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Overview

Today’s juvenile justice system.....in a whirlwind
Oversight

» Organization

» Youth supervised

» What we know about youth and crime

v

Where the Youth PROMISE Act comes in

Alook at the costs
» What firearm violence means to taxpayers
» What prevention could mean in savings
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Year Title Impact

1825 New York House of Refuge

1839 bpartecrouse

First juvenile reformatory

Parens patriae

1870 Peaple ex rel. O'Connell v. Turner Reduction of parens patriae, necessiates separate juvenile system
899 Act to Regulate the Treatment and Control of Dependent,

1 First juvenile court s established in Cook County Neglected and Delinquent Children

1966 kentv. unicedstates Due Process in juvenle waiver issues

1967  inrecour
1967 inve winship

Due process for juveniles in waiver ssues
Evidence standard becomes ‘Beyond a reasonable doubt’ for delinquency
1971 wckeiver . pennsylvania Juvenile right to Trial by Jury not guaranteed

1974 Authorizes Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
The Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act  Funds to states th

1975 Breed v. Jones
1984 ooy, martin

Juveniles protected from double jeopardy.

Juveniles may be held for preventative detention.

2002 Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act Congressional re-authorization
2004 Yarborough v. Avarado Miranda rights apply to juveniles
2005 Roper v. Simmons Death penalty for youth under 18 unconstitutional
Assistance to formerly incarcerated persons with housing, medical care,
2008 ‘The Second Chance Act education, and job training

Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention Act Updates and expands 1974 and 2002

Youth Prison Reduction through Opportunities, Mentoring, Intervention,

Background
Daily size of the population

Type of Juvenile Justice Daily Data source
Supervision population
count
Formal 392,651 Census of Juvenile
Probation
Supervision Offices,
Informal 96,264 2005
Probation
Total 488,915
Juvenile Justice Residential 108,465 Juvenile Residential
Facilities 14,590 Facility Census
Total daily population on 597,380 Combined

probation or in JJRFs

[HE COCHRANE COLLABORATION
‘COLLEGE FOR POLICY

Regional unit A
State wide State-wide Clusters of counties, tocal unitA
executive and ! A County, town, municipality, cluster of
service providers Court districts,
judicial agencies .
Other service regions
Out of state
funding Long-term Reception and
Ll secure Diagnostic Forestry Program
+Federal Department of faciity Centers (public) (orvate)
“Private Juvenile Justice (public) 1
*Interstate —
funding Halfway house
Reception (private)
Department or Dt —
Corrections agnostic Residential
Centers treatment
(public) e - Juvenile probation
ez (private) (public) supervision office
budget -
s Long-term Juvenile
Health and human secure J— probation
services facility :7‘{;’:'_:“ satellite
(Private) s office
supervision
Public services and agencies
Public Health  Child welfare Education  Foster care Mental health ~ Social Services Police/Courts
Private, for and non-profit service providers and facilitators.
Medical specialists, Program providers

No fill = state-level budget respondents,  Yellow = budget decisions, pink fill = level of government and respondent geographic region
Blue, gray and light blue fill = supervision facilities or offices Darker blue = probation grey = could include preadjudicated
heayy blue border = could include prob

Background
Juvenile Justice Residential Facility System
Yearly population served

Second-Step
Facilities

Gatekeeper Facilities

1,228,720

721,109

Long-term
Secure
87,978

Detention
1,166,141

Shelters
62,579
RTC
146,789

‘COLLEGE FOR POLICY

Total
1,949,829
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probation or
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violation of valid
court ander

curfew violation | incorigible,

ungovernable

running away truancy

alcohol: underage  other offense
use, possessionor| illegalfor
consumption | underage persons|
only
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Physically unwell, co-morbidities normative (risk related and non-risk related)

Relative risk compared to general adolescent population

Crime is entangled in a spectrum of policy outcomes

Family

Individual
Work force
Mental health and
Health substance abuse
Service delivery
and utilization

COLLATERAL CONSEQUENCES OF INCARCERATION
—

Domains

Community
stability
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Youth in the juvenile justice
Sex, crime and supervision type

wfemale  mmale

-ommon probation placement for b

T —

Most common facility placement for boys

™
probatn] sy | rabatin] fociy.|proan] facty |orobtion| faciy |protation| acty |obaton| faciy
arson auto theft, burglary, breaking and  theft, 3 |
unauthorsause of | ey hovsehad | e il
e oing i

Historical research focus on crime

EARLY YOUNG
CHILDHOOD ADULTHOOD

INFANCY

offt 1

The Youth PROMISE Act

Provides a rational structure for Conforms to scientific
local leadership understanding
Status quo: : » Requires data-driven approach
» carved piecemeal through courts
» no current federal mandate > Supports local stakeholders
» deep-end “treatment” over front-end » Places investments where and when
prevention needed (targeted)
» complex system of loosely defined .
networks and no binding guidelines > Acknowledges lnterplavlbetween
developmental stages, risk and
YPA: protective factors
» front-end prevention that moves
multiple related outcomes
» national support for localized decisions
» allows communities to determine
assets and problems
» maintains accountability while

aximizing resources
R

)
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YPA mirrors health sciences findings on
Willingness to Pay

Prevention Treatment

Seriously underestimated:
— Public’s willingness to invest in
prevention
— Funds for support services

Politically compelling

- Exponentially more costly
- Increased loss in human productivity

YPA allows reinvestment of savings from inflated treatment costs
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What firearm violence means to taxpayers

Focus
— 13-19 year-olds (30 million on average year)
— Fatal and non-fatal firearm injuries
— Nationally representative data sources: WISQARS
* Complete accounting of deaths (vital records) N .
* Weighted large scale surveillance systems (injuries, "k

Organization

Partl:  Numbers and trends of firearm injuries and deaths
Part Il:  Medical care and related costs
Part lll: Reference points on spending
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2000-20086, United States
Death Rates per 100,000 Population
Firearm, All intents, All Races, All Ethnicities, Both Sexes, Ages 13-19 Years
Annualized Crude Rate for United States: 9.49

[E==3 Suppressediundefined I 1.26-5.63 1664939
= a40-1181 B 115825959
Reparts far All Ages include those of unknown age.
*Rates basad on 3 ratas Such rates

Froduced by: Office of Statistics & Frogramming, National Center for Injury Frevention & Control, CDC
Ll NCE Libal Siatisiics Soaien G o L L Jatic

2000-2008, United States
Death Rates per 100,000 Population
Fiream, A1intents, Al Races, Al Efwicities, B 5, Ages 1310 Years
Annuakzes de Ra s 949

T Suppressedindetned [ 0001
1 =¥

e g
b Thats (abes are bisporanaed i coustes (1ae lagend SSoml St Faset in B e bas i ok

Froduced by: Glfice of Salisticos & Frogramming, Natloaal Center for Injury Freventbon & Contrel, SO0
BCHS National Syatem o deatha; US Comaus Bureau for popalation eximates,

Percent of injuries due to violence

YEAR  Violent firearm  Self-harm firearm Total  Percent violence-related
2001 o221 1w o406 98.03
2002 &718 s soss 95.98
2003 5235 P 99.28
2008 9649 w5 104 95.12
2005 12407 s s 99.63
2006 1320 R 98.04
2007 1502 s nes 96.32
2008 16267 e 97.54
2008 10091 15 s 98.39
2010 1205 w0 s 96.17
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Death and injury rate trends per 100,000 13-19 year olds

Year death

rate
1999 1121
2000 9.98
2001 9.08 47.75
2002 9.23 4263
2003 9.1 39.75
2004 9.08 44.24
2005 95 51.99
2006 10.07 53.56
2007 9.52 55.5
2008 64.78
2009 4385
2010 49.03
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Firearm injury and death rates,
per 100,000 13-19 year olds, 2001-2007
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2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

3/2/2012

Number of firearm injuries, 13-19 year olds,
per year 2001-2002 (95% Cl)
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Firearm injury rates

rate
higher 95%
lower 95%

Male firearm injuries, 13-19 year-olds, by race

Medical dispositions, 2001-2007

—o—Treated and released
s Transferred
—e=Transferred hospitalized
= Hospitalized

== Observed unknown

10 —_——e e e ~e—Died
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Firearm injuries are mostly absorbed by Black males
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Global costs for violent deaths
Average lifetime cost per firearm death $932,254
Total combined costs $27 billion

Death, Staten 3004

Destin o Work Lona Conty

Average Tetal® Average Towdt
Al deathe: 17 83 815100000 317869 S46.370.133.000
it
soss 5w 72n000 $415.961 534 438 842 000
S203  SHASILO00  $1.09734 519.988.430.000
MM RANOWM  SLOMST MmN

55340 100,200 17566, 72000

54554 334,000
237,830,000
1.819,096,000

SM0M 51400
3% 25,000
B4 510500000

SILEST 50320000 SHSOEED 5650332000 ST STON63,000

£1.019,000 SSS0N16  5617.300.000 SESL617  SAR0,180,000

Stipiiek auTo

by 347,473,000
fas s ss.240 $334,083,000
sn P 29312000
s st
Transpori, Dif
o 11 $6,167 S0 smon

From CDC, Table 2—Cost Estimates and Number of Violent Deaths, by Intent and Mechanism, United States, 2005
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Costs of hospital-based medical care for firearm injuries and deaths for
13-19 year olds in the United States, 2005

Costs of hospital-based medical care for 13-19 year olds in the United States:

Type of injury Total in millions Average cost Total cases
Non-fatal firearm injuries $92 $11,763 7,874
$77 (violence-related )
Fatal firearm injuries $16.4 $5871 2,818 died
$108.4
Non-fatal fall $328 $18,936 17,326
Fatal falls $1.58 $17,707 88 died

Breakdown of hospitalization and
injury-related work loss costs, 13-19 year olds, 2005

Average hospitalization costs

535,000 51,400,000

$30,000 $1,200,000
$20,000 $800,000
$15,000 $600,000
$10,000 $400,000
i H = E—

50

Average lost work costs

Total costs for all:
Violent firearm injuries and deaths, 13-19 years old, 2005: $454.4million
Self-harm firearm injuries and deaths, 13-19 years old, 2005: $1.060 billion
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violentnonfatal  selfharm  violent deaths  self harm deaths violent nonfatal  selfharm  violent deaths self harm deaths

Some comparison points

OJIDP fiscal year 2012 core budget:

40  State Formula (JJDPA core requirements)

In general population $0.02
0 JIDPATitle V Prevention Grants Arrested $0.35
0  Title VIncentive Grants Court-processed $0.59
30 Juvenile Accountability Block Grants In Juvenile system $1.02

70  million total OJJDP core funds
Hospital costs for firearm injuries per day per

adolescent in the general population
Compared to: $3.84

$108.4 million on hospital bills in 2005
$7.5 billion in 2012 for federal Head Start funding
$4.2 billion in 1999 state juvenile justice costs

[HE COCHRANE COLLABORATION

OLLEGE FOR POLICY

Federal tax payer costs per day per adolescent :

Conclusions on costs

Conclusions on firearm injuries Conclusions on costs

Greatest loss is in lost wages

More spent on medical care alone for
firearm injuries than full federal
budget

Not enjoying the same drop in crime

Biggest drop felt for homicide victims
appears in early 2000’s

Moving to individual patient records to
examine whether the $104 million
per year is accessed through
Medicaid payments or unpaid
community hospitals

Spending is very much a state cost ($4.2
billion)

82% is on supervision (bulk in facility)

Like healthcare, we don’t know the true
per person cost of youth crime and
prevention

Working on Benefit Cost Analysis with
Pew Center on the States to provide
outcomes per dollar spent
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