti f a child bes the off f buting d f a child and
provides for a penalty.

* §3-8A-32. Appointment of attorney or advocate to represent child’ interest: Authorizes a court to appoint an attorney to represent
a child’s interest under certain conditions.

* §3-8A-33. Citation for certain violations: Authorizes a law enforcement officer to issue a citation to a child if the officer has probable cause
to believe that the child is violating certain alcoholic beverage, tobacco, salvia divinorum, or marijuana possession violations.

. §3-8A—34. Rights of victim or witness of delinquent act: Refers to the rights of victims and witnesses of delinquent acts.

* §3-8A-35. Sexting as a mitigating factor in certain proceedings: Defines “sexting” and describes what the court is to consider
if a child is accused of or is found to have committed an act of sexting. If a youth is adjudicated delinquent, sex offender registration is
not required.

State Government
e Title 9 - Subtitle 35. Commission on Juvenile Justice Reform and Emerging and Best Practices

* Establishes the Commission on Juvenile Justice Reform and Emerging and Best Practices.
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Appendix |

OFrrenses UNDER ORIGINAL AbuLt CourT JurispicTioN FOR YouTH UNDER 18

AUTOMATIC ADULT JURISDICTION*
Source: §3-8A-03 of the Maryland Courts & Judicial Proceedings Article

AGE 14 AND OLDER AGE 16 AND OLDER
Serious/Violent Offenses: Firearms Offenses:
e Crimes Punishable by Life e Abduction e  Wear, Carry, Transport Handgun (CL, §4-203)

Imprisonment (i.e. murder 1* ¢ Kidnapping e Possession of Unregistered Short-barreled Shotgun
degree, rape 1* degree, and any| e Assault — 1% Degree or Short-barreled Rifle (PS, §5-203(a))
attempts or conspiracies of (CL, §3-202) e Possession of Regulated Firearm (PS, §5-133--convicted of prior
murder 1% degree or rape 1% e Carjacking & Armed disqualifying offense, etc.)
degree) Carjacking (CL, §3-405) e Minor in Possession of Regulated Firearm (PS, §5-133(d)(1))

e Murder — 2" Degree e Use Wear, Carry, Transport Firearm during Drug Trafficking

o Attempted Murder -2 Crime (CL, §5-621)
Degree (CL, §2-206) e Use of Firearm in Commission of Crime of Violence or Felony
¢ Voluntary Manslaughter (CL. §4-204)
e Rape- gud Degree e Use of Handgun or Antique Firearm in Commission of a Crime
(CL, §4-204)

e Attempted Rape —2"¢ .
e Possess, Own, Carry, Transport Firearm by Drug Felon

Degree CL. §5-622
. (CL, §3-310) (CL. §5-622) :
Abbreviations: e Possess, Sell, Transfer Stolen Regulated Firearm (PS, §5-138)
— . e Robbery w/ Dangerous Weapon =
CL= Cr_un_mal Law Article ' o Attempted Robbery w/ e Sell, Rent, Transfer Regulated Firearm (PS, §5-134(b))
CP = Criminal Procedure Article Danserous Weanon e Sell, Rent, Transfer Regulated Firearm to Minor (PS, §5-
PS = Public Safety Article g P 134(d))

CJP =MD Courts and Judicial (CL, §3-403) e Use or Possess Machine Gun in commission/attempted

e Sex Offense-- 3™

Proceedings ] commission of Crime of Violence (CL, §4-404)
(CL, §3-307(2)(1)) (E force, a e Use or Possess Machine Gun for Offensive or Aggressive
weapon, or threat of force used) Purpose (CL, §4-405)
Miscellaneous:

¢ Non-incarcerable Traffic & Boating Offenses

ANY AGE

e A juvenile previously convicted of a felony as an adult and charged with a new felony
Automatic Adult Jurisdiction —- When Transfer to Juvenile Court is Prohibited (CP, §4-202(c))

¢ In an unrelated case, juvenile was convicted of any of the above offenses (excluding “non-incarcerable traffic & boating” and excluding if adult
jurisdiction is created only by a prior, non-excluded felony offense).

o Offense is 1% degree murder and the juvenile was 16 or 17 years of age when the alleged crime was committed.

* Automatic adult jurisdiction unless the case is transferred to the juvenile court under CP §4-202
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Appendix J

PEACE ORDERS

A peace order is a court order that requires an individual to stay away from and refrain from contacting another individual. Peace orders
can be requested if an individual has been subjected to abuse, assault, rape or other sexual offense, false imprisonment, harassment, stalking,
trespassing, or malicious destruction of property. Other grounds include misuse of telephone facilities and equipment, misuse of electronic
communication or interactive computer service, revenge porn, or visual surveillance. Peace orders involving juvenile respondents are
requested through the DJS Intake Office in the jurisdiction where the alleged offense occurred, and must be requested within 30 days of the
act described on the complaint. If DJS Intake or the State’s Attorney files a request for a juvenile peace order, a petition is prepared and sent
to the court. The court will set a hearing date, and a judge will decide whether to grant a peace order against a juvenile. If granted, a peace
order can be in effect for up to 6 months.

Peace ORDER REqQuEsTs BY CouNnTty oF Supervision, FY 2021 - FY 2023

Total Peace Order Request Disapproved| Request Referred to | Peace Order Granted
Requests by DJS Intake Court by Court

Region/County |FY2021|FY2022|FY2023| FY2021|FY2022| FY2023| FY2021|FY2022| FY2023| FY2021|FY2022| FY2023

Dorchester 6 10 30 0 1 1 3 5 13 3 4 16
Somerset 5 15 30 4 6 13 1 5 11 0 4 6
‘Wicomico 0 6 31 0 0 2 0 6 16 0 0 13
Worcester 6 16 15 4 5 1 1 5 11 1 6 3
Caroline 11 7 10 11 5 10 0 2 0 0 0 0
Cecil 4 7 9 4 5 7 0 2 2 0 0 0
Kent 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queen Anne's 0 8 8 0 7 7 0 1 1 0 0 0
Talbot 2 5 5 1 4 4 1 1 1 0 0 0
Baltimore Co. 20 22 34 5 8 1 13 10 22 2 4 11
Harford 1 6 9 1 2 1 0 2 4 0 2 4
Allegany 3 5 7 1 0 0 1 3 4 1 2 3
Garrett 0 2 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 0
Washinﬁon 3 51 39 0 0 12 1 30 17 2 21 10
Anne Arundel 14 30 31 8 17 24 5 5 3 1 8 4
Carroll 26 27 27 1 12 9 13 10 14 12 5 4
Howard 2 21 32 1 10 6 1 7 12 0 4 14
Frederick 1 27 19 0 2 6 1 19 9 0 6 4
Montiomeri 19 119 122 5 51 33 11 58 66 3 10 23
Calvert 5 29 29 3 4 2 2 20 23 0 5 4
Charles 1 9 16 1 9 14 0 0 2 0 0 0
Prince George's 9 23 42 2 2 0 6 12 28 1 9 14
St. Mari’s 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Baltimore City 15 82 121 1 1 5 7 44 88 7 37 28
Total Peace Orders| 153 528 669 53 151 161 67 249 347 33 128 161
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Appendix K

CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENSES™

Crimes of Violence

Person-to-Person Offenses

Arson st Degree’ 2 Murder 1st Degree - Attempted 1
Assault 1st Degree 2 Murder 2nd Degree 1
Burglary 1st Degree 3 Murder 2nd Degree - Attempted 2
Burglary 2nd Degree 4 Erostitution - Abduct, Persuade, Entice for 1
rostitution or Certain Sex Crimes
Burglary 3rd Degree 4 Rape 1st Degree 1
Burglary - Home Invasion 2 Rape 1st Degree - Attempted 1
Burglary With Explosives 3 Rape 2nd Degree 1
Carjacking - Armed 1 Rape 2nd Degree - Attempted 2
Carjacking - Unarmed 2 Robbery 3
Child Abduction of Individual Under 16 1 Robbery with Deadly Weapon 2
Child Abuse 1st Degree 1 Sex Offense - Continuing Course of Conduct 1
Child Abuse Continuing Course of Conduct” 1 Sex Offense 1st Degree™ 1
Child Abuse - Physical, 1st Degree with Death 1 Sex Offense 1st Degree - Attempted*™ 1
ﬁ(i;lil&gAébusc - Physical, previous conviction for child 1 Sex Offense 2nd Degree™ 1
In-State Abduction of Child Under 12 2 Sex Offense 2nd Degree - Attempted™ 2
Kidnapping 1 Sex Trafficking - Felony 1
Manslaughter - Voluntary 3 %Ste(gtfflgna;zdgun in Commission of Felony or COV, )
Murder 1st Degree 1 Usc of Handgun in Commission of Felony or COV, 1

Subsequent

Offepse

Felony 2.
Abuse, Neglect of Vulnerable Adult - 1st Degree 3 Labor Trafficking 1
Assault on Police Officer 4 Manslaughter - Involuntary 3
CDS - Weapons Use 9 g@a{}%lgaslghter - Negligent Homicide by Motor Vehicle 4
Child Abuse 2nd Degree 3 Manslaughter by Motor Vehicle or Vessel 3
Child Abuse - Sell, Barter, Trade, etc. a Child for 4 Obscene Matter - Possessjon of Visual 3
Money, Property, etc. Representations, etc., Subsequent Otfense
Child Pornography 3 Out-of-State Family Abduction 5
Criminal Organization - Commission of Crime 2 Poisoning 1
Egéra)fgg{z?llr ag;%ﬁt(iﬁnv—ic%?nmmission of Crime - 1 ngg;)cvén erliitrfcz)az: icef;‘om Possession of Law 3
Cl;}g;r]}g}lﬁ%lﬁgamzatlon - Manage, Fund Criminal 2 Sex Abuse by Household Member 1
Destructive Device Possession 2 gg;(r?_if_fe%lgggggr)[)egree (Victim Incapacitated or 4
Escape - 1st Degree 3 Sex Offense 3rd Degree (w/Force or Threat)
Hate Crime or Threat to Commit Hate Crime Sex Offense - Use of Personal Identifying Information

) ) 3 of an Individual to Invite Another to Commit Sexual 3
Involving a Separate Felony Crime Crime
E;:}tglggirgnf)gartg l(;]ﬁa%gti(rfr(l)mmit Hate Crime 2 Sexual Solicitation of a Minor 3
Incest 3 Use of Machine Gun for a Crime 2
Judicial Process - Influence or Intimidate -Felony 2

“ DJS regularly updates ASSIST offenses. This appendix shows the most recent offenses, including any changes made during the last Maryland legislative session; “*The

MD State Commission on Criminal Sentencing Policy assigns each offense a seriousness category (ranging from I to VII) for purposes of MD sentencing guidelines. The

guidelines distinguish person, property, and drug offenses and utilize a separate sentencing matrix for each offense type. The DJS Offense Severity score ranges from 1

to 5, with 1 designating the most serious criminal offenses. The score is based on a combination of the MD sentencing guidelines seriousness category and offense type
designation (person, property, or drug). " Active as of 10/1/2021; ™ Offense date prior to 10/1/2017; " Offense severity changed from 3 as of 10/1/2022; " Active as of

10/1/2023
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Appendix K (cont.)

CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENSES™

Person-to-Person Offenses

Misdemeanor

Misdemeanor

Severit

Offense

++

on school prop.)

Abuse, Neglect of Vulnerable Adult - 2nd Degree 4 Egggﬁggl\;iﬂgﬁ)on — Wear, Carry, Subsequent (incl. 2
Handgun Violation - Wear, Carry with Intent to
Affray 4 Iniurcg, Kil y 2
Assault 2nd Degree / Battery 4 Elafﬁ;legnucré Violation - Wearing, Carrying Under the 5
Assault - Knowingly/ Willfully Causing Another to
Ingest Bodily Flui'g('iy Y g 4 Harassment 5
Assault Weapons - Possess, Sell Assault Weapon, etc.; Harassment - Use of Electronic Communication to
Manufacture, Possess, Sell, etc. a Rapid Fire Trigger 4 Alarm, Seriously Annoy, or Inflict Emotional Distress 4
Activator on a Minor, etc.
Assault Weapons - Use of Assault Weapon, Rapid Fire Harassment - Use of Electronic Communication to
Tri Acti in the C . faFel ) Alarm, Seriously Annoy, or Inflict Emotional Distress 3
rigger Activator, etc. in the Commission of a Felony on a Minor, etc. with the Intent to Induce a Minor to
or Crime of Violence, 1st Offense Commit Suicide
Assault Weapons - Use of Assault Weapon, Rapid Fire
Trigger Activator, etc. in the Commission of a Felony 1 Harassment - Revenge Porn 5
or Crime of Violence, Subsequent
Child Neglect 4 Hate Crime or Threat to Commit Hate Crime 4
Committing a COV in Presence of Minor 4 Elegrengﬂgeilse of an Item or Symbol to Threaten or 4
Criminal Organization - Use of Force to Coerce . .
Participationgor Prevent Leaving Organization In State Family Abduction 5
Criminal Organization - Use of Force to Coerce
Participation or Prevent Leaving Organization in or 4 Indecent Exposure 4
Near School
Deadly Weapon Misdemeanor - Concealed Dangerous 5 udicial Process - Influence or Intimidate - 4
Weapon - Wear or Carry isdemeanor
Deadly Weapon Misdemeanor - Openly with Intent to Life-Threatening Injury by Motor Vehicle/Vessel
Injure - Dangerous Weapon, Mace/ Chemical Device, 5 While Under the Influence or Impaired by 4
Wear or Carry Alcohol/Drugs, CDS
Deadly Weapon Misdemeanor - Certain Ordinance 5 Iélrﬂi;gr};;le 1%23&%,11?55}, by Motor Vehicle/Vessel - 5
- Obscene Matter - Possession of Visual
Deadly Weapon on Public School Property 4 Representations, etc. 4
Disorderly Intoxication 5 Police Officer, Resisting or Hindering, Common Law 4
Disturbing the Peace 5 Prostitution — Receive the Proceeds of 3
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 5 Prostitution — Solicitation 5
Driving under Influence CDS 5 Reckless Endangerment 4
Driving under Influence Drugs and/or Alcohol 5 Resisting Arrest 4
Driving While Impaired 5 Rioting 3
Driving While Intoxicated 5 %coxngflftcnsc 4th Degree - Sexual Contact w/o 5
Driving While Using Text Messaging Device, etc. that Sextortion - Causing Another to Engage in Sexual
Causes Accident Resulting Death, Serious Bodily 5 4
Injury Activity, etc. by Threatening Behavior
Escape 2nd Degree - Remove Monitoring Device 4 Sex Trafficking - Misdemeanor 2
Escape 2nd Degree - Secure Facility 4 Stalking 4
Failure to Appear - Connection Felony 4 Threat of Mass Violence 4
Failure to Appear — Connection Misdemeanor 5 Use of Machine Gun for Aggressive Purposes 3
Failure to Appear - Connection Citation 5 Visual Surveillance, Unlawful 5
Ghost Gun - Purchase, Sell, etc. an Unfinished Frame 4 Weapons in General - Wear, carry, or transport a 5
or Receiver without a Serial Number™ fircarm in certain areas™
Ghost Gun - Possess a Firearm without a Serial 4 Weapons in General - Wear, carry, or transport a 5
Number firearm while entering or trespassing
Handl%un Violation — Wear, Carry 1st Offense (incl. 4

" DJS regularly updates ASSIST offenses. This appendix shows the most recent offenses, including any changes made during the last Maryland legislative session. “*The MD State

Commission on Criminal Sentencing Policy assigns each offense a seriousness category (ranging from I to VII) for purposes of MD sentencing guidelines. The guidelines

distinguish person, property, and drug offenses and utilize a separate sentencing matrix for each offense type. The DJS Offense Severity score ranges from 1 to 5, with

1 designating the most serious criminal offenses. The score is based on a combination of MD sentencing guidelines seriousness category and offense type designation
(person, property, or drug). "Active as of 10/1 /2021; " Active as of 10/1/2022; " Active as of 10/1/2023
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CLAsSIFICATION OF OFFENSES™

Property Offenses

Felony Sgg'l?in S€+  Misdemeanor
Arson 2nd Degree 4 Arson Misdemeanor 5
Bad Check Felony - §100,000 or greater 3 Arson - Threat 4
Bad Check Felony - $25,000 to $100,000 4 Attempted Arson 5
Bad Check Felony - $§1,500 to < $25,000 5 Bad Check Misdemeanor 5
F:% 2CSh,eOcé<Ol;elony - Multiple w/in 30 Days (1,500 5 Breaking and Entering Motor Vehicles 5
Breaking and Entering a Research Facility 5 Burglary 4th Degree 5
gl_on_ed Wireless Phone - Possession with Intent to 4 Code Grabbine Device c
istribute, Distribution, Manufacturing or Se g
Computer Crimes - Unlawfully Access, etc. to Cause 4 Computer Crimes - Unlawfully Access, Copy, Possess 5
Malfunction, etc., $10,000 or greater* Contents of Computer Database*
Computer Crimes - Unlawfully Access for Sabotage of 4 Computer Crimes - Unlawqu% Access, etc. to Cause 4
State Gov., etc., $10,000 or greater* Malfunction, etc., less than $10,000%
Credit Card Felony - $100,000 or greater 3 Sct(;g;PGuésI: ’Cel:[lgl ,else—ss[léllg?lvvsflllg‘yoé(c)gkess for Sabotage of 4
Computer Crimes - Knowingly Possess Ransomware
Credit Card Felony - $25,000 to $100,000 4 with Intent to Introduce Ransomware into Computer, 4
etc.*
Credit Card Felony - 31,500 to $25,000 SR ccommamications Deviee ™ 1 DeIver 5
Credit Card - Unlawfully Use or Disclose 4 Credit Card Misdemeanor 5
Cruelty to Animals - Felony Racehorse 5 Cruelty to Animals - Misdemeanor 5
False Statement - Fake Bomb 4 Cruelty to Animals - Service Animal* 5
False Statement - Rumor as to Bomb 4 sclf]?;lgl %)eégérﬁ?;:t_iosrlll rgery on Dogs; Unauthorized 5
False Statement - of an emergency or crime™" 5 False Alarm 4
Forgery, Counterfeit &/or Uttering-Felony 4 False Report 5
Fraud Felony (Medicaid) 4 False Statement - of an emgrgency or crime resulting 4
Identity Fraud Felony - $100,000 or greater 3 Forgery - Prescription 5
Identity Fraud Felony - $25,000 to 100,000 4 Forgery, Counterfeit &/or Uttering - Misd 5
Identity Fraud Felony - $1,500 to $25,000 5 Fraud Misdemeanor (inc. Telecom) 5
Egggﬁ%ﬁt E}ﬁgﬂt}%%%t&%x&%fggmre/DIStrlbUte 4 Fraud Misdemeanor (Medicaid) 5
Gambling - Make or Sell a Book or Pool on the Result
Malicious Burning - Felony 5 of a Race, etc.; Establish, Keep, etc. a Building, Vessel 5
or Place for Purpose of Betting, etc.
Motor Vehicle Theft 4 Identity Fraud - Falsely Represent Self as Another 5
Railroad Obstructing 4 Identity Fraud Misdemeanor 5
Theft Felony - $100,000 or greater 3 Malicious Burning - Misdemeanor 5
Theft Felony - $25,000 to $100,000 4 Malicious Destruction 5
Theft Felony - $1,500 to $25,000 5 Possession of Dangerous or Wild Animals 5
Trademark Counterfeiting-Felony 4 Tampering 5
Verbal Threat - Extortion 4 Telephone Misuse 5
Written Threat 4 Theft Misdemeanor 5
Trademark Counterfeiting-Misdemeanor 5
Transfer Recorded Sound/Images w/o Consent 5
Trespassing 5
Unauthorized Removal of Property 5
Violation of Natural Resources Article 5

*DJS regularly updates ASSIST offenses. This appendix shows the most recent offenses, including any changes made during the last Maryland legislative session.
“"The MD State Commission on Criminal Sentencing Policy assigns each offense a seriousness category (ranging from I to VII) for purposes of MD sentencing guidelines. The guidelines
distinguish person, property, and drug offenses and utilize a separate sentencing matrix for each offense type. The DJS Offense Severity score ranges from 1 to 5, with 1 designating the

most serious criminal offenses. The score is based on a combination of the MD sentencing guidelines seriousness category and offense type designation (person, property, or drug).

*Active as of 10/1/2021; " Active as of 10/1/2023
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CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENSES™

Drug Offenses

Felony Offensgﬁ Misdemeanor S gng;: ¢,

CDS - Import Certain Amount into State 3 CDS - False Prescription 5

CDS - Using Minors for Manufacture or Distribution 3 CDS - Possession Cannabis' > 10 Grams 5

E,Ilgnsfg%?g?}rﬁ%lilﬁr(g&’. PCP, LSD, Oxy., Meth.) - 3 CDS - Possession Other 5

CDS (Cannabis") - Manufacture or Distribution of A

CDS Near Schoc))ls or on School Vehicles 3 Distribution of Inhalants 5

CDS gOther) - Manufacture or Distribution of CDS 3 Drue Paraphernali S

Near Schools or on School Vehicles rug araphernalia

CDS - Distribution (Fake CDS) 4 Non-CDS, Possession 5

CDS (Cannab'/ Amphet/ Valium /Ecstasy < 750 4 Paraphernalia Controlled - Possess or Distribute - 5

orams/ Bup./ Countrft)-Manf/Dist/PWID, etc. Cannabis . _

Receipt of Proceeds from CDS Offenses 4 léz;;a}l);lbeignaha Controlled - Possess or Distribute - Non 5
Use of Inhalants 5

Unspecified Offenses

Felony

Conspiracy to Commit Any (Felony) Offense

Misdemeanor

Conspiracy to Commit Any (Misdemeanor) Offense

Offense

Severity**

Unspecified Felony

Traffic Violation Incarcerable

Other Offenses

Citation Offenses

Unspecified Misdemeanor

Ordinance Offenses

Offense

Severity**

Child in Need of Supervision (CINS)

Offense

Alcohol Possession on School Premises 5 BB Gun/Pellet Gun 5
Alcoholic Beverage Violation 5 Discharging Firearms 5
CDS - Possession Cannabis' < 10 Grams 5 Fireworks Violation 5
Gambling - Bet, Wager or Gamble 5 Loitering 5
TormRals. Facie e than 31 Years. 0 LTy 5 Violation of Local Ordinance 5
Pager at School 5
Traffic Violation Non-Incarcerable 5
Vaporizer Violation (Electronic Smoking Device 5

Violation of Probation

Offense

Severity ™" Severity**
Runaway 5 Violation of Felony Probation 3
Truant 5 Violation of Misdemeanor Probation 5
Ungovernable 5

" DJS regularly updates ASSIST offenses. This appendix shows the most recent offenses, including any changes made during the last Maryland legislative session.

""The MD State Commission on Criminal Sentencing Policy assigns each offense a seriousness category (ranging from I to VII) for purposes of MD sentencing guidelines. The

guidelines distinguish person, property, and drug offenses and utilize a separate sentencing matrix for each offense type. The DJS Offense Severity score ranges from 1 to 5, with 1

designating the most serious criminal offenses. The score is based on a combination of the MD sentencing guidelines seriousness category and offense type designation (person, property,

or drug).

"The term “marijuana” was replaced by “cannabis”as of 7/1/2023.
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Appendix L
OTHER OFFENSES INCLUDED IN THE INTAKE & CoMMmuNITY SuPERVISION OFFENSE TYPE TABLES AS OTHER PERSON
AND OTHER PROPERTY. THE OFFENSES ARE LISTED BASED ON FY 2023 INTAKE CASES?.

The following information refers back to the Intake and Community Supervision Section’s Offense Type tables. Space was limited on those
pages, and these offenses were not able to be broken out within the tables. Below is a list of the three most common offenses categorized
under “Other Person” and “Other Property.” It should be noted that one intake case/complaint can have multiple alleged offenses.

Statewide

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 595
Affray 331
489

Region 1

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 240
Affray 100
65

Trespassing Trespassing

False Report False Alarm

Property| Person
Property| Person

Telephone Misuse
Statewide - Females

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 290
Affray 220
Trespassing 117
False Report 22
Telephone Misuse
Statewide - Youth < 13

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel
: Reckless Endangerment

Identity Fraud - Falsely Represent Self as Another Person
Dorchester County

Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 13
Reckless Endangerment 9

Trespassing 6

Prop.| Person

Motor Vehicle Tampering
Somerset County

Affray

Threat of Mass Violence

Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House

Property| Person

. | Person

False Imprisonment T -
respassing

False Statement - Fake Bomb
Wicomico County

— | o] L L] O

Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House
Threat of Mass Violence

oo | N

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel
4l Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 163
Affray 85
Trespassing 26
False Alarm

Identity Fraud - Falsely Represent Self as Another Person
Fraud-Misdemeanor

Worcester County

Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 39
Police Officer, Resisting or Hindering - Common Law 20

J Trespassing

Statewide - Youth of Color

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 478
Affray 281
Trespassing 347
False Report 41
M False Alarm 13

Property

erty| Person

M [respassing 24
9 [dentity Fraud - Falsely Represent Self as Another Person 1
B False Report 1

! Fewer than three items are listed if all offenses have been captured. More than three items are listed when there is an equal number of offenses, i.e., a tie, for the third most common

offense; additional tying offenses are then listed. For ties in first or second rank, tying items are counted as the subsequent rank.
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OTHER OFFENSES INCLUDED IN THE INTAKE & CoMMmuNITY SuPERVISION OFFENSE TYPE TABLES AS OTHER PERSON

AND OTHER PROPERTY. THE OFFENSES ARE LISTED BASED ON FY 2023 INTAKE CASES?.

Region 2

Property| Person

Prop.| Person

Prop.| Person

Person

Prop.

Region 3

Prop.| Person

Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 39 =g Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 92
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 28 2 Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 50
Reckless Endangerment 21 & Resisting Arrest 46
Trespassing 27 12 gl Trespassing 142
False Report 5 P8 False Report 18
False Statement - Rumor as to Bomb 2 E False Alarm 7
Caroline County Baltimore County
Reckless Endangerment 5 =gl Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 74
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 4 2 Resistine Arrest 15
Resisting Arrest 3 B Sre
cssting 7 Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 42
Trespassing 8 E\ Trespassing 134
False Report 2 o}
- 3 False Report 18
Cecil County 0
- . m—— =l False Alarm 5
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel &
- - - Harford County
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House n . e
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 18
Reckless Endangerment =
- (o Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 8
Trespassing %
False Report 8 Reckless Endangerment 2
Kent County _ Affray 2
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 5 *E\ Trespassing 8
Reckless Endangerment 3 g_‘ Identity Fraud - Felony - $1,500 to < $25,000 4
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 3 ) False Alarm 2
Affray 3 Region 4
Trespassing 3 g Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 114
False Statement - Rumor as to Bomb 2 ol Affray 41
Queen Anne's County & Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 19
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House E Trespassing 21
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 10 8 Telephone Misuse 3
Reckless Endangerment 3 é False Report 3
Trespassing 1 Allegany County
Telephone Misuse g Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 36
Talbot County t4ll Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 15
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 7 & Affray 10
h Dist]l(llrbing S;;:hool Activities or Personnel ; E\ Trespassing 3
. Rec eSS.En angerment .8 Telephone Misuse 3
¥ Trespassing 3 é Motor Vehicle Tampering 2
False Report 2 Garrett County
g Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 4
il Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 4
& Escape 1st Degree 3
-9
[ Trespassing 5
&
Washington County
g Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 74
ol Affray 31
& Resisting Arrest 8
Trespassing 13
i False Report 2
Identity Fraud - Falsely Represent Self as Another Person 1

Property

Distribution, Manufacturing or Sell

Cloned Wireless Phone - Possession with Intent to Distribute,

! Fewer than three items are listed if all offenses have been captured. More than three items are listed when there is an equal number of offenses, i.e., a tie, for the third most common

offense; additional tying offenses are then listed. For ties in first or second rank, tying items are counted as the subsequent rank.
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OTHER OFFENSES INCLUDED IN THE INTAKE & CoMMmuNITY SuPERVISION OFFENSE TYPE TABLES AS OTHER PERSON

AND OTHER PROPERTY. THE OFFENSES ARE LISTED BASED ON FY 2023 INTAKE CASES?.

Region 5
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel

Region 6
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel

Motor Vehicle Tampering

Property

Forgery, Counterfeit
Anne Arundel County
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel

Person

Property

Carroll County
Reckless Endangerment

Affray 131
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 64
Trespassing 93
Forgery, Counterfeit 2
Cruelty to Animals - Misdemeanor 1
Extortion by Verbal Threat 1
False Report 1
Motor Vehicle Tampering 1
False Alarm 1

Disturbing School Activities or Personnel

Burglary - Home Invasion - Breaking & Entering w/ Intent to Commit COV

False Report

Trespassing

Property

Motor Vehicle Tampering
Howard County

Reckless Endangerment

—| | ] rof o w

Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House

Resisting Arrest

.| Person

Trespassing

False Report

NN N o BN |

M Affray 131 !2 Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 43
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 70 & Resisting Arrest 37
Trespassing 101 E‘ Trespassing 47
False Report 10 °8; Telephone Misuse 3

&

Motor Vehicle Tampering
Frederick County
Disturbing School Activities or Personnel

Affray

16

Person

Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House

12

Trespassing

10

Motor Vehicle Tampering

Computer Crimes - Unlawfully Access/ Attempt to Access, etc. a
Computer or Computer Network; or Copy, Possess, etc. Contents of
Computer Database

False Alarm

Property

Fraud-Misdemeanor

Identity Fraud - Falsely Represent Self as Another Person

Telephone Misuse

Forgery, Counterfeit
Montgomery County
Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House

—_| = =] = =

Police Officer, Resisting or Hindering - Common Law

30

Resisting Arrest 30
Trespassing 37
Telephone Misuse 2
False Report 2

! Fewer than three items are listed if all offenses have been captured. More than three items are listed when there is an equal number of offenses, i.e., a tie, for the third most common

offense; additional tying offenses are then listed. For ties in first or second rank, tying items are counted as the subsequent rank.
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OTHER OFFENSES INCLUDED IN THE INTAKE & CoMMmuNITY SuPERVISION OFFENSE TYPE TABLES AS OTHER PERSON
AND OTHER PROPERTY. THE OFFENSES ARE LISTED BASED ON FY 2023 INTAKE CASES?.

Region 7

g Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 182
4l Disturbing the Peace/ Disorderly House 33
& Resisting Arrest 27
4;? l Trespassing 78
-8 Tclephone Misuse 7
de. False Report 7
Calvert County
g Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 34
il Resisting Arrest 6
& Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 2
8,'_ Trespassing 10
ol Telephone Misuse 1
Charles County
g Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 51
Al Disturbing the Peace/Disorderly House 19
& Affray 11
2 Trespassing 26
s [dentity Fraud - Falsely Represent Self as Another Person 6
é" Telephone Misuse 2
il False Report 2
Prince George's County
g Threat of Mass Violence 22
-l Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 19
Sl R cckloss Endangerment 17
E Trespassing 37
.9 Fraud-Misdemeanor 3
E False Statement - Rumor as to Bomb 3
St. Mary's County
g Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 78
Al Disturbing the Peace/ Disorderly House 5
& Affray 4
,E‘ Trespassing 5
-8 False Report 4
E Telephone Misuse 2
Region 8 - Baltimore City
g Reckless Endangerment 28
ol Affray 18
& Disturbing School Activities or Personnel 8
E‘ Trespassing 8
8 False Report 1
de. False Alarm 1

! Fewer than three items are listed if all offenses have been captured. More than three items are listed when there is an equal number of offenses, i.e., a tie, for the third most common

offense; additional tying offenses are then listed. For ties in first or second rank, tying items are counted as the subsequent rank.
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HistoricaL EvoLuTioN ofF JuVeNILE JusTiceE IN IMARYLAND
1800s

* 1830: Maryland Legislature passed “An Act to Establish a House of Refuge for Juvenile Delinquents” that created for the first time an
authority to provide “troubled children” with homes, education, and job training.

* 1850: House of Refuge opened.
* 1850-1882: Maryland built four “reform schools” for young people, governed by private boards and segregated by race and sex.

* 1866: Maryland Industrial School for Girls opened, operated under various names, finally as the Montrose School, and closed in 1988.

* 1870: House of Reformation & Instruction for Colored Children opened. It operated under various names, was renamed to the Cheltenham
Youth Facility in 1992 and became Cheltenham Youth Detention Center in 2016.

* 1882: Industrial Home for Colored Girls opened. It merged with Montrose School for Girls in 1962.

1910-1940s
* House of Refuge (opened in 1850) became Maryland School for Boys (1910) and in 1918 became the Maryland Training School for Boys.

* 1922: State Department of Education operated the “training schools.”

* 1943: State Department of Public Welfare, Bureau of Child Welfare, Division of Institutions operated the “training schools.”

1960s

* 1967: State Department of Juvenile Services came into official existence as the central coordinating agency for juvenile investigation,
probation and aftercare services, diagnostic, training, detention, and rehabilitation institutions.

* 1968: Patterson House (Group Home for Girls) opened. It closed in 1992.

* 1969: The State named the agency “Juvenile Services Administration” and reorganized it under the Department of Health and Mental
Hygiene. The agency administered all schools, youth detention centers, forestry camps, and probation/aftercare programs.

1970s

* 1970: Alfred D. Noyes Children’s Center opened in Montgomery County.

* 1972: Group Home for Boys opened; it became the William Donald Schaefer House in 1992. It closed in 2016.
* 1972: Maryland Youth Residence Center (MYRC) opened. It closed in 2007.

1980s

* 1982: ]. DeWeese Carter Center opened.

* 1985: Maryland Training School for Boys became the Charles H. Hickey, Jr. School (CHHS).
* 1987: Juvenile Services Administration became an independent agency.

¢ 1988: The Montrose School closed.

1989: The Department of Juvenile Services became a cabinet-level department.

1990s

* 1992:Victor Cullen Academy, which was a former tuberculosis sanatorium, opened.

* 1999: In November, DJS replaced its existing mainframe application, Information System for Youth Services (ISYS), with a client-server
system referred to as the Automated Statewide System of Information Support Tools (ASSIST).
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HistoricaL EvoLuTioN ofF JuveNiLE JusTice IN MARYLAND
2002

¢ Victor Cullen Academy closed. (It reopened as the Victor Cullen Center in 2007.)

* HB 1081 - Required the establishment of a community detention program.

* HB 1011 - Required the Department to operate the Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center (BCJJC) as a centralized regional juvenile justice
intake, assessment, court, and detention facility for Baltimore City and specified the powers and duties related to the Center.

* HB 962 - Authorized the juvenile court to adopt a treatment service plan recommended by the Department in making a disposition on a

specified petition, and required D]S to ensure that a plan adopted by the court was implemented within 25 days after disposition.

2003

* Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center opened in October.

¢ Under Education Article §22-305, the Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) began to assume responsibility for educating
youth in DJS facilities. This was completed in 2013.

2004

¢ Day/Evening Reporting Center in Baltimore City opened in December.

* SB 767 - Required that a child discharged from a committed residential placement receive step-down aftercare according to specified

parameters.

2005

¢ Charles H. Hickey, Jr. School ceased operations as a committed facility in July and remained as a detention facility.

* HB 1339 - Established a Child in Need of Supervision Pilot Program in Baltimore City and County.

2007

¢ Victor Cullen Center reopened in July.

* SB 359 - Reorganization and Regionalization required DJS to serve youth with specified programming that delivered services on a regional
basis.

2008
* Group Home Reform - Keeping Maryland Youth in Maryland Per Diem Reduction Initiative.

* Violence Prevention Initiative (VPI), focused on intensive supervision for high-risk youth, began in Baltimore City in January and statewide
in November.

¢ Day/Evening Reporting Center opened in Prince George s County in November.

* SB 742 - Provided that all contracted residential child care programs must post a “Residents’ Bill of Rights” in the facility and provide
residents and their parents/guardians a handbook of the policies of the provider.

2009

* DJS began its collaboration with Operation Safe Kids (OSK) to serve VPI youth in Baltimore City and Prince George’s County.
¢ Silver Oak Academy opened as a private provider serving only D]S youth.

* HB 1382 - Allowed D]JS to share juvenile information and collaborate with juvenile justice agencies in the District of Columbia and Virginia.
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2011

* SB62 - Authorized the State Department of Education and the Department of Juvenile Services to share educational records when necessary
to ensure the appropriate delivery of services.

* HB 1190 - Expanded the Child in Need of Supervision Pilot Program to include Cecil, Montgomery, and Prince George’s Counties.

* The committed female treatment youth moved from Thomas J.S. Waxter Facility to ]J. DeWeese Carter Center in November.

2012

* SB 245 - Allowed D]JS to develop a continuum of care by granting the agency the ability to move youth between committed placements
(Continuum of Care Legislation expired in 2016.

* Central Review Committee was formed to implement the terms of SB 245 and commenced its operation in July. Legislation expired in
2016, but the committee maintained the function of reviewing cases.

¢ TheTier I Human Sex Trafficking Screening Tool was adopted at the Thomas J.S. Waxter Children’s Center in March to screen for victims
of human sex trafficking and was expanded to the Alfred D. Noyes Children’s Center in December.

2013

* HB 264 - Expanded the Department’s ability to share juvenile information and collaborate with juvenile justice agencies in Delaware,
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia.

* MSDE completed assumption of responsibility for educating youth in all DJS facilities.
¢ Under-13 (U-13) Initiative commenced in Baltimore City in May.

* DJS employees received training on recognizing the signs of human sex trafficking victimization among youth involved in the juvenile
justice system.

2014

¢ The Department began screening for victims of human sex trafficking at the Charles H. Hickey, Jr. School in March.

* The U-13 Initiative expanded to Prince George’s County in May.

2015

¢ Crossover Youth Practice Model (CYPM) Initiative began in Prince George’s County in April with the intention of expanding statewide
over a multi-year implementation.

* Accountability Incentives Management (AIM) - DJS Graduated Responses Initiative was implemented statewide in July.

* SB 172 - Required eligible youth who were charged as adults and required detention to be held in juvenile detention facilities.

2016

* DJS Re-entry Strategic Plan was approved in January.

¢ Offices of Family Engagement and Equity and Systems Reform were created in February.
* William Donald Schaefer House was closed on May 26, 2016.

* VPI ended at the close of FY 2016.

* OnNovember 17,2016, the new CheltenhamYouth Detention Center opened with a capacity of 72 beds, replacing the 115-bed Cheltenham
Youth Facility.

* Federal Prison Rape Elimination Act (PREA) audits were completed, and all DJS-operated facilities were found 100% compliant with
standards.
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HistoricaL EvoLuTioN ofF JUuVeNILE JusTiceE IN IMARYLAND
2017

¢ Behavioral Health Diversion Initiative (BHDI) pilot, an initiative to screen and divert youth for mental health services funded by the
Annie E. Casey Foundation, was implemented in Baltimore City and Wicomico County.

2018

* Positive Behavior Interventions and Supports (PBIS) was implemented in DJS committed facilities in January.

* Family Peer Support Initiative was implemented in September in Baltimore City and Prince George’s, Baltimore, Anne Arundel, and
Wicomico Counties to link youth and families involved in the juvenile justice system to community resources.

* Savage Mountain Youth Center reopened as a hardware secure facility with enhanced educational and therapeutic programming.

* DJS began screening for victims of human sex trafficking at Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center and Cheltenham Youth Detention
Center.

2019

* American Correctional Association (ACA) national accreditation was awarded to Victor Cullen Center on January 12 and J. DeWeese
Carter Center on August 3.

* HB 606 - Established the Juvenile Justice Reform Council for two years.

* HB 704 - DJS joined as a partner in the Maryland Longitudinal Data System (MLDS) for research and evaluation.

2020

* The J. DeWeese Carter Youth Facility for females was closed on June 30, 2020.The youth were moved to the new Mountain View program
for females on the grounds of Backbone Mountain Youth Center. The Mountain View Program was officially opened on June 19, 2020.

* Meadow Mountain Youth Center closed on June 30, 2020.
* Savage Mountain Youth Center closed on March 14, 2020 and was reopened as Garrett Children’s Center on June 3, 2020.
¢ COVID-19 (see the DJS website for detailed information on the agency’s COVID response):

* Governor declared a state of emergency beginning March 3, 2020 that ended July 1, 2021.

* On March 16, 2020, Maryland courts suspended normal operations, with courthouses closed to the public and juvenile court
operations limited to detention hearings and certain emergency matters. Juvenile courts returned to full operational status on
August 31, 2020.

2021

* The Juvenile Justice Reform Council (JJRC) submitted its report to the Governor and General Assembly in January, and authorization
was extended through June 2022.

* COVID-19 vaccination clinics were held for staff and eligible youth.

* SB 497 - Transferred the responsibility of implementing educational programming from the Maryland State Department of Education
(MSDE) to the Juvenile Services Education Program (JSEP) Board within DJS.

* Baltimore City launched the state pilot of Roca’s Rewire Cognitive Behavioral Theory training and coaching for community supervision
staff in May.

* DJS realigned its regional community structure to directly align with the Maryland Judicial Circuits, moving from six to eight operational
regions on July 1, 2021.
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HistoricaL EvoLuTioN ofF JUVENILE JusTiCE IN IMARYLAND

D]JS participated in a Length of Stay (LOS) Policy Academy, where national experts and practitioners worked to develop clear policies to
link risk, treatment dosage, and length of stay for youth in a committed treatment facility. (See 2023 for CTM.)

Girls were housed at Mountain View until December 22, 2021 when the facility was changed to a triage quarantine unit for Western Maryland
treatment programs.

2022

SB 691 - The reform legislation recommended by the JJRC passed and was implemented June 1. (See page 16 for complete detail).

D]JS assumed full responsibility for implementing juvenile educational programming from the MSDE on July 1, 2022.The JSEP Board sets
policy for the program, while a Board-appointed superintendent implements educational services to DJS youth.

In partnership with the Roca Impact Institute, DJS received a grant of nearly $ 1 million from OJJDP to integrate Rewire Cognitive Behavior
Theory as part of an agency-wide juvenile probation transformation effort.

Thomas J.S. Waxter Children’s Center closed on March 2, 2022.

Alfred D. Noyes Children’s Center reopened on March 2, 2022, and closed for renovations on October 18, 2022.
The Hickey Shelter Care Program opened October 2022.

Victor Cullen became a co-ed facility in October 2022.

Green Ridge Mountain Quest program closed November 2, 2022.

2023

The Comprehensive Treatment Model (CTM) policy took effect on July 17, 2023.

Pending placement units were designated at BCJJC and Hickey in June 2023, where, as part of CTM, youth receive treatment services
pending their placement into committed treatment programs.

D]JS released a research data brief “Putting Youth Crime In Maryland in Context” in September 2023.
TheThrive Academy, focused on violence prevention for high-risk youth, began in Baltimore City and Baltimore County in September 2023.

In June 2023, DJS facilitated the distribution of $5 million federal dollars directed by Governor Moore to launch the Safe Summer Initiative.
Grants focused on the 12 Maryland counties with high rates of gun violence to occupy young people in safe and productive activities.

In the Fall 2023, DJS, DHS, and DPSCS began collaborating on the Community Investment Initiative, focused on identifying and guiding
investment of resources to Maryland communities with the highest number of shared clients.

In September 2023, DJS received $750,000 in Federal funding for Second Chance Act youth reentry program.

To enhance the staffing and operational structure of DJS Community Services, counties were consolidated from eight regions to five in
November 2023.

See the timeline pullout on page 9 for a graphical representation of
the Department’s historical evolution highlights since 2012.
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CommoNnLY Usep ACRONYMS

ACA American Correctional Association EM Electronic Monitoring
ADP Average Daily Population ERC Evening Reporting Center
AIM Accountability Incentives Management FAFP For Authorization of Formal Petition
ALOS Average Length of Stay FCT Family Centered Treatment
ARIMA  |Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average FFT Functional Family Therapy (an EBS)
ART® Aggression Replacement Training FY Fiscal Year
ASSIST  |Automated Statewide System of Information Support Tools | |GED General Educational Development
ATD Alternatives to Detention GPS Global Positioning System
AWOL  |Absent Without Leave GRYC Green Ridge Youth Center
BCDC Baltimore City Detention Center ICFA Intermediate Care Facilities for Addictions
BCJJC Baltimore City Juvenile Justice Center IDT Intake Decision Tool
BMYC Backbone Mountain Youth Center ILP Individual Learning Plan
CBT Cognitive Behavioral Therapy/Theory JDAI Juvenile Detention Alternatives Initiative
CD Community Detention JJMU Juvenile Justice Monitoring Unit
CDS Controlled Dangerous Substances JSEP Juvenile Services Education Program
CHHS Charles H. Hickey, Jr. School LESCC  |Lower Eastern Shore Children's Center
CINA Child in Need of Assistance MAST Multi-Disciplinary Assessment Staffing Team
CINS Child in Need of Supervision MCASP  |Maryland Comprehensive Assessment and Service Planning
CJAMS  |Child, Juvenile, and Adult Management System MCCRS  |Maryland College and Career Ready Standards
CJIS Criminal Justice Information System MDH Maryland Department of Health (formerly DHMH)
CJJA Council of Juvenile Justice Administrators METS Maryland Evaluation & Treatment Services
CMS Case Management Specialist MLDS Maryland Longitudinal Data System
CMSS Case Management Specialist Supervisor MSDE Maryland State Department of Education
COMAR |Code of Maryland Regulations MST Multisystemic Therapy (an EBS)
CcOoP Certificate of Placement OEI Office of Equity and Inclusion
Ccov Crime of Violence O]JJDP Office of Juvenile Justice & Delinquency Prevention
CRC Central Review Committee OPD Office of the Public Defender
CRIA Court Remand for Informal Action PBIS Positive Behavioral Interventions and Supports
CTE Career and Technical Education PREA Prison Rape Elimination Act
CTM Comprehensive Treatment Model PYD Positive Youth Development
CYDC Cheltenham Youth Detention Center QRTP Qualified Residential Treatment Program
CYPM Crossover Youth Practice Model RA Resident Advisor
DBT Dialectical Behavioral Therapy RAI Risk Assessment Instrument
DDA Developmental Disabilities Administration (part of MDH) | |RIAL Racial Impact Assessment Lens
DHS Department of Human Services (formerly DHR) RICA Regional Institute for Children and Adolescents
DJS Department of Juvenile Services RISE Respect, Inspire Positivity, Seek Success, and Engage
DMC Disproportionate Minority Contact RRI Relative Rate Index
DPSCS Department of Public Safety and Correctional Services RTC Residential Treatment Center
DRAI Detention Risk Assessment Instrument RTSP Residential Treatment Service Plan
DRG Data Resource Guide SAB State Advisory Board (D]S)
EBS Evidence-Based Services SAO State's Attorney's Office
244 APPENDICES




ﬂ!Maryland

DEPARTMENT OF
JUVENILE SERVICES

CommonLy Usep AcRONYMS

SHI Social History Investigation

SIS Student Information System
START  |Social Skills Training & Aggression Replacement Techniques
TAMAR-Y|Trauma, Addiction, Mental Health, and Recovery - Youth

TFC Treatment Foster Care
TGH Therapeutic Group Home
TIC Trauma-Informed Care
TSP Treatment Service Plan

VCC Victor Cullen Center
VOP Violation of Probation
WMCC  |Western Maryland Children's Center
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Absent Without Leave (AVVOL): A condition describing a youth who absconds from a non-secure residential program.

ACCUPLACER: A post-secondary assessment given by JSEP to help colleges assess student readiness for introductory credit-bearing courses
and make reliable placement decisions for students.

Accountability Incentives Management (AIM): A structured statewide system of responses to deter negative behaviors and encourage
positive behaviors of youth under court-ordered community supervision. AIM secks to reduce technical violations of supervision by ensuring
certain, fair, and immediate responses to youth behavior to promote successful completion of supervision.

Adjudicatory Hearing: A proceeding before a juvenile judge or magistrate to determine whether allegations made against a youth are true.
If the allegations concerning the commitment of a delinquent act are found to be “facts sustained,” the youth may be adjudicated delinquent.

Admission: See definitions for “commitment versus placement” and “placement versus admission.”

Aftercare: Supervision and individualized treatment services provided to youth in the community following discharge from a residential
program. A youth is assigned an aftercare worker at the time of commitment.

Alternatives to Detention (ATD): Community-based program options that provide structured supervision and accountability of youth
who would otherwise be detained pending adjudicatory hearings in the juvenile court.

ASSIST: The Automated Statewide System of Information Support Tools used as the DJS client database from 1999-2023.
Average Daily Population (ADP): Daily population of youth averaged over the number of days in a given time period.

Average Length of Stay (ALOS): Average total number of days in residential placement between admission and release. Youth detained
in more than one facility during a contiguous stay are counted as a single placement. For youth in committed treatment facilities who are
temporarily quarantined in another facility, those days are “credited” to their original facility length of stay.

Career and Technical Education (CTE): CTE courses prepare students for in-demand, high-skilled, and high-waged jobs. CTE courses
allow students to earn industry-recognized certificates, earn credits toward graduation, and gain work experience.

Case Management Specialist (CMS): D]S staff who provides case management services to youth in community and residential settings.
Case managers provide supervision, develop treatment plans, link youth with necessary resources and services, monitor progress, and modify
treatment plans as needed.

Central Review Committee (CRC): A committee that convenes weekly to hear case reviews of youth at risk of removal from a committed
treatment placement, direct changes in the youths’ provision of services, and make youth placement transfer decisions. Members include the
Directors of the Behavioral Health and Resource Offices, the Executive Directors of Residential Placements and Community Supervision,
and a representative from the Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE).

Certificate of Placement (COP): The document that reflects a youth’s placement location, services, and authorizes service payment.

Child in Need of Assistance (CINA): A youth who is found by the court to require court intervention, such as removal from the home
and placement with a foster family or relative, because of abuse or neglect by a parent, guardian, or other person responsible for their care.

Child in Need of Supervision (CINS): A youth who is found by the court to need guidance, treatment, or rehabilitation because the
youth committed an offense applicable only to children, is habitually truant, poses a risk of injury to themselves or others, or is ungovernable
(See definition for “Ungovernable”).

Child, Juvenile,and Adult Management System (CJAMS): The main DJS case management information system scheduled to replace
ASSIST in FY 2024.

Cognitive Behavioral Theory: The theory that people’s thoughts, feelings, and actions affect each other cyclically and can sometimes
keep people stuck in unhelpful patterns. The applied theory helps people identify patterns and learn skills to disrupt them. Use of cognitive-
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behavioral theory in treatment has been shown by research to reduce violence, help people cope with trauma, anxiety, and depression, and
ultimately prevent crime by changing the lives of youth involved in gangs, gun violence, and substance abuse.

Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT): A problem-focused, evidence-based form of treatment that puts into practice Cognitive-Behavioral
Theory.

Commitment versus Placement: A youth adjudicated as delinquent by the juvenile court may receive a disposition for commitment, which
is a court order placing a delinquent youth in the Department’s care, which allows for placement into an out-of-home treatment program,
but in some cases services may instead be provided in home. So not all committed youth are placed out of home. Those who are may wait
some wecks in a detention facility pending placement, so the date of committed disposition and of placement may differ. A placement to an
out-of-home program could also be the result of multiple commitments - a youth may be committed on multiple charges - and a youth may
be admitted to several programs under a single commitment order. Thus, the number of committed dispositions will not equal the number
of placements or admissions to treatment programs.

Community Detention (CD): A DJS program that monitors a delinquent child or a child alleged to be delinquent who is placed in the
home of a parent, guardian, custodian, other fit person, or in shelter care, as a condition of probation or as an alternative to detention (ATD).
Community detention often includes electronic monitoring (EM).

Complaint: A written statement made to a DJS intake officer by an individual, police agency, or another agency that alleges that a youth (or
more than one youth) has committed one or more delinquent acts or is a runaway, truant, or ungovernable and may be subject to juvenile
court jurisdiction. A complaint may also be referred to as an intake case and is an important unit of analysis in this Data Resource Guide.

ComprehensiveTreatment Model (CTM): A DJS policy developed to better match treatment services and length of stay to youth needs.
Implemented in 2023, CTM secks to enhance the youth’s experience within residential treatment programs and increase community success.

Court Remand for Informal Action (CRIA): A petition forwarded to the juvenile court that is returned to DJS Intake with the consent
of all parties prior to an adjudicatory hearing, allowing it to be handled informally as a pre-court case. At the conclusion of the pre-court
supervision, the court is notified of the outcome and either dismisses or continues the proceedings.

Crimes of Violence (COV): Offenses designated as crimes of violence in Maryland’s Annotated Code (see Appendix G for more detail).
Includes primarily felony offenses, but also some misdemeanors.

Crossover Youth Practice Model (CYPM): A program to coordinate casework of youth who are dually involved in both the juvenile
justice system and the child welfare system and foster increased communication and collaboration between the staff members of DJS and
local Department of Social Services. DJS partnered with Georgetown University to implement the CYPM in Prince George’s County in
2015. Since then, the model is being slowly rolled out in other Maryland counties.

Delinquent Act: An act which would be a crime if committed by an adult.
Delinquent Child: A child who has committed a delinquent act and requires guidance, treatment, or rehabilitation.

Detention: The temporary care of respondents who, pending court dispositions and other hearings, require secure custody for the protection
of themselves or the community, in physically restricting facilities or circumstances. A youth may be detained if a court determines that they
might fail to appear for a future hearing, continue to break the law, or pose a threat to the public or themselves. Detention may be utilized
pending a court hearing or after disposition. A youth’s detention status is required to be reviewed every 14 days.

Detention Hearing: A court proceeding to determine whether a youth shall be placed in or continue in detention. This decision is separate
and distinct from the decision on whether to proceed with any relevant Charges.

Detention Risk Assessment Instrument (DRAI): An assessment of a youth’s risk to reoffend and/or fail to appear for future court
dates used to guide whether the youth should be detained, placed in a detention alternative, or released to a parent/guardian.

Dialectical Behavioral Therapy (DBT): An evidence-based, cognitive behavioral intervention that helps individuals learn how to better
manage negative emotions, reduce impulsive and other negative behaviors, improve relationships, and improve the quality of their lives.
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DBT has four components: mindfulness, distress tolerance, emotion regulation, and interpersonal effectiveness and involves a combination
of individual therapy, skills groups, and coaching. DBT is the linchpin treatment modality in D]S facilities as part of CTM.

Direct Care Staff: An employee whose primary duty is to provide direct supervision of youth.

Disposition: The action taken by the juvenile court that outlines whether the youth requires guidance, treatment, or rehabilitation and, if
so, the nature of such assistance, e.g., probation terms or commitment. (Note: In adult courts, this is known as a “sentence.”)

Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC): A rate of contact with the juvenile justice system among youth of a specific minority group
that is significantly different from the rate of contact for whites (i.e., non-Hispanic White) or for other minority groups (See RRI definition).

Diversion: A program or practice where the primary goal is to reduce the occurrence of juvenile delinquency by diverting a youth from
the traditional juvenile justice system and providing an alternative to formal processing. Diversion may occur at various stages: Youth may be
diverted from a formal juvenile complaint (e.g. by law enforcement), diverted from formal court processing by DJS intake, or diverted from
out-of-home placement by the juvenile court.

Electronic Monitoring (EM): A statewide program providing close monitoring of youth in the community as an alternative to residential
placement/detention. Youth wear an ankle bracelet that electronically monitors their movement and compliance to established location
parameters. This may involve the use of global positioning systems (GPS).

Escape: Absconding from a secure DJS treatment program (including Youth Centers) or detention facility (including Community Detention).

Evening Reporting Center (ERC): A program that serves youth as an alternative to detention. Youth are required to report daily to
ensure the youth are monitored and get back to court for hearings.

Expungement: The removal of court or police records from public inspection. In Maryland, a person may ask a court to expunge a juvenile
record under certain criteria including: at least 2 years have passed, the person has been adjudicated delinquent one time or fewer, and the
offense is not a felony or sex offense. The juvenile expungement process includes notice to the victim(s) and the opportunity for the State’s
Attorney and victim(s) to object to the petition. More information is available at https:/ /mdcourts.gov/family/juvrecordexpungement.

Evidence-Based Services (EBS): Programs that have been found to be effective based on the results of rigorous evaluations.

Family Centered Treatment (FCT): A trauma treatment model of home-based therapy designed for families who are at risk of dissolution
or in need of reunification. It is also designed to serve youth who move among the child welfare, behavioral health, and juvenile justice systems.
During treatment, FCT practitioners aim to help families identify their core emotional issues, identify functions of behaviors in a family
systems context, change the emotional tone and behavioral interaction patterns among family members, and develop secure relationships by
strengthening attachment bonds.

Family Engagement: Family engagement in youth justice involves collaborative work relationships in which families partner with public
agency officials to plan and implement treatment for system-involved youth, as well as provide insight about the policies, programs, and
practices of the system that improve outcomes for youth and families.

Family Peer Support Initiative: A program that connects DJS youth and families at any stage of DJS contact with a family peer support
specialist who has had previous experience with the juvenile justice system. Family peer support specialists help guide a family through the
juvenile justice process, connect families to community-based services, and increase family empowerment. The program began in 2018 in
Baltimore City and Anne Arundel, Baltimore, Prince George’s, and Wicomico counties.

FamilyTherapy: A type of behavioral health intervention designed to identify and address family patterns and issues that affect the functioning
of the family as a whole, and individual family members. These may include behavioral patterns and issues, mental health and substance use
issues, patterns and styles of communication, as well as family transitions and changes.

Felony vs. Misdemeanor: In Maryland a crime is either a felony or a misdemeanor. Generally, felonies are the more serious of these
two types of crimes. However, there is no clear line for determining whether a crime is a felony or misdemeanor based on the statutory
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maximum penalty associated with the offense. Unless specified in a statute or the offense was a felony at common law, a crime is considered
a misdemeanor. Most statutes specify whether a crime is a misdemeanor or a felony. Common law crimes retain common law grades as
either felonies or misdemeanors unless changed through the legislative process. The General Assembly may choose to label a statutory crime
a felony or misdemeanor independent of the amount of punishment the statute provides. The General Assembly may also choose to change
the status of a crime from a misdemeanor to a felony or a felony to a misdemeanor.

Fiscal Year (FY): The time period measured from July 1 of one year to June 30 of the following year. FY 2023 runs from July 1, 2022
through June 30, 2023.

For Authorization of Formal Petition (FAFP): A decision by a D]S intake officer to authorize the State’s Attorney to petition the court
for formal processing of a juvenile complaint.

Functional Family Therapy (FFT - an EBS): An outcome-driven prevention/intervention program for youth demonstrating the entire
range of maladaptive behaviors such as delinquency, violence, substance use, Conduct Disorder, Oppositional Defiant Disorder, or Disruptive
Behavior Disorder. Flexible delivery of service is provided by one- or two-person teams to clients in home, clinic, school, juvenile court,
community-based programs, and at re-entry from institutional placement.

General Educational Development (GED): A four-subject high school equivalency test that measures skills required by high schools.
The four subjects are science, social studies, math, and reasoning through language arts. A Maryland High School Diploma is awarded to those
passing all four modules of the GED tests. JSEP affords all students the ability, when appropriate, and the opportunity to obtain a diploma
by exam. JSEP has Pearson Virtual University Enterprises (VUE) GED labs at the Charles H. Hickey School and Green Ridge Youth Center.
Testers are limited to three tests per module per calendar year. If additional retests are needed, the tester must wait until January 1 next year
to schedule retest(s).

Global Positioning System (GPS): A global navigation satellite system that provides location and time information for youth monitored
with a global positioning system receiver.

Group Home: A residential program licensed by DHS, DJS, or MDH to provide 24-hour supervised out-of-home care for 4 or more youth
providing a formal program of basic care, social work, and health care services.

Hardware Secure Facility: A facility that relies primarily on the use of construction and hardware such as locks, bars, and fences to
restrict freedom.

Individual Learning Plan (ILP): A document initiated when a student enters a JSEP school. An ILP documents needs, goals, and challenges
to be met to reach educational and career goals. The ILP details courses, preparations, and activities needed for high school graduation,
vocational training, or college coursework and is updated every 30 calendar days to reflect ongoing needs and progress. The ILP’s development
is based on student input and is shared with families and the local school district. The document is also used for students’ transition back to
a community school.

Informal Supervision: See definition for “Pre-Court Supervision.”

Intake: The process for reviewing a complaint against a youth and determining whether the juvenile court has jurisdiction and whether
judicial action is in the best interest of the public and/or the youth. During intake, youth and their family may be offered services. DJS has
statutory authority to screen all juvenile complaints referred.

Juvenile Court: A division of the Circuit Court in Maryland.

Juvenile Detention Alternatives Initiative (JDAI): A best practice model of the Annie E. Casey Foundation that addresses inappropriate
and unnecessary use of detention and reduces the failures of juveniles to appear in court. A primary goal of JDAl is to reduce overcrowding
in detention centers by safely maintaining youth in the community in detention alternatives without jeopardizing public safety or increasing
the number of youth who fail to appear for court.
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Juvenile Justice Monitoring Unit (JJMU): Administratively housed in the Office of the Attorney General, the unit investigates the
needs of children under the jurisdiction of DJS and determines whether their needs are being met in compliance with State law. This includes
evaluating the conditions of youth housing, reporting on treatment of and services to youth, and investigating allegations of child abuse.

Juvenile Services Education Program (JSEP): Operated by DJS since July 1, 2022, JSEP provides educational services to detained and
committed youth in DJS facilities across the state. An appointed board that includes the secretaries of DJS and the Maryland State Department
of Education (MSDE) sets policy for JSEP. Prior to July 1, 2022, JSEP was a part of MSDE.

Maryland College and Career Ready Standards (MCCRS): Standards that cover English language arts, mathematics, literacy in
history/social studies, science, and technical subjects. The standards define what students should know and be able to do at each grade level
and also align with state standards and assessments. Standards documents are formatted so that each begins with content standards or broad,
measurable statements about what students should know and be able to do. Indicator statements provide the next level of specificity and begin
to narrow the focus for teachers. Finally, objectives provide teachers with very clear information about what specific learning should occur.

Maryland Comprehensive Assessment and Service Planning (MCASP): The DJS process that uses integrated case management to
assess risks and needs of youth throughout their DJS involvement and develop interventions to accomplish the goals of public safety and youth
rehabilitation. MCASP enables DJS to strengthen individualized service plans for youth and families and match them with appropriate services/
programs, to track youth progress, and to ensure that each youth receives the level of supervision consistent with their risk to public safety.

Maryland Evaluation and Treatment Services (METS): A web-based platform that provides key case management functions, including
assessments, contacts, and treatment service planning in coordination with the DJS ASSIST system.

Maryland Longitudinal Data System (MLDS): A rescarch data center established by State law in 2010 to allow research and policy
evaluation using matched, de-identified data from the State education, workforce, and (as of October 2019) DJS data systems.

Maryland Police and Correctional Training Commissions (MPCTC): Under DPSCS, MPCTC is vested with the authority to set
standards of initial selection and training for all governmental law enforcement, correctional, parole and probation, and juvenile services
employees in the State of Maryland, and to otherwise upgrade the professionalism of these officers. MPCTC provides certification and
ongoing training to DJS staff.

MD THINK: Maryland’s Total Human-services Integrated Network is a cloud-based platform allowing multiple State agencies to share
and manage data. DJS will be joining DHS in participating in MD THINK with the upcoming implementation of the CJAMS management
information system.

Misdemeanor: See definition for “felony versus misdemeanor.”

Multidisciplinary Assessment Staffing Team (MAST): A specialized regional diagnostic team responsible for assessing and evaluating
youth who are detained and at risk of out-of-home placement, prior to disposition. Following an in-depth review, the MAST prepares security
and treatment recommendations to the juvenile court. The MAST includes psychologists, social workers, community and facility case managers
and supervisors, resource specialists, MSDE representatives, and individuals from other disciplines as needed.

Multisystemic Therapy (MST - an EBS): An intensive family- and community-based treatment program that addresses the serious
anti-social behavior of juvenile offenders. The major goal of MST is to empower parents and youth with the skills and resources needed
to independently resolve the difficulties that arise in coping with family, peer, school, and neighborhood problems. Intervention strategies
include family therapy, structural family therapy, behavioral parent training, and cognitive behavior therapies. MST is a home-based model
of service delivery.

Pending Placement: A temporary status for youth who have been committed to an out-of-home residential treatment program and
are awaiting placement, including youth removed from a committed placement. Youth may be “pending placement” in a variety of settings
including: detention facility, home, home with additional services, home under community detention and/or electronic monitoring, family
shelter care, structured shelter care, acute care hospitals, or psychiatric respite care programs.
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Petition: A formal written request filed by the State’s Attorney’s Office with the juvenile court alleging that a child is delinquent, in need
of supervision (CINS) or in need of assistance (CINA).

Placement versus Admission: A placement is based on a decision made by an intake officer or judge to place a youth into detention or a
treatment program. An admission occurs when a youth physically enters a facility either through direct placement or through transfer. Thus,
during one placement, a youth may have several admissions.

Positive Behavior Interventions and Supports (PBIS): An implementation framework for maximizing the selection and use of evidence-
based prevention and intervention practices along a multi-tiered continuum that supports the academic, social, emotional, and behavioral
competence of youth in DJS facilities. PBIS principles guide the provision of medical, behavioral health, education, and recreation services,
as well as Trauma Informed Care (TIC) and the Department’s STARR program. Facility teams use data on youth behavior to evaluate the
effectiveness of facility operations, and youth behaviors and progress.

Positive Youth Development (PYD): The intentional engagement of young people in environments, experiences, and relationships
that facilitate positive developmental outcomes. PYD in practice is an approach to working with young people that defines goals
(outcomes) based on capacities, strengths and developmental needs of young people. Young people are provided opportunities with
coresponding supports and services which result in positive developmental outcomes.

Post-Secondary Education Enrollment: The Students enrolled at JSEP schools have the opportunity to enroll in college-level courses
online through Frederick Community College, Anne Arundel Community College, and Baltimore City Community College. Students at
Backbone enroll and attend classes at Garrett Community College.

PowerSchool: The JSEP student information system (SIS) that provides real-time analytics based on student performance; creates report
cards, transcripts, and progress reports, and performs progress monitoring for grade book, attendance, reports, and state standardized exams.

Pre-Adjudication Coordination and Training (PACT): An alternative to detention program in Baltimore City that serves youth ages
14 to 17. It utilizes a youth development model and collaborates with participants, their families, DJS, and other partners to develop a plan
to address the underlying issues which lead to anti-social or delinquent behavior.

Pre-Court Supervision: An agreement consented to by the youth and parent/ guardian diverting the case from formal court proceedings.
The term is up to 90 days and may be extended to 180 days for substance abuse and mental health treatment needs by DJS or as otherwise
ordered by the court. Failure to comply with the supervision agreement may result in a formal petition being filed.

Probation: Court-ordered supervision of youth in the community requiring youth to meet court-ordered probation conditions (general
and case specific), including, for example, school attendance, employment, community service, restitution, counseling, or participation in
substance abuse treatment.

Qualified Residential Treatment Program (QRTP): A residential program that has a trauma informed treatment model that does
the following: a) addresses the needs, including clinical needs as appropriate, of youth with serious emotional or behavioral disorders or
disturbances; b) implements the treatment identified for youth within the required 30 calendar day assessment of placement appropriateness;
c) has registered or licensed nursing staff and other licensed clinical staft available on-site 24 hours a day, 7 days a weck and; d) is accredited
by any of the independent, not-for-profit organizations approved by the US Department of Health and Human Services.

Racial Equity: The reality in which a person is no more or less likely to experience society’s benefits or burdens due to their race or ethnicity.
Works to achieve racial equity meaningfully involve persons most impacted by structural racial inequities in the creation and implementation
of institutional policies and practices that impact their lives.

Recidivism: Subsequent juvenile/adult delinquent or criminal involvement of youth released from treatment programs or youth placed
on probation.
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Relative Rate Index (RRI): A measure of Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC) with the juvenile justice system. It is a standardized
tool used to assess the level of racial disparity introduced at each decision point (detention, court referral, etc.) For example, RRI compares
the detention rate for white youth with the detention rate for youth of a specific minority group. (See Appendix F).

Re-entry: A broad term used to refer to the transition from out-of-home committed placement to community supervision. Generally, re-entry
involves a plan to ensure youth are connected to school, employment, and continued treatment services when returning to the community.

Removal from Committed Placement: A youth’s removal from an out-of-home placement upon determination that the youth failed to
comply with the rules and conditions of the program. Following a removal, a youth may require a new out-of-home placement. A youth may
remain in detention pending a new placement.

Resident Advisor: D]S staff member who provides supervision, support, care, and monitoring of youth placed in D]S-operated facilities.

Residential Treatment Center (RTC): A mental health facility that serves children and adolescents with serious long-term emotional,
behavioral, and psychological problems. RTCs provide intensive services and should be considered only when services in the community are
insufficient to address a youth’s needs. In addition to Maryland RTCs, DJS uses a variety of out-of-state providers, including RTCs funded
through Medical Assistance. Treatment models vary by program focus, but all RTCs provide individualized treatment plans and structured,
comprehensive services that are treatment-oriented and behaviorally focused.

Residential Treatment Service Plan (RTSP): A structured treatment planning tool to guide treatment services for youth placed in DJS-
operated treatment programs.

Resolved at Intake: A determination by the DJS Intake officer that furthering the case by forwarding it to the State’s Attorney’s Office for
formal processing or informal pre-court supervision would be disadvantageous to the interests of the youth and to public safety.

Restorative Justice: An approach that seeks to repair the harm caused by criminal behavior by involving the community in rehabilitatin
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youth and holding them accountable for their behavior. It includes victim-offender mediation, conferencing, dialogue circles, victim assistance,
restitution, and community service.

RISE: A structured behavior motivation system used in DJS detention facilities that provides support to youth and staff, improves facility
culture, and assists youth in achieving social, behavioral, and academic goals. RISE teaches youth the importance of respect for self, others,
and environment while providing opportunities for youth to be leaders.

SafeMeasures: An analytic service provided by Evident Change that provides timely management reports and indicators to DJS case
management, supervisory, and executive staff. SafeMeasures pulls data from existing D]S databases and creates visual indicators and reports
to ensure that the agency’s requirements for effective facility operations, case management, and supervision are tracked and met.

Safety Planning Initiative (SPI): An intense supervision initiative for youth in DJS care who are witnesses to, or victims of violent acts,
or otherwise at risk of violence.

Seven Challenges: An evidence-based program for youth with substance use issues that combines process groups and journaling. Seven
Challenges focuses on helping youth make thoughtful decisions about their substance use and lives, and commit to change, as well as supporting
youth in their changes.

Shelter Care: Temporary, short-term (1-30 days), non-secure housing of youth who are awaiting court disposition. Shelter beds serve as an
alternative to detention or other short-term circumstance where family or other housing is not available.

Social History Investigation (SHI): The written study of a youth and their family that is presented to the juvenile court. The SHI
emphasizes social and legal histories as well as the following domain areas: family functioning, substance abuse, mental health, somatic health,
education, employment, and life skills.

Social SkillsTraining and Aggression ReplacementTechniques (START): Based on Aggression Replacement Training (ART), which
is an evidence-based, cognitive behavioral, group intervention for committed youth with chronic aggression, START focuses on developing
youth’s social skills, anger control, and moral reasoning,
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Terms AND CONCEPTS

Staff Secure: Residential programs where youth movement is controlled through staff supervision rather than by restrictive architectural
features.

STARR Program: A bchavior motivation program used in DJS treatment facilities that incorporates PBIS principles. STARR utilizes
evidence-based principles of positive instruction, reinforcement, and modeling, and is designed to encourage and develop pro-social behavior.

State Advisory Board: A Board that recommends policies and programs to the Secretary of Juvenile Services to improve State juvenile
services. The Board helps plan development and use of resources, and helps inform the public of the Department’s work. By law, it includes
at least one youth member who was under the Department’s jurisdiction as well as a parent or guardian of a youth who was under the
Department’s supervision. The 21 Board members are appointed by the Governor for 3-year terms.

Transfer/Reverse Waiver Hearing: A hearing in which a court with criminal jurisdiction over a case excluded by statute from juvenile
jurisdiction waives it and transfers the child to juvenile court. This is permitted if it is “in the interests of the child or society.” However, the
court may not transfer a case of any child who (1) has previously been convicted of an excluded offense; (2) has previously been waived/
transferred to juvenile court and adjudicated delinquent; or (3) is accused of first degree murder and was at least 16 at the time of commission.
The law specifies various factors that must be considered in making a reverse waiver determination.

Trauma, Addictions, Mental Health,and Recovery for Youth (TAMAR-Y): A structured trauma education group that teaches youth
to identify stress and trauma triggers. Youth also learn skills such as deep breathing and mindfulness techniques to address their reactions to
stress and trauma triggers. TAMAR-Y uses a multimedia approach that includes videos to stimulate discussion, and incorporates expressive
arts therapies that involve writing and drawing activities to engage youth and help them develop a better understanding of their experiences.
Some of the topics covered in groups include: Understanding Trauma’s Impact, Dealing with Triggers, Trauma and Addiction - How We Cope,
Keeping It Together - Containment, Who [ Am, and Connections.

Trauma Informed Care (TIC): A service delivery approach that takes into account past trauma and the resulting coping mechanisms when
attempting to understand behaviors and provide services. Trauma informed care is a framework or a lens used to recognize the prevalence of
carly adversity in the lives of youth, view presenting problems as symptoms of maladaptive coping, and understand how carly trauma shapes
a youth’s fundamental beliefs about the world and affects their behavior. In trauma informed counseling clinicians apply the principles of
trauma informed care by identifying youth’s strengths and positive coping strategies in order to assist the youth in managing stress.

Trauma SpecificTreatment (TST): Treatment services that address traumatic stress as well as any co-occurring disorders (including substance
use and mental disorders) that developed during or after trauma. Trauma Specific Treatments directly address trauma related symptoms and
Posttraumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD). Trauma Focused-Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (TF-CBT) is an example of a trauma specific treatment.

Treatment Service Plan (TSP): A document identifying treatment objectives and services that address the specific needs of the youth
and family. It is guided by the MCASP Risk & Needs Assessment for adjudicated youth, and completed by DJS case management staff when
a youth is placed on probation or into a committed treatment program. It also serves to guide re-entry planning and guides aftercare service

linkage and delivery.
Ungovernable: Being beyond the control of parents, guardians, or custodians or being disobedient of parental authority.

Violation of Probation (VOP): A hearing conducted by the court to determine if the conditions of community supervision have been
violated. AVOP is considered a technical violation if it does not involve a new delinquent offense.

Youth Charged as an Adult: Juveniles can be charged as adults in certain sets of circumstances. If a child is 14 or older and commits a
crime of violence, then the adult court has original jurisdiction. For youth aged 16 or 17, an adult charge is also possible for certain other

offenses. (See Appendix I).
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Appendix P

New RecioNAL BREAKDOWN As oF NovemBer 15, 2023

The DJS executive team evaluated various organizational designs that would enhance the staffing and operational structure of DJS Community
Services. These changes include consolidation of counties from eight to five regions.

Because these changes were implemented on November 15, 2023, they were not in place during the data collection period for this Data
Resource Guide. However, to provide contact information that will be current at the time of publication, the following table is included as a
reference. Likewise, the map below illustrates the new regional structure.

Allegamy Washington Cecil
EREE d : Harford

I:l Baltimore City Region I:l Capital South Region

I:l Central Region I:l Eastern Region
I:l Western Region

Worcester

0 125 25 50 Miles
I i I . I
Baltimore City Region: . .
Balt Cit
RD - Anjelene Branch attimore tty
Capital South Region: Calvert, Charles, Montgomery, Prince George's,
RD - Wanda Frink-Little and St. Mary's
Central Region: Anne Arundel, Baltimore, Harford, and Howard

RD - Delmonica Hawkins

Eastern Region: Caroline, Cecil, Dorchester, Kent, Queen Anne's,
RD - Jennifer Winbrow-Jenkins [ Somerset, Talbot, Wicomico, and Worcester

Western Region: Allegany, Carroll , Frederick, Garrett, and
RD - Derek Getic Washington
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