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Planning Bodies

CYSC — County Youth Services Commission CJISI — County Council on Juvenile Justice System Improvement
. Youth Services Commission
1 | White Pat Testa Administrator X X
2 | White Tudge Kimarie Rahill PreSld.mg Judge — Family Part of the X X
: Superior Court
3 | White Joseph Bolles Fa:m%ly Dfos%on Manager (or Assistant X
Family Division Manager)
4 | White Ronald Kirk Chief Probation Officer X X
Highest elected official of County
5 | White Richard Gardner government (e.g., Freeholder/ County X
Executive) '
6 | White Richard T. Burke County Prosecutor X
7 | White Neil Gillespie County Public Defender X X
8 | White Kim Harhart County DCP&P District Manager X X
9 | White Shawn Buskirk County Mental Health Administrator X
. Dr. Rosalie S. Lamonte .
1 . ! ' X
0 | White Interim (Mary Jane Tanner) County Superintendent of Schools
. Superintendent of the County
11 | White Robert Glowacky Vocational School X
12 | White Shawn Buskirk Cgunty Human Services Department X
Director
13 | White Jill Cerullo Youth Shelter Director X
14 | White Thomas Pollio Youth Detention Center Director X
15 | White Datrell Buckner Juvpmle Famﬂy Crisis Intervention X
Unit - Director
President — Juvenile Officers
16 | White Richard T. Burke ASSOClatIOI'l or other law enff)rcexpent %
representative who works primarily
with youth/Police
17 | White Debi Meade C(_)Lmty Alcoholism and Drug Abuse X
Director
18 | Black Samantha Polanco Warkforce I.nvestment Board X
Representative

* Race/Ethnicity: White, Black, Hispanic or Other (Other represents Native American, Alaskan Native and Asian or Pacific Islander).

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Flan
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Planning Bodies

CYSC — County Youth Services Commission

CJISI— County Council on Juvenile Justice System Improvement

No|pqest, | Name&Desgnee | | PosidowRepresematve | OVSC| GHP

19 Business Representative X

20 White Kristen Williams Court I.Jla?son - Juvenile Justice %
Commission

73 White Hon. Bruce Jones Juvenile Judge — Family Part of the X
Superior Court

24 ‘White Aiana Calderon Trial Court Administrator — Family Part of X
the Superior Court

25 White Joseph Bolles Family Division Managet — Family Part of %
the Superior Court

26 White Erica Hein JIC JDAI Detention Specialist X

o7 | White Neil Gillespie County Public Defender’s Office X

28 t.e Matthew Tallia County Prosecutor’s Office X

29 White Sharon Emery Probation Division X

30 te Gary Hrynoweski Private/ Non-profit organization X
Parents of youth in the juvenile justice

31
system or youth member

32 Juvenile Justice
Parent/Family/Y outh Association

34

35

36

# Race/Ethnicity: White, Black, Hispanic or Other (Other represents Native American, Alaskan Native and Asian or Pacific Islander).
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CYSC - County Youth Services Commission

Planning Bodies

CJJSI - County Council on Juvenile Justice System Improvement

Mo

‘| Ethnicity*- |

| Name&Deigee

. Position/Representative | CYSC

CIIST

37

33

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

Total Number of Members

* Race/Ethnicity; White, Black, Hispanic or Other (Other represents Native American, Alaskan Native and Asian or Pacific Islander).

20182020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Planningz Bodies
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PLANNING PROCESS
WARREN County

Instructions

This section will allow you to describe to the public your county’s planning process regarding identifying
the needs of youth in your county. Your answers to each of the following questions should describe your
county’s planning process, not the results/outcome of the planning process. Answer all questions using
this form.

1. List the County Youth Services Commission meetings held in 2017:
The Warren County Youth Services Coordinating Council held regular meetings on 02/02/17,
04/06/17, 06/08/17 and 08/10/17. Remaining regular meetings to be held on 10/05/17 and
12/07/17.

Education Partnership Committee mectings were held on 03/03/17, 05/30/17, and 07/25/17.
Remaining Education Partnership meetings to be held on 09/06/17 and we have a Warren County
Teachers In-service Presentation on “Creating Trauma Sensitive Schools” planned for 10/09/17.

Two Planning Committee meetings were held (08/01/17 and 08/02/17) to review the data and
system changes. Representatives from various systems participated and shared information related
to their area of expertise.

Allocation Committee meetings will be held in mid-October, 2017.

2. Describe the planning process for this Comprehensive Plan for all points of the continuum,
indicating the planning activities that identified needs or service gaps. Also, indicate any policy or
practice changes you have made at each point in the continuum based on your 2018-2020 Plan
recommendations.

Prevention: The Youth Services Coordinating Council discusses Warren County data and
current trends at each meeting. The CJISI Education Subcommittee held a 2-day Workshop in
March for Warren County teachers on Classroom Behavior Management to reach and teach
students who display resistant and defiant behaviors.

Diversion: The Youth Services Coordinating Council discusses Warren County data and
current trends at each meeting. Station House Adjustments were discussed and are continuing
to expand in the county.

Detention: The Youth Services Coordinating Council discusses Warren County data and
current trends at each meeting. High need, low risk youth and unaffordable fines have been
discussed.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Planning Process
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Disposition: The Youth Services Coordinating Council discusses Warten County data and
current trends at each meeting, JDAI data is reviewed regularly. Through the planning
process, the recommendation was made to discontinue the Community Service Program at The
Highlands Project due to low referrals.

Reentry: Aftercare; The number of releases are very small in Warren County. These
transitions are planned for on a case-by-case basis.

Comments:

3. Use the table below to describe any additional data or information other than that provided by the
JIC (i.e. JIC Residential and Commitments Data, Detention Statistics Report, etc.) used in your
county’s planning process. Attach any additional information you used (i.e., surveys, data, articles,
questionnaires, etc.).

Point of Description Source Timeframe/ How was the data used?
Continuum Year(s)
Diversion Ex: Municipal Arrest State Police, Jan — Dec To focus on municipalities that had
Uniform Crime 2015 high arvest for youth.
Report

To understand from youth
perspective what services they
need fo be successful,

¥YSC funded February

Disposition Survey programs 2016

Comments: No additional data was used.

4, If you are a JDAI site, list topics and discussion points that were shared between the Youth
Services Commission and the County Council on Juvenile Justice System Improvement and any
activities that helped to facilitate the completion of this Comprehensive Plan.

The Youth Services Coordinating Council and the Council on Juvenile Justice System
Improvement coordinate together to maximize efficient and effective use of Partnership and
JDAI Innovation Funds to lead Warren County's youth services efforts. These overlapping
councils strengthen the collaboration between the education system, the juvenile justice system and
community agency professionals.

Working closely together facilitates communication with both groups and includes sharing of data,
patterns and trends emerge, and recommendations to coordinate services for youth are discussed

and planned.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Planning Process
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This year's topics included: reaching and teaching students who display resistant/defiant behaviors,
adverse childhood experiences (ACES), creating trauma sensitive schools, the nurtured heart
approach, and high need, low risk juvenile offenders. Best practices are identified and efforts to
strengthen family engagement and the need to support families have been discussed and we plan to
implement identified resource support opportunities for youth and their families in the court
system.

Based on teacher survey results, The CJISI Education Subcommittee’s Classroom Behavior
Management Workshop for educators provided teachers with tools for Classroom Behavior
Management.

. Describe efforts made by the YSC to seek additional funding to supplement the funding received
through the Partnership/Family Court Program.

Youth Services Administrator has subscribed to the email notification list at grants.gov. Grant
notifications are reviewed regularly for possible funding opportunities.

Additional Comments;

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Planning Process
Page 3 of 3
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DELINQUEN CY PREVENTION
 ANALYSIS QUESTIONS

> When answering questions regarding trends, describe whether any change has
occurred, the direction of any change (e.g., increase/up, decrease/down), and the size of
any change (e.g., small, moderate, large).

> When answering questions regarding rank orders, draw comparisons between
categories (e.g., using terms like least/smallest, most/laxrgest).

DEMOGRAPHICS

1. Using the data in Table 2 (County Youth Population, ages 10-17, Row 3), describe how
the male, female, total youth population has changed between 2012 and 2015,

The total youth population decreased by 5.9%. Males decreased by 8.2% and females decreased by
3.4%.

2. Insert into the chart below the youth population by race and ethnicity beginning with the
group that had the greatest number of youth in the year 2015.

T Non-Hispanic 9,984
- 2| Hispanic 1,305

3. Insert info the chart below the youth population by race and ethnicity beginning with. the
group with the highest % change between 2012 and 2015,

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Delinquency Prevention
Page I of 10




Ranking of Total County Youth Population by Ethnicity,

2 | Non-Hispanic

4. Using the information in Question 1 and the ranking charts above, what does this
information tell you about your county’s overall youth population by gender, race and
ethnicity in 20157 How has population changed since 20127

The total population of youth in Warren County has decreased from 2012 to 2015 with a higher
decrease in males. The population of black youth has increased 15%. There was a 7.7% decrease

in the population of White youth. Other youth increased by 5.3% and Hispanic youth increased by
11.8%. The county is becoming more diverse..

NATURE & EXTENT OF DELINQUENCY

JUVENILE ARRESTS

5. Using Table 5 (County Juvenile Arrests by Offense Category, Row 8), describe the
overall change in delinquency arrests between 2012 and 2015,

The number of arrests decreased 21.3% from 2012 to 2015,

6. Insert into the chart below juvenile arrests offense categories beginning with the category
that has the greatest number of arrests in 2015.

‘Rank |~ OffenseCategory | Number =
1 | Property 52
2 Drug/Alcohol 46
3 Violent ‘ 26
4 All Other 21
5 Public Order & Status 19
6 | Weapons 5
7 Special Needs 5

7. Insert into the chart below juvenile arrests offense categories beginning with the highest
% change between 2012 and 2015.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Delinquency Prevention
Page 2 of 10




1 Public Order & Status

2 All Other -48.8% 21
3 Weapons -44 4 5
4 Drug/Alcohol -31.3 46
5

6

7

Special Needs -28.6 5
Property -16.1 52
Violent -3.7 26

8. Using the information in Questions 5 and the ranking charts above, what does this
information tell you about your county’s overall juvenile arrests in 20157 How has
juvenile arrests changed since 20127

Overall, juvenile arrests decreased 21.3% from 2012 to 2015. The largest percentage change was
an increase in Public Order & Status from eight in 2012 fo nineteen in 2015. Weapons offenses
had the second lowest percentage change, from nine in 2012 to five in 2015,

Even though Property and Drug Arvests have decreased, they still remain the top two reasons that
Juveniles are arrested.

Disproportionate Minority Contact And Racial And Ethnic Disparities

9. Looking at data worksheets Table 6 and 7 (Total County Youth Population compared to
Juvenile Arrests by Race), describe the % of youth population arrested for 2015 (Column
F) by Race and Ethnicity.

In 2015, 2.3% of the White population of youth were arrested, 5.6% of the Black youth population
were arrested, and 3.6% of the Hispanic youth population were arrested.

10. Insert into the chart below Juvenile Arrests in 2015 by race and ethnicity, beginning with
the group that had the greatest number of arrests.

: Rankmg ofJuvemleArrestsbyRace ——
Rank | - . Group © .| Numl
1 White 129
Black 44
3 Other 1
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Non-Hispanic

Hispanic

11. Insert into the chart below Juvenile Arrests between 2012 and 2015 by Race and

Ethnicity, beginning with the group that had the greatest % change.

66.7

dthei‘ | 1 |
2 White ~27.5 129
3 Black 10 44

" Ranking of Juvenilo

Arrests

by Ethnicity; 2012 and 2015

| | Hispanic -61.3 12
2 | Non-Hispanic -14.7 162

12. Using the information in Quéstions 9 and ranking charts above, what does this
information tell you about your county’s overall juvenile arrest by race and ethnicity in
20157 How have juvenile arrests by race and ethnicity changed since 20127

Arvests of White youth decreased by 27.5%. Arrests of Black youfh increased by 10%., Arrests of
Hispanic youth decreased by 61.3%.

VIOLENCE, VANDALISM, WEAPONS, AND SUBSTANCE ABUSE IN COUNTY
SCHOOLS '

» TFor Questions 13-15, use Table 8 (Violence, Vandalism, Weapons, and Substance
Abuse in County Schools).

13. Look at the Total of School Based Incidences (Row 5) and describe the overall change in
the total school based incidences over the academic periods, 2012-2013 and 2015-2016.

Overall, school incidents decreased by 27.6% from the 2012-2013 to 2015-2016 school years.
Incidents of violence increased 12.2%. Incidents of weapons decreased by 61.9% and incidents of
substances decreased 67.2%.

14. Tnsert into the chart below school incidences beginning with the category that has the
greatest number of incidences.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Delinquency Prevention
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1 Violence 83
2 Substances 21
3 Vandalism 11
4 Weapons 8

15. Insert into the chart below school incidences beginning with the highest % change
between the academic periods 2012-2013 and 2015-2016.

1 Substances -67.2 21
2 Weapons -61.9 8

3 Violence 12.2 83
4 Vandalism 0 11

16. Using the information in Question 13, and ranking charts above, what does the
information tell you about your county’s overall school based incidents over the
academic period 2015-2016. How has school based incidents changed since the academic

period 2012-20137

Incidents of Violence have increased. Incidents of Weapons and Substances have decreased.
Incidents of Vandalism remained the same.

t & EXTENT OF COMMUNITY FACTORS
THAT PUT YOUTH AT RISK

NATURI

ENROLLMENT IN AND DROPOUTS FROM COUNTY SCHOOLS

> For Questions 17 use Table 9 (Enrollment in and Dropouts from County Schools).

17. Look at the % Change Over Years (Column E) and describe how enrollment in schools
and dropouts has changed between academic periods 2014-2015 and 2015-2016.

Total enrollment in county schools has decreased -0.02%. Dropout rate decreased
0.4%.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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COMMUNITY INDICATORS OF CHILDREN AT RISK

» For Questions 18, use Table 10 (Community Indicators of Children At Risk).

18. Insert into the chart below the % Change Over Years (Column II), from largest to
smallest.

1 Child Abuse/Neglect Substantiations 173
2 Children Receiving TANF 343
3 Birth to Teens 36
4 Children Receiving NJ SNAP 3261

19. Using the information in the above chart, describe how the community indicators of
children at risk changed over a period.

Commumnity indicaiors of children at risk have all decreased.

20. Using information from your county’s Municipal Alliance Plan, describe the overall risk
and protective factors for each domain. How was this information used in your planning

process?

The 2014-2019 GCADA driven needs assessment no longer identified risk/protective factors and
domains to determine the local substance abuse prevention priorities. Municipal Alliances
priovitized problems based on the level of need substantiated through strong data, as well as, the

community readiness to take on the problem.

In Warren County, eight out of twelve Alliances chose Problem Drinking as the problem statement
in their logic model and four alliances chose lllicit Drug Use.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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IMPLICATIONS FOR
DELINQUENCY PREVENTION PLAN

Extent of Need (overall increases or decreases in population, arrests, incidents in school and
community indicators)

21. Taken collectively, what do the increases and decreases in the answers to Question 1
(changes in youth population), Question 5 (changes in overall juvenile arrests) and
Question 13 (Total of School Based Incidents), tell you about how your County’s overall
need for prevention programs/services have changed in recent years?

The total population of Warren County has decreased by -0.6% from 2012 to 2015. The youth

population decreased by 5.9%. The number of arrests decrease 21.3% from 2012 to 2015. Overdll,

school incidents decreased by 27.6% from the 2012-2013 to 2015-2016 school years. Incidents of
violence increased 12.2% while incidents of weapons decreased 61.9% and incidents of substances
decreased by 67.2%. Assuming no difference in reporting policies, this data indicates that efforts
toward prevention have been successful except for the small increase in incidents of violence.

Even though property and drug arvests have decreased, they still remain the top two reasons that
Juveniles are arrested.

Nature of Need {(specific changes in the nature of populations, arrests, incidents in school and
community indicators)

22. Based on the answers to Question 12 (nature and change in the nature of delinquency
arrests), Question 16 (nature and change in the nature of school based incidents),
Question 19 (change in the nature of community indicators), and Question 20 (highest
priority risk factors), which offense categories and which indicators of youth at risk seem
reasonable to address through your County’s delinquency prevention programs/services?

Arresis of Black youth increased by 10%. School based incidences show violence has increased
12.2%. Community indicators of children ot visk have all decreased.

It seems reasonable to address the increase of violence in schools, as well as, the disproportionate
number of Black youth arvests through our delinquency prevention programs/services.

23, Looking at your answers to Questions 9, what does this information tell you collectively
about the youth population and juvenile arrests in your county by race and ethnicity at
this point of the juvenile justice continuum within your county?

In 2015, 2.3% of the White population of youth were arrested, 5.6% of the Black youth population
were arvested, and 3.6% of the Hispanic youth population were arrested.

This data indicates that there remains an overrepresentation of minority youth in the juvenile
Jjustice system and seems reasonable to address this disparity through our delinquency prevention

programs/services.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need — Delinquency Prevention Programs
24. Was additional data, not provided by the JIC, used in your county’s planning process? (If

other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.

What does any other available data tell you about how your County’s overall need for
prevention programs has changed in recent years and which offense categories and which
indicators of youth at risk seem reasonable to address through your County’s prevention
programs/services? Are there additional data that relates to Disproportionate Minority

Contact or Racial and Fthnic Disparities?

No additional data was used.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Delinquency Preveation
Page 8 of 10




0130 6 982
nopuaAaI Aomanburia(r - suonsend) sSARTY

e[ DS A Auno) satsuayaidmoe) 970Z-8102

&TINOA pajenits AJIB[IUIIS I0J SAUWIOMINO JBIITHIS SINSUS 0} JOPISU0D AJUNoo INOA
PINOM. SSIF91eI)S IO SUOHEPUSTITIONNI TR A\ (AIOTUle PUe 20.l Jo sue] oy ydnom sonoeid pue Lo1jod uonuessiq Aouenburfacy
0] SpIeer TM SSEUT AJUnod INOA pMom se1derens 10 SUONBPUSUIIOIAI JBUAM $7 PUE €7 SUONSINY) 0} SIomSue Mok 1 JumjooT ‘97

SIUDUIMIO.)

IOWIEsI ], TIURMAQ) PUE SJUOWISSIsTY SSNqy 20Uelsqng
SupuUN SNUNU0D 0} SPEUT A TOLRPUSIIIO0s] 9],

“TOT2ORPYH 9SNqY
SOTUBISGNY FUSISI[OPY [PUONIPPE epiacid o sterdord
A1UN09 FUNSTXS YHM 1044 0] SPRTI SEM TOHEPUSUITIONs]

wrd gg:9 — ‘wrd (g Jo smoy
o7} W9938q PISY 9Q 0] TIRCA ST 18 J0T WeIZ0L] Uoesnsy
00708 121y Uk I0] SPETH SeM UOHBPUSTITIOal 34,

"SIIADIOTT [OOTDS PUE JSSLIE JO
asnes Jasnbaly jsow a1 21 ofewmep Auadord puwe esnqe
90UEBISONS JEY] SMOTS BIEP JUSPIOW [00TDS PUR BIED 1521y

$1531TY a5BwR(] AJG01J/s5NqY SoUrISqny

"serg pondury

o Fururer) SWe)sAs SS0I0 203 SPRLI SEM TOLRPUSTINIodal
YV "DOSA Ao Usites 951 03 wieouod 1813 Jo 5T
Eﬂm%m mommsm sinusAn ot moﬁﬁmﬂw [BIDBI G ONSST ST,

*040] PesEaIdW
InoA Noe[d JO §1senry AUmoD WeIe M TT $T0Z 01
7107 WO 9451 posesiduy yinok yoerg yo nonemdod sy

INOA ¥or[d I0] §)S91TE STUSAT[ U] SO)ITRASIp [RI0EY

DassaIppe | _
99 0p deg ao1AT0s Ho%mm P Bﬁm

werd worueasid sreanf s A1unoy) mox 10 suoyepuowrtIoseI mok 151y “ded 901A1es 10/pUR PO T
s1r0ddns Jey; B1ep S 931D "pessaIppe oq 0} dBS S0TAISS I0/pUB POSU ST Q18IS b7 PUR 77 ‘17 STOLSONY) 0] SI2MSTE Mok 1 SUnjo0T ‘¢7

SNOLLVANININOD T




013001 958
uonuaAL] AowanbuifacT - SuOnSeny) sisARuy

wd DS X AunoD sapsueyardwe 0702-810T

ISIUBUOD)
TINOA AMA S Suaumstpy asno] uonelg I10f senruniroddo oures oY) 9ARY [INOA AJLIOUINI JBT]) 9MSTO
ISTW 94 PUE UOHEBONPS YINOI} weisAs 2ousnf S[ruaan( o) ur ymod ALIourin Jo uoreiueserdolios0 o) SSIppe 1SnW AUno) TOLE M



Section 6




8301
TOISISAICT - $199YSI0 A BI8(T
W[ DA SABTSYaIdme) $102-210T

SI0Z pup 107 ‘T[0T ‘(asiap #ap) 1iodey suilD) wiofiur) 50mog

%ETT, %001 pLI %001 781 %001 g |SEHNAAL mm%m%%mwm
%0001~ %00 0 %91 : %TE L P — EHMMMM
10/ AICT %0°0 0 %0°0 0 %0°0 0 Aoty 30H[0d JOIO 0} paTIey
%0°0 %9°0 I %0°0 0 %S0 I AoueSy oTeflop 0} porafey
%E1T- %0'LL vel | %L 651 %E'89 IST o Eownwmw%,%mw mwm%m
%PTT 6¢ %0°CT ov %I'8T 79 @WMWW@MWMMMWM

ST0T PU® $0T 107 9UAL SuonIsedsi( Aq Apo3sn;) 0ju UANE.[, SITUSANL JO UONISOASIq 9910 T F1qE L,

INHIWIDIOANT MVT

SHSYD ELYFAIA 40 INALXT ¥ TINLVN




9307
UOCISISAT(] - S190TSIIO M BB (Y
weld DS A SARTRYRIETO]) $107-710T

"CI0Z PUD $10T TIOT ‘SIRO0D 241 fo 33D aeipSIuupy 5oamog

%T 0T %001 §L %001 601 %001 ¥6 AVOTESYD TVIOL

%0°00T- %0°0 0 %070 0 %11 I BUO

o4

%0°001~ %070 0 %00 0 S%L'T1 IT 0} POLISATD SSURTJO0 SUOSIa

AJIopI0SI(T AN J/A[IPPIOSI(T

%0°19- %L'0E £e %6°SY 0s - %87C9 65 Aomenzy,

. . ) _— SINOY {7 UBY} SIOW IOT S[FERAN/]

%0°0S %0 € %60 I %1'T [4 ® £q 90T9SqE PIZHOTINET

. : . . srrzean{ pue werpiens/jusred

%eeel %€E'59 6V %T'LS 8% %ETC i 824104 JOIFUOD STIOLAG
aan{ J0 A3o7es TeorsAyd/Sur

i0/ATaH %00 0 %0°0 0 %0°0 o |PTEeATiIo Mages potsid/Ausg

~[944 9} 0] J89IT) SNOLIDS

e _ P10 ,
STO0T Pue 107 ‘2107 ‘A10303e)) Aq peofese)) NIDJ "Z 2IqeL

(AID4) LINO NOLINTATALNIT SISTID ATIAVA



gjog
TOISIAAL( - SIOYSHIOM BIR(T
e[ DS A SAISTITRIdmos #10T-710T

%l 61 %001 1e1 %001 (474 %001 011 STVEIHAHE "TVIOL
. oo ! . SATAURE Y
7%9¥6 % €8 601 ST L6 S¥e %605 9s SPISINQ ISTO) 01 SPET S|BLIAFSY
e . . . weidoid esngy
7t €81 %0°El Ll Yv'T 9 %S5 9 SOUTISQNS 0} SPEU STBLISISY
%8¢ S 1 %9 ey 8y SAA ©F SpEW S[BIIRISY

S10T 0T 10T

*S10T PUE $T0T ‘TTOT “9dLT, [L10§oy Aq s[eltafoy] NIDA "B FIqEL

ST0Z PUB $ 10T ‘TT0Z SN0 8410 30l saunsiupy 50nog

907051 %001 01 %001 01 %001 ¥ T T SNOLLILHd T¥.LOL
%0°00¢ %0°0F % %0709 9 %0°ST I QWOH-JO-30
%0°001 9 %0°0% ¥ %0°SL £ SISLX)) AJFUe,]/So]IueAn]

STOT PU® pT0T “TI0T 2dAT, woynsd Aq PIIf suonued NIDA "€ °IqeL




9it¥
UOTSISAI(] - S398USIOM BTR(]
uBld DA sarsusyRIdwo) $107-710T

paiodaa 39 upa 309 U0 L0 SpLiafad spdiim, ’ ‘CI0Z pur 717 warsds Sunyonly pappwomy (g 'SLmoy) a1 jo so1f0) aMIDASIEPY [30.M05 .




930¢
TOTSIOAICT - SI99YSIO A BIZ(T
UId DA samusyerdwo) $y10Z-7107T

AB0jopotIapy pun VIO PaUnbaL 355 4ufy "CTOZ U ¢ 107 wapsy Bupprdl papmuainy ARumsT 'SLR0S) 2yl [ 001 sALDASHINEY [B0m05

%8 - %6°ST- %098 | 091 981 %699 | 891 152 201,
%0008 | %00s" | %0006 . 6 1 %005 |1 C lile
%EEE- | %ET9 | %0001 |zl zZ1 %1'8S | 81 143 orwedsTH

%0°0 %0°01 %LTL | TE ¥y %008 | ¢g o Soerg
%5°8" %68 QA
-1 03 STRLIAIOY
0 ‘ baaﬁﬁsﬁ
mHQ ¢ mogawm_“\@oé knnm §189.00Y IfIuRANf 0} H.QHNQEQQ tﬁco IIUALLL O} Amwgm b?m.Zu mﬂwhhm_wam —.NPO_H .0,_\«. QMQ.N,H_ - ‘ .

KBojapoapy pup Bio pa.onbad 335, 'STOZ pu {102 WSS Bupyon.j, parpucIy Q1an g 'S1mo;) syt fo soyly) sapasiuguipy :20.mog

%8~ %0°00T | 091 %0'00T | 891 s[eLIs]ey JE0],
%0°008 %9°S 6 %90 I +1BTO
%E EE %SL. |2l %L 0T 81 oruedsIEy

%00 %0°0T z€ . %061 43 SoRrg
%S 8- %699 LOY
0 107

STOZ puE T107 *ARmgyy/eoey Aq 100D I[Iudany .3 (sSopy AaN) S[eLIFTY [¥I0L "qp 2IqE],




ABojeporzapy puv DO PoLnBEL 908 sufn

gJo9 -
TOLSIDAL(T ~ SISRYSIC AN BIB(]
uR[d DSA sASUSTRIdme) $107-2102

CTO¢ UL 7107 warsdy Suryov4] pappwomy duum.d sunos oy fo aofo DL BOL0F

Y& LT

%6°15

%E0¢

%S T %6 ST %6°5S 701 981 %167 €L 152 Tel0],

I0/AIQ# | %0705 %0006 |6 I %0°0 - z +2TO
%E €L %E19- %L 99 8 Al %t 61 9 £ oruedsTy

%8'€S %0701 %S 'S 0Z a4 %S'TE €1 o el

SOM

Spmmgeoey

*Ayorm3a/e0ey Aq 8189.Lry omuoba.m 0} @ah«wioo motuwﬂm. .mu.mmo. o.mn,&:_ r ﬁw.o‘H ..nm

SqEL

ST0Z PUE TI0T
AZojopoyrapy puv vID paunbal 335, ST0Z Pup Z1GZ wiaisag SUap.f peipuomy djpund ‘spmo) e fo 200 s astuuipy ea.mog
%S T %0°00T | %01 %0001 | €L SeSB)) Tej0],
10/ATCE# %L'8 6 %0°0 - +10T0
%EEE %L'L g %T'8 9 oruedsrpy
%87 €S %T61 0z %8 L1 €1 yoelg
%P 79 I

10T

£10T PUB Z10T

AIOTay) /9% Aq POLIOAL] SaSE,) SIIUSATIL B30, ‘65 O[qEL,




"DIVERSION
 ANALYSIS QUESTIONS

> When answering questions regarding trends, describe whether any change has
occurred, the direction of any change (e.g., increase/up, decrease/down), and the size of
any change (e.g., small, moderate, large).

» When answering questions regarding rank orders, draw comparisons between
categories (e.g., using terms like least/smallest, most/largest).

NATURE & EXTENT OF DIVERTED CASES

LAW ENFORCEMENT STATION HOUSE ADJUSTMENTS

> For Questions 1-2, use Table 1 (Police Disposition of Juveniles Taken into Custody by
Dispesition Type).

1. Look at the Total Police Disposition of Juveniles (Row 6) and describe the overall change in
police disposition of juveniles between 2012 and 2015,

The number of juveniles taken info custody by police decreased 21.3% from 2012 to 20135,

2. Look at Cases Handled within Department and Released (Row 1) and describe the overall
change in police diversion of juveniles between 2012 and 2015.

The number of cases handled and veleased decreased 37.1% from 2012 io 2015.

FAMILY CRISIS INTERVENTION UNITS

> For Questions 3-7, use Table 2 (FCIU Caseload by Category, 2012 and 2015).

3. Look at the FCIU Total Caseload (Row 7) and describe the overall change in the FCIU
caseload between 2012 and 2015,

The FCIU caseload decreased 20.2% from 2012 to 2015.

*See Additional Data in Section 11
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4, Insert into the chart below the FCIU caseloads beginning with the category that has the
greatest number of cases.

Serious conflict between parent/guardian and juvenile
Truancy 23
Unauthorized absence by a juvenile for more than 24 hours 3
Serious threat to the well-being/physical safety of juvenile 0
Disorderly/Petty Disorderly Persons offense diverted to 0

0

FCIU
Other

5. Insert into the chart below the % Change in Number of Cases column (Column G), between
2012 and 2015, from largest to smallest.

2 Truancy

5 Unauthorized absence by a juvenile for more than 24 50 3
hours

4 Other 0 0

5 Serious threat to the well-being/physical safety of 0 0
juvenile

6 Serious threat to the well-being/physical safety of 0 0
juvenile

6. Using the information in the ranking charts above, what does this information tell you about
your county’s overall FCIU caseload in 20157 How has FCIU caseloads changed since 20127

Referrals to FCIU decreased by 20.2%. While overall referrals did decrease since 2012, numbers
are still high in the Categories of Serious comflict between pavent/guardian and juvenile and

Truancy.

*See Additional Data in Section 11

> For Question 7, use Table 3 (FCIU Petitions Filed by Petition Type).

7. Look at the Total Petitions Filed (Row 3), and describe the overall change in FCIU filings
between 2012 and 2015.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questiens ~ Diversion
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The number of petitions filed by FCIU increased by 150% between 2012 and 2015.

> TFor Questions 8-11, use Table 4a (FCIU Referrals by Referral Type).

8. Look at the Total Referrals (Row 4) and describe the overall change in FCIU referrals
between 2012 and 2015.

From 2012 to 2015, FCIU referrals increased 19.1%.

9. Insert into the chart below the referral types beginning with the category that has the greatest
number of cases.

nerer: Bl IR

1 Referrals to other outside agencies . 109
Referrals made to Substance Abuse Program 17

3 Referrals made to DCPP 5

10. Insert into the chart below the FCIU referral types between 2012 and 2015, from largest to
smallest.

Referrals made to Other Outside Agencies
Referrals made to DCPP

ov|ialwro| =]

11. Using the information in the ranking chart above, what does this information tell you about
your county’s overall FCIU Referrals to Juvenile Court between 2012 and 20157 How has

FCIU Referral change since 20127

There is a significant increase in the refervals from FCIU to Other Outside Agencies and to
Substance Abuse Programs since 2012. There is a significant decrease in the referrals made fo
DCPP since 2012,

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions ~ Diversion
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JUVENILE COURT REFERRALS (NEW FILINGS)

12. Using the data in Table 4b, describe the overall change in referral to juvenile court by race
and ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

There was a slight decrease of 4.8% in referrals to juvenile court by race and ethnicily between
2012 and 2015, White youth decreased 8.5%, Black youth remained the same and Hispanic youth
decreased 33.3%.

13. Insert into the chart below the referrals to juvenile court by race/ethnicity beginning with the
group that has the greatest number of referrals.

14. Insert into the chart below the % change in Referrals to Juvenile Court between 2012 and
2015 by Race/Fthnicity, beginning with the group that had the greatest % change.

1

2 Hispanic -33.3%
3 White -8.5%
4 | Black : 0%

15. Using the information in the rarnking charts above, what does this information tell you about
referrals to juvenile court by race and ethnicity between 2012 and 20157 How have referrals

to juvenile court changed since 20127

There has been an increase in the percentage of Other youth and a decrease in the percentage of
Hispanic and White youth. The percentage of Black youth remained the same.

Disproportionate Minority Contact And Racial And Ethnic Disparities

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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16. Using the data in Table 4¢ (Total Referrals to Juvenile Court compared to Juvenile Arrests by
Race/Ethnicity), compare and describe the number of Juvenile Arrests to the number of
Referrals to Juvenile Court by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

There was an increase of 10% in the number of Black youth Arvests and Referrals to Court for
Black youth remained the same from 2012 to 2015. There was a decrease of 27.5% of White youth
Arrests and Referrals to Court for White youth decreased 8.5% from 2012 to 2015. There was a
decrease of 61.3% of Hispanic youth Arrests and Referrals to Court for Hispanic youth decreased
33.3% from 2012 to 2015, Other Race/Ethnicity had a decrease of 50% for Juvenile Arrests and
had an 800% increase (1 referval in 2012 to 9 refervals in 2015) in Referrals to Court from 2012 to
2015.

FAMILY COURT DIVERSIONS

» Tor Question 17, use data from Table 5a (Total Juveniles Diverted from Family Court).

17. Using the data in Table 5a (Cell ES) describes the overall change in Family Court Diversions
between 2012 and 2015.

The total number of Family Court Diversions increased 42.5% from 2012 to 2015.

18. Using the data in Table 5a, describe the overall change in Juvenile Cases diverted by race
and ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

The total number of White youth diverted increased 24.1% from 2012 to 2015, The number of
Black youth diverted increased 53.8% from 2012 to 2015. The number of Hispanic youth diverted
increased 33.3% from 2012 to 2015.

19. Insert into the chart below the number of cases diverted by Race/Ethnicity in 2015, beginning
with the group that had the greatest number of cases diverted.

2 Black
3 Other 9
4 | Hispanic 8

20. Insert into the chart below the % change in Juvenile Cases Diverted between 2012 and 2015
by Race/Ethnicity, beginning with the group that had the greatest % change.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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| Black | o 538

e 1.. :
2 Hispanic 33.3
3 White 24.1
4 Other

21. Using the information in the ranking charts above, what does this information tell you about
juvenile case diverted by race and ethnicity between 2012 and 20157 How has Juvenile Cases

Diverted changed since 20127

The total number of diversions has increased from 2012 to 2015. Diversions of Black youth
increased 53.8%. Diversions for Hispanic youth increased 33.3%. Diversions of White youth

increased 24.1%,

Disproportionate Minority Contact And Racial And Ethnic Disparities

22. Using the data in Table 5b (Total Juvenile Cases Diverted compared to Juvenile Arrests by
Race/Ethnicity), compare and describe the number of Juvenile Arrests to the number of
Juvenile Cases Diverted by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015,

The total number of diversions has increased 42.5% from 2012 to 2015. The total number of
Juvenile Arrests has decreased 25.9% from 2012 to 2015. Diversions of White youth increased
24.1% while Juvenile Arrests of White youth decreased 27.5% from 2012 to 2015. Diversions of
Black youth increased 53.8% and Juvenile Arrests for Black youth increased 10% from 2012 to
2015. Diversions of Hispanic youth increased 33.3% while Juvenile Arrests for Hispanic youth

decreased 61.3% from 2012 to 2015.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions -- Diversion
Page 6 of 12




MPLICATTIONS FOR DIVERSION PLAN

Extent of Need — Law Enforcement Station House Adjustments

23. Taken collectively, what do the answers to Question 1 (changes in overall police disposition)
and Question 2 (police diversion of juveniles) tell you about your County’s overall need for
station house adjustment programs?

The number of juveniles taken into custody by police decreased 21.3% from 2012 to 2015. The
number of cases handled and released decreased 37.1% from 2012 to 20135, Warren County is
interested in working to establish Station House Adjustments for youth throughout the county.

Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need - Law Enforcement Station House Adjustments
24. Was additional data, not provided by the JIC, used in your county’s planning process? (If
other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What does any other available data tell you about how your County’s overall need for station
house adjustment programs and which offense categories seem reasonable to address through
your station house adjustment programs? Are there additional data that relates
Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And Ethnic Disparities?

No additional data was used.

Extent of Need - Family Crisis Intervention Units

25. Taken collectively, what do the answers to Question 3 (changes in overall FCIU caseload),
Question 7 (changes in FCIU petitions filed), and Question 8 (changes in FCIU referrals) tell
you about how your County’s overall need for an FCIU and programs used by the FCIU has

changed in recent years?

The FCIU Caseload decreased 20.2% from 2012 to 2015. The number of Petitions Filed by FCIU
increased 150% from 2012 to 2015. The number of FCIU Referral increased 19.1% from 2012 to
2015. Referrals to DCPP decreased 89.6%; Referrals to Substance Abuse Programs increased
183.3% and Referral to Outside Agencies increased 94.6%.

*See Additional Data in Section 11

Nature of Need- Family Crisis Intervention Units

26. Based on the answers to Question 6 (change in nature of FCIU caseload) and Question 11
(changes in the nature of FCIU referrals), which types of crisis seem reasonable to address
through your County’s FCIU diversion programs?

Numbers are still high in the Categories of Serious Conflict between parent/guardion and juvenile
and Truancy. There is a significant increase in the referrals from FCIU to Other Quiside Agencies
and to Substance Abuse Programs since 2012.

Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need - Family Crisis Intervention Units

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions — Diversion
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27. Was additional data, not provided by the JIC, used in your county’s planning process? (If
other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What does any other available data tell you about how your County’s overall need for an
FCIU and programs used by the FCIU has changed in recent years and which. types of crisis
seem reasonable to address through your County’s FCIU diversion programs? Are there
additional data that relates Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And FEthnic

Disparities?

*See Additional Data in Section 11

Extent of Need - Family Court Diversions
28. What does the answer to Question 17 tell you about your County’s overall need for Family

Court diversion programs?

The total number of Eamily Court Diversions increased 42.5% from 2012 to 2015.

Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need - Family Court Diversions
29. Was additional data, not provided by the JJC, used in your county’s planning process? (If
other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What does any other available data tell you about your County’s overall need for Family
Court diversion programs and the types of offenses/behaviors seem reasonable to address
through your County’s Family Court diversion programs? Are there additional data that
relates Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And Ethnic Disparities?

No additional data was used.

Extent of Need — Referrals to Juvenile Court and Juvenile Cases Diverted

30. Taken collectively, what do the answers to Questioni2 (overall referral fo juvenile court) and
Question 18 (overall change in Juvenile cases diverted), tell you about how your County’s
overall Referrals to Juvenile Court and Juvenile Cases Diverted by race/ethnicity changed in

recent years?

There was a slight decrease of 4.8% in Referrals to Juvenile Court by Race and Ethnicity between 2012
and 2015. White youth decreased 8.5%; Black youth remained the same and Hispanic youth decreased
33.3%.

There was a 42.5% increase in the total of Juvenile Cases Diverted by Race/Ethnicity from 2012 to
2015. The number of White youth diverted increased 24.1% from 2012 to 2015. The number of

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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Black youth diverted increased 53.8% from 2012 to 2015, The number of Hispanic youth diverted
increased 33.3% from 2012 to 2015,

Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need - Juvenile Court Diversions
31, Was additional data, not provided by the JJC, used in your county’s planning process? {(If

other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What does any other available data tell you about your County’s overall need for Family
Court diversion programs and the types of offenses/behaviors seem reasonable to address
through your County’s Family Court diversion programs? Are there additional data that
relates Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And Ethnic Disparities?

No additional data was used,

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions — Diversion
Page 9 of 12




RECOMMENDATIONS ‘

Law Enforcement Station House Adjustments
32, Looking at your answers to Questions 23 and 24, state the need and/or service gap to be addressed. Cite the data that supports the need

and/or service gap. List your recommendations for your County’s Law Enforcernent Station House Adjustment programs?

Arrest data shows an overropresentation of Black youth in
the juvenile justice systom, From 2012 to 2015, amasis of
Black youth increased 0%,

_:L@:-. - A ANOLOTE ORI GO
Warren County must ensure that minorily youl
have the samie opportunities for Station House
Adjustments ns White youth,

The recommendation was made for Warren Courty
{o expand the Station House Adjustment Program
into Northern Warren County and te work toward a
Centvalizad Station Hounse Adjustment Program.

Racial disparities in the juvenile justice system

BEducation/Training on Iraplicit Bias for Warren
County Law Enforcement

Arrest data shows an evesrepresentation of Black youth in
the juvenile jostice system, From 2012 o 2015, arrests of
Black youth increased 10%.

Warrsn County needs cross systems faining on
Implicit Bias and how it impacts on decislon
making with the goal of improving outcomes for
minovity youth. Bias in child welfire practice
oceurs incrementally through “micro-actions" that
ate barely visible and arc ravely challenged because
they are practiced consistently with socisty and
agencies, IiIs hard to detect bias In a single act but
accumulatively bias can contribute to patterns of
disproportionality, Bias as it results in differences,
kowover slight in the application of policies and
procedures can influence perceptions of risk or

| delinquency.
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> When answering questions regarding trends, describe whether any change has
occurred, the direction of any change (e.g., increase/up, decrease/down), and the size of
any change (e.g., small, moderate, large).

» When answering questions regarding rank orders, draw comparisons between
categories (e.g., using terms like least/smallest, most/largest).

NATURE & EXTENT OF DETAINED POPULATION

JUVENILE DETENTION ADMISSIONS & AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION

> For Questions 1-5, use Table 1 (Juvenile Detention Admissions by Race/Ethnicity and
Gender).

1. Using the data in Table 1 (Cell I5), describe the overall change in juvenile detention
admissions between 2012 and 2015.

There was @ 26.7 decrease in detention admissions from 2012 to 2015. The population of White
youth decreased 83.3%. The population of Hispanic youth decreased 25%. The population of Black
youth increased 55.6%.

2. Insert into the chart below detention admissions by race/ethnicity, beginning with the
group that had the greatest number of admissions for 2015 (Column F).

" Ranking of Detention Admissions by Race/Ethmicity for 2015

Rank Race/Ethnicity Number
1 Black ‘ 14
2 Hispanic 6
3 White 2
4 Other 0

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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3. Insert into the chart below detention admissions by gender, beginning with the group
that had the greatest number of admissions in 2015 (Cells DS & E5).

. Ranking of Detention Admissions by Gender for2015

Rank Gender Number

i Male 22
2 Female 0
4. Insert into the chart below the % change in admissions by race/ethnicity (Column I),

beginning with the groups that had the greatest number of detention admissions between
2012 and 2015. '

Rankmg of % Ch.a__ng'e'_in. Défg;_i_fiqn _A:d.mis'sions by Race/EthnlmtybetweenZOlz an'_&__2015. -.

Rank Group % Change Number
1 Black 55.6 14
2 Hispanic ~25 )
3 White -83.3 2
4 Other ~100% 0
5. Using the information in the ranking charts above, what does this information tell you

about your county’s juvenile detention admissions by race/ethnicity and gender in 20157
How have admissions by race/ethnicity and gender changed since 20127

The total number of youth detained in 2015 is 22 and male in gender. The number of White youth

decreased 83.3%. The number of Hispanic youth decreased 25%. The number of Black youth
increased 55.6% going from 9 youth in 2012 to 14 youth in 2015.

Disproportionate Minority Contact and Racial And Ethnic Disparities

6. Using the data in Table 2, describe admissions to detention as a percentage of
referrals to juvenile court for each racial/ethnic group in 2012 and 2015 (Columns C & F).
Also compare changes in this figure from 2012 to 2015, in percentage points, across each
racial/ethnic group (Column G).

In 2012, 17.9% of youth referred to court weve admitted to detention. In 2015, 13.8% of youth
referred to court were admitted to detention. In 2012, 44.4% of Hispanic youth referred to court
were admitted to detention, and in 2015, 50% of Hispanic youth referred to court were admitted fo
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detention. In 2012, 28.1% of Black youth referved to court were admitted to detention, and in 2015,
43.8% of Black youth referred to court were admitted to detention. In 2012, 10.3% of White youth
referved to court weve admitted to detention, and in 2015, 1.9% of White youth veferred to court
were admilted to detention.

7. Using the data in Table 3, describe how the length of stay, average daily population
and approved capacity utilization in detention has changed between 2012 and 2015.

The average length of stay decreased 19.9% from 2012 and 2015. The average daily population in
detention decreased 56.3% from 2012 to 2015. The approved capacity remained the same at 43,

ADDITIONAL CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUTH IN DETENTION

» Tor Questions 8-11, use data from the JJC “Data for Detfention Section of
Comprehensive Plan” report (JDAI sites), or from data collected locally (non-JDAI
sites).

8. Insert into the chart below the top three municipalities of residence for youth admitted
to detention in 2015, beginning with the municipality with the highest frequency.

' Rankmg of Mﬁnici;ialify.Wh.é.re.ju;véni_le_s ReSi_deS_;_ 2015 _ :

Rank Municipality Frequency Percent
1 Stewartsville 6 273
2 Phillipsburg 5 227
3 Washington 4 18.2
9. Describe the age of youth admitted to detention in 2015, including the age category

with the most youth, and the average age.

The average age of youth admitted to detention in 2015 was 16.7. There were q total of 22 youth
detained. '

10. Insert into the chart below the top ten offense types for youth admitted to detention in
2015, beginning with the offense type with the highest frequency.

Ranking of Most .Se_rious Cuarrent Offehse, by Type, 2015

Rank Category Frequency Percent

1 Robbery 9 40.9

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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2 Assault 3 13.6
3 FTA 3 13.6
4 Terroristic Threats 2 9.1
5 YOP 2 9.1
6 Violation of Court Order/Other Violation 2 9.1
7 Weapons 1 4.5
8
9
10
11. Insert into the chart below the degrees of the offenses for which youth were admitted
to detention in 2015, beginning with the degree with the highest frequency.
T anking of Mos Srious Corren Offens, by Degree, 2015
Rank Degree Frequency Percent
1 2nd ' 11
2 3t ‘ 3
3 4t 1
4 N/A 7
5
6
12. Describe the typical youth in detention by discussing the most common

characteristics of the population by drawing on your answers for question 5 and for questions
8 through 11 (municipality, age, offense). Please use the information from all 5 answers in

your response.

The total number of youth detained in 2015 was 22 and male in gender. From 2012 to 2015, the
number of White youth decreased 83.3%. The number of Hispanic youth decreased 25%. The
number of Black youth increased 55.6% going from 9 youth in 2012 to 14 youth in 2015. The
average age of youth in detention was 16.7 and residents of Stewartsville, Phillipsburg and
Washington. Robbery was ranked the most serious and most frequent offense.

CHARACTERISTICS OF YQUTH SERVED BY VYSC-FUNDED DETENTION
ALTERNATIVES

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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> For Questions 13-20, use JAMS data tables from the JAMS packet.

13. Looking at the “Total” in Table 1 for each program on the detention point of the
continuum (Total Intakes by Program, 2012 & 2015), describe how admissions to

detention alternative programs have changed from 2012 to 2015.

The numbers for the detention component of the plan remain low in 2015 as they were in 2012, In
20135, the total admission to alternative detention was 3.

14,  Looking at the total for each gender in Table 2 (Total Intakes by Gender, 2015) and
the “Total” column in Table 3 (Total Intakes by Race, 2015), and comparing this
information with your answer to Question 5 (detention admissions by race/ethnicity

and gender), describe any differences or similarities between juvenile detention

admissions and admissions to detention alternative programs, in terms of the gender
and race/ethnicity of youth admitted.

The total number of youth continues to be primarily male. The total number of youth detained in
2015 is 22 and male in gender. The number of White youth decreased 83.3%. The number of
Hispanic youth decreased 25%. The number of Black youth increased 55.6% going from 9 youth in

2012 to 14 youth in 2015.

15.  TLooking at Table 4 (Average Age by Program, 2015) and comparing this information
with your answer to Question 9 (age at admission), describe any differences or

similarities between the age of youth placed in detention and the age of youth placed
in detention alternative programs.

The average age of youth admitted to detention in 2015 was 16.7. The average age for youth in the
alternative detention program was 15 in 2015.

16.  Tnsert into the chart below the top 10 Problem Areas for youth admitted to detention
alternatives (“Total” column of Table 6), beginning with the Problem Area affecting
the largest number of youth, for 2012 and 2015.

o Ran}ﬁhg bfPro_blem Ar_ea's.by Prbgrdm -

2012 2015
Rank Problem Areas Total | Rank Problem Areas Total
1 Education 9 1 Personality/Behavior 6
2 | Personality/Behavior 3 2 | Education 3

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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3 Substance Abuse 2 3 | Family Circumstance/Parenting 3
4 | Attimdes/Orientation 2 4 Peer Relations 3
5 Family Circumstance 1 5 Attitudes/Orientation 1
6 Vocational Skills/Employment 1 6 Substance Abuse i
7 7
8 8
9 9
10 10
17.  How has the ranking of Problem Areas changed between 2012 and 20157 Describe in
terms of those Problem Areas that have moved up in rank the most,
Personality/Behavior and Education remain the primary problems for youth. Peer Relations enters
the ranking as a problem areq.
18.  Insert into the chart below the top 10 Service Interventions Needed, But Not
Available, for youth admitted to detention alternative programs (“Total” column of
Table 8), beginning with the Service Intervention most often needed, for 2012 and
2015.
* Ranking of Service Intervention Needed
2012 2015
Rank Service Intervention Needed Total | Rank Service Intervention Needed Total
1 Urine Monitoring 8 1 Vocational Training (specific) 5
2 Supervision 7 2 | Life Skills Training 4
3 | Electronic Monitoring 5 3 | Interpersonal Skills Training 2
4 | Role Model/Mentor 3 4 | Role Model/Mentor 1
5 Substance abuse evaluation 2 5 Substance Abuse Evaluation 1
6 Counseling individual 2 6 Counseling/Individual 1
7 Counseling family 2 7 Counseling/Family 1
8 8 Anger Management 1
9 9 | Decision Making Skills Training 1

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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10 10 | Independent Living Program 1
19.  How has the ranking of Service Intervention Needed changed between 2012 and
20157 Describe in terms of those Service Interventions Needed that have moved up in
rank the most.
The ranking of Service Interventions Needed changed from Monitoring in 2012 to Training in 20135,
Vocational Training, Life Skills Training, and Interpersonal Skills Training were not ranked in 2012
and are the top 3 Service Interventions for 20135,
20.  Insert into the chart below the top 10 Service Interventions Provided for youth
admitted to detention alternative programs (“Total” column of Table 7), beginning
with the Service Intervention most often provided, for 2012 and 20135.
© Ranking of Service Intervention Provided
2012 2015
Rank Service Intervention Provided Total | Rank Service Intervention Provided Total
1 Counseling/Family 1 1 Vocational Training Specific 5
2 | Counseling/Individual I 2 | Life Skills Training 4
3 | Intensive In-home Services 1 3 Interpersonal Skills Training 2
4 | Transportation 1 4 Role Model/Mentor 1
5 5 Substance Abuse Treatment/Counseling L
6 6 Counseling/Individual 1
7 7 Counseling/Family 1
g 8 Anger Management Training 1
9 9 Decision Making Skills Training 1
10 10 | Independent Living Program 1

21.  How has the ranking of Service Interventions Provided changed between 2012 and

20157 Describe in terms of those Service Interventions Provided that have moved up

in rank the most.

The Services Provided changed from Counseling in 2012 to Training in 2015. The Service
Interventions Provided that moved up in rank to the top 3, all include Training.
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IMPLICATIONS FOR JUVENILE DETENTION PLAN

Extent of Need

22.

Taken collectively, what do the answers to Question 1 (overall change in detention
admissions), Question 7 (change in average daily population), and Question 13
{change in detention alternative admissions) tell you about how your County’s overall
need for secure detention beds and detention alternative programs has changed in
recent years?

There was a 26.7 decrease in detention admissions from 2012 to 2015. The population of
White youth decreased 83.3%. The population of Hispanic youth decreased 25%. The
population of Black youth increased 55.6%. The average daily population decreased 56.3%
from 2012 to 2015. The numbers for the detention component of the plan remain low in 2015
as they were in 2012. In 2015, the total admission to alternative detention was 3.

Nature of Need

23.

Based on the answers to Question 5 (detention admissions by race/ethnicity and
gender), Question 12 (description of the typical detained youth), Question 14
(race/ethnicity and gender of youth admitted to detention as compared to youth
admitted to detention alternatives), Question 15 (age of youth admitted to detention as
compared to age of youth admitted to detention alternatives), Questions 16 and 17
(top ten problem areas and change in problem areas), Questions 18 and 19
(interventions needed but not available), and Questions 20 and 21) (interventions
provided), what are the characteristics of youth and the service needs that you must
account for or address programmatically through your County’s juvenile detention
plan?

The number of youth detained in 2015 is 22 and male in gender. The number of
White youth decreased 83.3%. The number of Hispanic youth decreased 25%. The
number of Black youth increased 55.6% going from 9 youth in 2012 to 14 youth in
2015. The average age of youth in detention was 16.7 and residents of Stewartsville,

Phillipsburg, and Washington.

The average age of youth admitted to detention in 2015 was 16. The average age for
youth in the alternative detention program was 15 in 2015, Education remains one of
the primary problems for youth. Warren County has an Education Committee of the
CJISI, which is working to address issues related to schools and education.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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24.

Looking at your answer to Question 6, what does this information tell you
collectively about the status of disproportionate minority contact and racial/ethnic
disparities at this point of the juvenile justice continuum within your County?

In 2012, 17.9% of youth referred to court were admitted to detention. In 2015, 13.8% of youth
referred to coutt were admitted to detention. In 2012, 44.4% of Hispanic youth referred to
court were admitted to detention, and in 2015, 50% of Hispanic youth referred to court were
admitted to detention. In 2012, 28.1% of Black youth referred to court were admiited to
detention, and in 2015, 43.8% of Black youth referred to court were admitted to detention. In
2012, 10.3% of White youth referred to court were admitted to detention, and in 2015, 1.9% of
White youth referred to court were admitted to detention.

Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need

25.

Was additional data, not provided by the JIC, was used in your county’s planning
process? (If other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.) If so, what does that
data Thalternative programs has changed in recent years and about the needs and
characteristics of youth that should be addressed through your county’s juvenile
detention plan? Are there additional data that relates Disproportionate Minority
Contact or Racial and Ethnic Disparities?

No additional data was utilized.
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DISPOSITION
ANALYSIS QUESTIONS

> When answering questions regarding trends, describe whether any change has
occurred, the direction of any change (e.g., increase/up, decrease/down), and the size of
any change (e.g., small, moderate, large).

> When answering questions regarding rank orders, draw comparisons between
categories (e.g., using terms like least/smallest, most/largest).

NATURE & EXTENT OF THE DISPOSED POPULATION

JUVENILES ADJUDICATED DELINQUENT

1. Looking at Table 1: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Gender (Cell C3) and Table 2:
Juvenile Cases Adjudicated Delinquent with Probation & Incarceration Dispositions (Cell
B4), describe the overall number of juveniles adjudicated delinquent and the number of cases
with probation and incarceration dispositions in 2015.

The number of juveniles adjudicated delinquent by gender increased 30.8% from 2012 to 2015.
The number of male juveniles increased from 36 in 2012 to 41 in 2015 a 13.9% change. The
number of females increased from 3 in 2012 to 10 in 2015 a 233.3% change. There were no short
term commitments or Probation Dispositions in 2012 or 2015,

NATURE OF JUVENILES ADJUDICATED DELINQUENT IN 2015

2. Looking at Table 1: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Gender (Columns C and D),
describe the number of males and the number of females adjudicated delinquent in 2015.

There were 41 males Adjudicated Delinquent and 10 females Adjudicated Delinquent in 2015.

3. Insert into the chart below Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Race/Ethnicity (Table 3,
Columns C and D), beginning with the group that had the greatest number of adjudications in
2015.

2 Black 11 21.2

2018-2020 Comprehensive Couaty YSC Plan
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3

Hispanic

3 58

4

Other

1 1.9

4, Insert into the chart below Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Age (Table 5, Columns C
and D), beginning with the group that had the greatest number of adjudications in 2015.

1 15-16 27 51.9
2 17 19 36.5
3 13-14 5 9.6
4 |11-12 1 1.9
5 6-10 0 0
6 18 and over 0 0

SUMMARY OF THE NATURE OF JUVENILES ADJUDICATED DELINQUENT IN 2015

5. Looking at your answets to Questions 2 through 4, summarize what this information tells you
about the nature of juveniles adjudicated delinquent in 2015.

The number of White youth adjudicated delinguent increased 37%. The number of Black youth
adjudicated delinguent increased 37.5%. The number of Hispanic youth adjudicated delinquent
decreased 25%. 88.4% of youth adjudicated delinguent are between the ages of 15-17.

CHANGE IN JUVENILES ADJUDICATED DELINQUENT BETWEEN 2012 and 2015

6. Looking at Table 1: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Gender (Cell E3) and Table 2:
Juvenile Cases Adjudicated Delinquent with Probation & Incarceration Dispositions (Cell
C4), describe the overall change in juveniles adjudicated delinquent and cases with probation
and incarceration dispositions between 2012 and 2015.

“The number of youth Adjudicated Delinquent by gender increased 30.8% from 2012 to 2015. The

number of females adjudicated delinquent increased 233.3%. The number of males adjudicated
delinquent increased 13.9%. There were no juveniles adjudicated delinquent and cases with
probation and incarceration dispositions between 2012 and 2015. ‘

7. Looking at Table 1: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Gender (Column E), describe the
change in the number of males and the number of females adjudicated delinquent between

2012 and 2015.

The number of females adjudicated delinguent increased 233.3% and males increased 13.9%.
There were 3 females adjudicated delinguent in 2012, and 10 females adjudicated delinquent in

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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2015, There were 36 males adjudicated delinquent in 2012, and 41 males adjudicated delinquent in
2015,

> For Question 8, use Table 3: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Race.

8. Insert into the chart below the % Change in Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Race
(Column E), from largest to smallest between 2012 and 2015.

1 | White 37.5 11

2 | Black -37 37 ‘
3 Hispanic -25 3

4 Other 0 1

» For Question 9, use Table 5: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Age.

9, Insert into the chart below the % Change in Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Age
(Column E) from largest to smallest between 2012 and 2015.

2 17 18.8 19
3 13-14 0 5
4 6-10 0 0
5 11-12 0 0
6 18 and over 0 0

SUMMARY OF THE CHANGE IN T1HE NATURE OF JUVENILES ADJUDICATED
DELINQUENT BETWEEN 2012 and 2015

10. Using the answers from Questions 6-9, describe how the nature of juveniles adjudicated |
delinquent changed between 2012 and 2015.

The number of youth Adjudicated Delinquent by gender increased 30.8% fiom 2012 to 2015. The

number of females adjudicated delinquent increased 233.3%. The number of males adjudicated

delinquent increased 13.9%. There were 3 females adjudicated delinguent in 2012, and 10 females
2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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adjudicated delinguent in 2015. There were 36 males adjudicated delinquent in 2012, and 41 males
adjudicated delinguent in 201 5.

Disproporticnate Minority Contact And Racial And Ethnic Disparities

11. Using the data in Table 4 (Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent compared to Juvenile Arrests by
Race/Ethnicity), compare and describe the number of Juvenile Arrests to the number of
Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

The number of youth Adjudicated Delinquent by Race increased 33.3% from 2012 to 2015. The
number of White youth adjudicated delinquent increased 37% from 27 to 37. The number of Black
youth adjudicated delinquent increased 37.5% from 8 to 11. The number of Hispanic youth
adjudicated delinguent decreased 25% from 4 to 3.

Probation Placements

12, Using the data in Table 6 (Probation Placements by Race/Ethnicity), describe the overall
change in the Probation Placements by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

The number of Probation Placements increased 30.8% from 2012 to 2015. The number of White
youth increased 37%. The number of Black youth increased 25%. The number of Hispanic youth

decreased 25%.

13. Insert into the chart below the number column (Table 6, Column C), Probation Placements
by race/ethnicity beginning with the group that had the greatest number of placements in

2015.
Ranking of Probation Placements
by Race/Ethnicity, 2015
1 White 37
2 Black 10
3 Hispanic 3
4 Other 1

14. Insert into the chart below the % éhange in Table 6 (Column E), Probation Placements by
Race/Ethnicity, beginning with the group that had the greatest % change between 2012 and

2015.

i between 2012 and 2015 o __
1 White 37
2 Black 25
3 Hispanic ' -25

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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| 4 |Other [ J

15, Using the information in the ranking chart above, what does this information tell you about
your county’s Probation Placements by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 20157 How has
Probation Placements by Race/Ethnicity changed since 20127

Probation Placements have increased 30.8% from 2012 to 2015. White youth increased 37%.
Black youth increased 25%. Hispanic youth decreased 25%.

Disproportionate Minority Contact And Racial And Ethnie Disparities

16. Using the data in Table 7 (Juvenile Probation Placements compared to Juveniles Adjudicated
Delinquent by Race/Ethnicity), compare and describe the number of juvenile adjudications to
the number of probation placements by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

There was an increase of 33.3% of Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent between 2012 and 2015.
There was a 30.8% increase in Probation Placements from 2012 to 2015. White youth Adjudicated
Delinquent increased 37% with Probation Placements increasing 37%. Black youth Adjudicated
Delinguent increased 37.5% with Probation Placements increasing 25%.  Hispanic youth
Adjudicated Delinquent decreased 25% and Probation Placements decreased 25%.

» For Questions 17-20 use Table 8 (Secure Placements by Race/Ethnicity) and Table 9
(Secure Placements compared to Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by

Race/Ethnicity)

Secure Placements

17. Using the data in Table 8 (Secure Placements by Race/Ethnicity, Column H), describe the
overall change in Secure Placements by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

Secure Placements decreased 66.7% from 2012 to 2015 from 3 placements in 2012 to 1 placement
in 2015. In 2012, there were 2 Black youths and 1 Hispanic youth in Secure Placements. In 2015,
there was 1 Black youth in Secure Placement.

18. Insert into the chart below the number of Secure Placements by Race/Ethnicity beginning
with the group that had the greatest number of secure placements in 2015.

T ' Racebtmety.. Number
1 Black 1
2 | White ' 0
3 | Hispanic 0
4 Other 0

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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19. Insert into the chart below the % change in Table 8§ (Column E) Secure Placements by
Race/Ethnicity, beginning with the group that had the greatest % change between 2012 and
2015.

2 Black
3 White 0
4 Other 0

20, Using the information in the ranking charts above, what does this information tell you about
your county’s Secure Placements by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 20157 How has
Secure Placements by Race/Ethnicity changed since 20127

There are very few Secure Placements of Warren County youth. In 2012, theve were 2 Black youth
and 1 Hispanic youth in Secure Placement. In 2015, there was 1 Black youth in Secure Placement.

Disproportionate Minority Contact And Racial And Ethnic Disparities

21. Using the data in Table 9 (Secure Placements compared to Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent
by Race/Ethnicity), compare and describe the number of Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent
to the number of Secure Placements by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.

In 2012, there were 2 Black youth and 1 Hispanic youth in Secure Placement. In 20135, there was 1
Black youth in Secure Placement.,

In 2012, there were 27 White youth Adjudicated Delinquent compared to 37 White youth
Adjudicated Delinquent in 2015. In 2012, there were 8 Black youth Adjudicated Delinquent
compared to 11 Black youth Adjudicated Delinguent in 2015. In 2012, there were 4 Hispanic youth
Adjudicated Delinguent compared to 3 Hispanic youth Adjudicated Delinquent in 2015.

JUVENILE AUTOMATED MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (JAMS)

» For Questions 22- 31 use Disposition Data Worksheet and the JAMS data from the
JAMS packet.

22. Looking at Data Worksheet Table 1: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Gender (Cells C1
and C2, 2015) and comparing this information to JAMS Table 6: Total Intakes by Gender,
2015, describe any differences or similarities between juveniles adjudicated delinquent and
juveniles in dispositional option programs by gender.

JAMS information not available.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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23,

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Looking at Data Worksheet Table 1: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Gender (Cells D1
and D2) and comparing this information to JAMS Table 6: Total Intakes by Gender, 2015
(Female and Male for Each Program), describe any differences or similarities between the
gender of youth adjudicated delinquent and the gender of youth served in any given
dispositional option program.

JAMS information not available.

Looking at Data Worksheet Table 3: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Race/Ethnicity,
2015 (Column C) and comparing this information to JAMS Table 3: Total Intakes by
Race/Ethnicity, 2015, describe any differences or similarities between juveniles adjudicated
delinquent and juveniles in dispositional option programs by race/ethnicity.

JAMS information not available.

Looking at Data Worksheet Table 3: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Race/Ethnicity
(Column D) and comparing this information to JAMS Table 3. Total Intakes by
Race/Ethnicity, 2015 (Total for Each Program), describe any differences or similarities
between the race of youth adjudicated delinquent and the race/ethnicity of youth served in
any given dispositional option program.

JAMS information not available.

Looking at Data Worksheet Table 5: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Age (Column C)
and comparing this information to JAMS Table 4: Average Age of Intake Population, 2015,
describe any differences or similarities between juveniles adjudicated delinquent and
juveniles in dispositional option programs by age.

JAMS information not available.

Looking at Data Worksheet Table 4: Juveniles Adjudicated Delinquent by Age (Column C)
and comparing this information to Table 4: Average Age, 2015, describe any differences or
similarities between the age of youth adjudicated delinquent and the age of youth served in
any given dispositional option program.

In 2015, there were 27 youth in the 15-16 Age Group Adjudicated Delinquent and 19 youth in the
17 Age Group Adjudicated Delinquent. The Average Age Group was 17 in Supported Employment
in 2015.

Looking at the “Total” column of Table 6: Problem Areas by Program, 2015, the chart below
shows the top ten Problem Areas for youth served in dispositional option programs, from
largest to smallest.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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~ Ranking of Problem Areas by Program

2012 2015
Rank Problem Areas Total | Rank Problem Areas Total
1 Family Circumstance/parenting 37 1
2 Personality/Behavior 27 2
3 Education 22 3
4 | Attitudes/Orientation 13 4
5 Substance Abuse 6 5
6 Medical 6 6
7 Peer 6 7
8 | Vocation Skills/Employment’4 8
9 9
10 10

29. Looking at the “Total” column of Table 7: Service Interventions Provided, 2015, rank the top
ten service interventions provided to youth in dispositional option programs, from largest to

smallest.
Ranking of Service Interventions Provided
2012 2015
Rank Service Interventions Provided Total | Rank Service Interventions Provided Total
1 Counseling/Individual 13 1 Counseling/Individual 7
2 | Counseling/Family 12 2 | Job Placement/Referral Services 6
3 Advocacy 12 3 | Life Skills Training 5
4 Case Management Services 12 4 Decision Making Skills Training 4
5 Academic Education 11 5 Role Model/Mentor 4
6 Crisis Intervention 11 6 Substance Abuse Treahnent/Counséling 4
7 Emergency Psychiatric Services 2 7 Urine Monitoring 4
8 Substance Abuse Services 2 8 Vocational/Job Readiness/Job Skills 4

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Disposition
Page 8 of 13




9 in Home 1 9 | Academic Education I
10} Child Study Team/TEP | 10 | Advocacy |
30. Looking at your answers to Questions 28 and 29, describe the extent to which identified
problem areas of juveniles are currently being addressed by service interventions provided in
dispositional option programs.
JAMS information unavailable for Question 28.
31. Looking at the “Total” column of Table 8: Service Intervention Needed, 2015, rank the top
ten dispositional option program service arcas that were identified, from largest to smallest.
' :. . Rankmg of ._.St_al.'vic.:e _Iqt_eﬁ'épt_ii_»ﬁ_s._ .'_Ne:e"de't'i . o
2012 2015
Rank Service Interventions Needed Total | Rank Service Interventions Needed Total
1 Counseling/Individual 13 1 Counseling/Individual 7
2 | Counseling/Family 12 2 | Job Placement/Referral Services 6
3 Advocacy 12 3 Life Skills Training 5
4 Case Management Services 12 4 | Decision Making Skills 4
5 Academic Education 11 5 | Role Model/Mentor 4
6 Crisis Intervention 11 6 Substance Abuse Treatment/Counseling 4
7 Emergency Psychiatric Services 2 7 Urine Monitoring 4
8 Substance Abuse Services 2 8 Vocational/Job Readiness/Job Skills 4
9 In Home 1 9 | Academic Education 1
10 | Child Study Team/IEP 1 10 | Advocacy I

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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IMPLICATIONS FOR DISPOSITIONAL OPTIONS PLAN

Extent of Need
32. What does the answer to Question 6, 12 and 17 (overall change in disposed population) tell
you about how your County’s overall need for dispositional option programs has changed in

recent years?

The number of youth Adjudicated Delinquent by Gender increased 30.8% from 2012 to 2015. The
number of females adiudicated delinquent increased 233.3%. The number of males adjudicated
delinguent increased 13.9%, The number of Probation Placements increased 30.8% from 2012 to
2015, The number of White youth increased 37%. The number of Black youth increased 25%. The
number of Hispanic youth decreased 25%. Secure Placements decreased 66.7% from 2012 to
2015, In 2012, there were 2 Black youths and 1 Hispanic youth in Secure Placement. In 2015,
there was 1 Black youth in Secure Placement.

Nature of Need
33. Based on the answers to Question 5 (nature of disposed population, 2015), Question 10,15

and 20 (change in the nature of the disposed population between 2012 and 2015), Questions 22,
24, and 26 (nature of youth in dispositional option programs as compared to youth adjudicated
delinquent by gender, race, and age), and Question 28 (top ten problem areas), what are the
characteristics of youth that seem reasonable to address programmatically through your County’s
dispositional options plan?

The number of White and Black youth adjudicated delinguent increased. 88.4% of youth
adjudicated delinquent are between the ages of 15-17. The number of females adjudicated
delinquent increased 233.3%. The number of males adjudicated delinquent increased 13.9%.
Probation Placements have increased for White and Black youth. There are very few Secure
Placements of Warren County youth.

34. Looking at your answer to Question 11, 16 and 21, what does this information tell you
collectively about the status of disproportionate minority contact and racial/ethnic disparities at
this point of the juvenile justice continuum within your county?

The number of White youth adjudicated delinquent increased 37% from 27 in 2012 to 37 in 2015,
The number of Black youth adjudicated delinquent increased 37.5% from 8 in 2012 to 11 in 2015.
The number of White juvenile arrests decreased 27.5% from 178 in 2012 to 129 in 2015. The
number of Black juvenile arvests increased 10% from 40 in 2012 to 44 in 2015. There are very few
secure placements in Warren County. In 2015, there was 1 Black youth in secure placement.

Other Data Reviewed for Extent and Nature of Need - Disposition
35, Was additional data, not provided by the JIC, used in your county’s planning process? (If
other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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What does any other available data tell you about how your County’s overall need for
dispositional option programs has changed in recent years and what are the characteristics of
youth that seem reasonable to address programmatically through your County’s dispositional
options plan? Are there additional data that relates to Disproportionate Minority Contact or

Racial And Ethnic Disparities?

No additional data was used,

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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Focus on reducing the number of mizority youth
involved with the juvenile justice systemn

RECOMMENDATIONS

36. Looking at your answets to Questions 32, 33 and 35, state the need and/or service gap to be addressed. Cite the data that supports the need
and/or service gap. List your recommendations for your County’s dispositiona] options plan?

oA :
The number of Weairen County youth Adfudicated
Delinguent by Race inereased 33.3% from 2012 to 2015,

The mumber of White youth Adjudicated Delinquent
increased 37% from 27 to 37 youth with Probation
Placements increasing 37%.

The number of Black youth Adjudicated Delinquent
increased 37.5% from & o 11 youth with Probation
Plicements increasing 25%.

The number of Hispanic youth Adjudicated Delinquent
decreaged 25% from 4 to 3 youth and Probation
Placements decreased 25%,

In 2012, thers were 2 Black youths and 1 Hispanic youth
in Securs Placements. In 20135, there was 1 Black youth In
Secute Placetnent,

Assure that disposifional options are able {0 meet the
needs of all youth, regardless of race, langnage,
culture, and ethnleity.

Service Interventions Needed:
Comaseling/Idividnal

Job Placement/Referral Services

Life Skills Training
Deoision Making Skills
Role ModelMentor

JANS Dispositiongl Service Areas Identified

Ensure that individuals in the system are educated on
programs that are available in Warren County,

Continue Supperted Employment and Conaching
Program (inchudes: Life Skills Training; Deciston
Making Skills; Vocational, Job Readiness, and Job
Skills; Jub Placement and Referrals)

2015-2017 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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Substance Abuse Treatment/Counseling

Utine Monitoring

Vooational/Job Readiness/Tob Skills

Academic Education

Advocacy

Conuments:

37. Looking at your answers to Questions 34 and 35 what recommendations or strategies would your county make with regards to
Dispositional Options policy and practice through the lens of race and ethnicity? What recommendations or strategies would your county
consider fo ensure sitnilar owteomes for similarly situated youth?

Warren County is very interested in improving outcomes for minority youth. While our numbers are small, and at times difficult to draw
conclusion from, we take the position that this is an issue worth serious foeus in Warren County.

Cominents:

24£5-2017 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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> When answering questions regarding trends, describe whether any change has
occurred, the direction of any change (e.g., increase/up, decrease/down), and the size of
any change (e.g., small, moderate, large).

> When answering questions regarding rank orders, draw comparisons between
categories (e.g., using terms like least/smallest, most/largest).

NATURE & EXTENT OQF REENTRY POPULATION

JUVENILE PROBATIONER ADMITTED TQ JIC RESIDENTIAL & DAY PROGRAMS

1. Looking at Table 1: Juvenile Probationers Admitted to JIC Residential by Race/Ethmicity
(Column E), describe how the overall change in the number of Juvenile Probationers
admitted to Residential Community Homes by Race/Ethnicity has changed from 2012 and
2015.

There were 3 admissions in 2012 and 1 admission in 2015. In 2012, there were 2 Black youth and
1 Hispanic youth admitted. In 2015, there was 1 Black youth admitied.

2. Insert into the chart below the number column (Column C) Juvenile Probationers Admitted
by Race/Ethnicity, beginning with the group that had the greatest number of admissions in
2015.

1 Black 1
2 White 0
3 Hispanic 0
4 Other 0

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Anabysis Questions - Reentry
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3. Insert into the chart below the % change in Table 1 (Column E) Juvenile Probationers
Admitted by Race/Ethnicity, beginning with the group that had the greatest % change
between 2012 and 2015.

4. Using the ranking tables above, what does this information tell you about the Juvenile
Probationers Admitted in the year 20157 How has Juvenile Probationers Admitted by
Race/Ethnicity changed since 20127

In 2015, 1 Black youth was admitted. This was a decrease from 2 Black youth and 1 Hispanic
youth admitted in 2012. There were no White or Other youth admitted in 2012 or 2015.

JUVENILES RELEASED TO PROBATION REENTRY SUPERVISION

PROBATIONERS RELEASED IN 2015

5. Looking at Table 2: Juvenile Probationers Released by Program Type (Columns C and D),
describe the overall number of juvenile probationers released and juvenile probationers

released from each type of program in 2015.

In 2015, there was 1 youth released from a Residential Program and zero youth released from a
Day Program.

6. Looking at Table 3: Juvenile Probationers Released from JJC Residential & Day Programs by
Race and Gender and Table 4: Juvenile Probationers Released from JIC Residential & Day
Programs by Age, describe the nature of juvenile probationers released in 2015 in terms of
Race (Table 2, Cells F1-F4), Gender (Table 2, Cells D5 and E5) and Age (Table 3, Cells D1-
D4).

In 2015, there was 1 Black male youth age 15-16 released from Residential.
2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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> For Questions 7, nse Table 5: Offenses of Residentially Placed Juvenile Probationers by
Type.

7. Insert into the chart below the Offense of Residentially Placed Juvenile Probationers by Type
(Columns C and D), beginning with the offense type that has the greatest number in 2015.

1 Persons | 50%
2 VOP I 50%
3 Weapons | 0 0
4 Property 0 0
5 CDS 0 0
6 Public Order 0 0

8. Looking at Table 6: Juvenile Probationers Released from Specialized Programs (Cells B1 and
B2), describe the number of juveniles released from Pinelands and from Drug Treatment

Programs in 2015.

In 2015, there were zero youth released from Pinelands or Drug Treatment.

SUMMARY OF THE NATURE OF PROBATIONERS RELEASED IN 2015
9, Using the answers to Questions 5-8, summarize what this information tells you about the

nature of juveniles released to Probation in 2015.

In 2015, there was 1 Black male youth age 15-16 released from a Residential Program.

CHANGE IN PROBATIONERS RELEASED BETWEEN 2015 and 2015

10. Looking at Table 2: Juvenile Probationers Released by Program Type (Column E), describe
the overall change in the number of juvenile probationers released between 2012 and 2015

2018-2020 Comprehensive County ¥YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Reentry
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and the number of juvenile probationers released from each type of program between 2012
and 2015,

There were 3 Probationers released from a Residential Program in 2012. There was I Probationer
released from a Residential Program in 2015. There was a 66.7% decrease in the number of
Juvenile probationers released between 2012 and 2015, There were zero Day Program releases in
2012 and in 2015.

> For Questions 11, use Table 3: Juvenile Probationers Released from JJC Residential &
Day Programs by Race and Gender.

11. Insert into the chart below the % Change in Probationers Released A(Cells 11-14), from largest
to smallest between 2012 and 2015.

1 White

2 Black -50 1
3 Hispanic 0 0
4 Other 0 0

» For Questions 12, use Table 4: Juvenile Probationers Released from JJC Residential &
Day Prograws by Age.

12. Insert into the chart below the % Change in Probationers Released by Age (Cells E1-E4),
from largest to smallest between 2012 and 2015,

Rank | = ge | Number
1 19 AND OVER 0
2 15-16 100 1
3 17-18 ~100 0
4 14 and under 0 0

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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> For Questions 13, use Table 5: Offenses of Residentially Placed Juvenile Probationers
by Type.

13. Insert into the chait below the % Change in Offenses by Type (Cells E1-E6), from largest to
smallest between 2012 and 2015.

Offense 'I‘ype o
1 Persons
2 YOP I
3 Weapons 0 0
4 Property 0 0
5 CDS 0 0
6 Public Order 0 0

14. Looking at Table 6: Juvenile Probationers Released from Specialized Programs (Cells C1
and C2), describe the change in the number of juveniles released from Pinelands and from
Drug Treatment Programs between 2012 and 2015.

There were zero juvenile probationers released from Pinelands or Drug Treatment in 2012 and
there were zero juvenile probationers released from Pinelands or Drug Treatment in 2015.

SUMMARY OF THE CHANGE IN PROBATIONERS RELEASED BETWEEN 2012 and 2015

15. Using the answers from Questions 10-14 and the information in Table 3, Cells G5 and H5
(which provides information on probationers released by gender), describe how the nature of
juvenile probationers released to Probation changed between 2012 and 2015.

In 2012, there were 3 male youth Probationers released from JJC Residential; 1 youth was white
and 2 youth were black. In 2015, there was 1 black male youth Probationer released from JJC
Residential. There was a 66.7% decrease in the number of juvenile probationers released between
2012 and 2015. There were zero Day Program releases in 2012 and in 2015. There were zero
Jjuvenile probationers released from Pinelands or Drug Treatment in 2012 and in 2015.1

JUVENILES COMMITTED TO JJC

16. Using the data in Table 7 (Committed Juveniles Admitted to JJC by Race/Ethnicity), describe
the overall change in commitments by Race/Ethnicity between 2012 and 2015.
2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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There was 66.7% decrease from 2012 to 2015 in the number of Commitments from 2012 to 2015.
The number decreased from 3 in 2012 to 1 in 2015. In 2012, there were 2 Committed Black youth
and 1 Hispanic youth admitted to JIC. In 2015, there was 1 Comumitted Black youth admitted to
JICa decrease of -50% and zero Hispanic youth—also a decrease of -50%. . There were zero

White youth in 2012 and in 2015.

JUVENILES RELEASED TO PAROLE SUPERVISION

COMMITTED JUVENILES RELEASED IN 2015

17. Looking at Table 8: Committed Juveniles Released by Departure Type (Columns C and D),
describe the overall number of committed juveniles released and committed juveniles

released by departure type in 2015,

There was 1 youth released in 2015 to Parole Supervision.

18. Looking at Table 10: Committed Juveniles Released by Race and Gender and Table 11:
Committed Juveniles Released by Age, describe the nature of committed juveniles released
in 2015 in terms of Race (Table 10, Cells F1-F4), Gender (Table 10, Cells D5 and ES5), and

Age (Table 11, Cells D1-D4).

In 2015, there was 1 Committed Black male youth age 17-18 released to Parole Supervision.

19. Insert into the chart below the Offenses of Committed Juveniles by Type of Table 12
(Columns C and D), beginning with the offense type that has the greatest number in 2015,

1 - 1 | -66.7
2 : 1 100
3 Weapons 0 ' 0

4 | Property O 0

5 DS | 0

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Reentry
Page 6 of 14




6 Public Order 0 0

20. Looking at Table 13: Committed Juveniles with a Sex Offense Charge in their Court History
(Cell B1), describe the number of juveniles with a sex offense charge in 2015.

There were zero youth with a Sex Qffense Charge in their Court History in 2015,

21. Looking at Table 9: Average Length of Stay (LOS) of Committed Juveniles Released (Cell
B1), describe the length of stay of committed juveniles released in 2015.

The Average Length of Stay of Committed Juveniles Released in 2015 was 5.16.

SUMMARY OF THE NATURE OF COMMITTED JUVENILES RELEASED IN 2015

22. Using the answers to Questions 17-21, summarize what this information tells you about the
nature of juveniles released to Parole in 2015.

In 2015, there was 1 Committed Black male youth released to Parole Supervision with an average
Length of Stay of 5.16 months.

CHANGE IN COMMITTED JUVENILES RELEASED BETWEEN 2012 and 2015

23. Looking at Table 8: Committed Juveniles Released by Departure Type (Column E), describe
the overall change in the number of committed juveniles released between 2012 and 2015
and in the number of committed juveniles released by departure type between 2012 and

2015.

In 2012, there was 1 youth Released to Parole Supervision and two youths Recalled to Probation.
In 2015, there was 1 youth Released to Parole Supervision and zero youth Recalled to Probation.
In 2015, there was a 100% decrease for youth Recalled to Probation.

> For Questions 24 use Table 10: Committed Juveniles Released by Race and Gender,

24. Tnsert into the chart below the % Change in Committed Juveniles Released (Cells I1-14),
from largest to smallest between 2012 and 2015.
2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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1 Black =50 i

2 | White | 0 0
3 Hispanic 0 0
4 Other 0 0

» For Questions 25, use Table 11: Committed Juveniles Released by Age.

25. Insert into the chart below the % Change in Committed Juveniles Released by Age (Cells E1-
E4), from largest to smallest between 2012 and 2015.

1 19 and over

2 17-18 0 1

3 14 and under 0 0
4 15-16 0 0

» For Questions 26, use Table 12; Offenses of Committed Juveniles by Type.

26. Ingert into the chart below the % Change in Offenses by Type (Cells E1-E6), from largest to
smallest between 2012 and 2015.

Offenses Expérlencmg an .Increas.e"Be‘.tween 2012 and 2015

ani o __*;OffenseType i L % Change
1 yor I
2 Persons -66.7 |
3 Weapons 0 0
4 Property 0 0
5 CDS 0 0

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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6 Public Order 0 0

27. Looking at Table 13: Committed Juveniles with a Sex Offense Charge in their Court History
(Cell C1), describe the change in the number of juveniles with a sex offense charge between

2012 and 2015.

There were zero youth in 2012 or 2015 with a Sex Offense Charge in their Court History.

28. Looking at Table 9: Average Length of Stay (LOS) of Committed Juveniles Released (Cell
C1), describe the change in length of stay of committed juveniles between 2012 and 2015.

The Length of Stay increased by 5.1% from 4.91 months in 2012 to 5.16 months in 2015.

SUMMARY OF THE CHANGE IN COMMITTED JUVENILES RELEASED BETWEEN 2012
and 2015

29, Using the answers from Questions 23-28 and the information in Table 10, Cells G5 and H5
(which provides information on committed juveniles released by gender), describe how the
nature of committed juvenile releases has changed between 2012 and 2015.

The length of stay increased by 5.1% from 4.91 months in 2012 to 5.16 months in 2015.

There were no youth in 2012 or 2015 with a Sex Offense Charge in their Court History.

In 2012, there was I youth Released to Parole Supervision and two youths Recalled to Probation.
In 2015, there was 1 youth Released to Parole Supervision and zero youth Recalled to Probation.
In 2013, there was a 100% decrease for youth Recalled to Probation.

JUVENILE AUTOMATED MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (JAMS)

> For Questions 30- 40, use JAMS data tables from the JAMS packet.

30. Looking at the “Total” in Table 1 (Total Intakes by Program, 2015), and comparing this
information with your answers to Question 5 (overall number of probationers released), and
Question 19 (overall number of committed juveniles released), describe any differences or
similarities between probationers and committed juveniles released to probation or parole
supervision and admissions to reentry programs, in terms of overall number of admissions.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Reeatry
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31.

32.

There is no JAMS data related to reentry for Warren County.

Looking at the “Total” for each gender in Table 2 (Total Intakes by Gender, 2015), the
“Total” column in Table 3 (Total Intakes by Race, 2015), and Table 4 (Average Age by
Program, 2015) and comparing this information with your answers to Question 6
(characteristics of probationers) and Question 20 (characteristics of committed juveniles),
describe any differences or similarities between probationers and committed juveniles
released to probation or parole supetrvision and admissions to reentry programs, in terms of
race, gender, and age of youth admitted.

There is no JAMS data related to reentry for Warren County.

Insert into the chart below the “Total” column of Table 6 (Problem Areas by Program), the
top ten problem areas for youth as identified by the Juvenile Automated Management System
(JAMS), from largest to smallest for calendar years 2012 and 2015.

* Ranking of Problem Arcas by Program

2012 2015
Rank Problem Areas Total | Rank Problem Areas Total
1 | N/A i N/A
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 6
7 7
8 8
9 9
10 10

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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33. How has the ranking of Problem Areas changed between 2012 and 20157 Describe in texms
of those Problem Areas that have moved up in rank the most.

There is no JAMS data related fo reentry for Warren Couniy.

34. Insert into the chart below the “Total” column of Table 8 (Service Intervention Needed, But
Not Available), the top ten reentry program service areas that were identified as unavailable
by the JAMS, from largest to smallest for calendar years 2012 and 2015

Rankmg 'jqf Service Infgrventiqi;s _N_ee(_ied :-

2012 2015
Rank Service Interventions Needed Total § Rank Service Inferventions Needed Total
1 N/A 1 N/A
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 6
7 7
8 3
9 9
10 10 !

35. How has the ranking of Service Interventions Needed changed between 2012 and 20157
Describe in terms of those Service Interventions Needed that have moved up in rank the most.

36. Insert into the chart below the “Total” column of Table 7 (Service Interventions Provided),
the top ten service interventions provided to youth, as identified by the JAMS for calendar

There is no JAMS data related to reentry for Warren County.

years 2012 and 2015.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Reentry
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'.Ranking o.f Serv_ice I_nterventions.Providé(.i
2012 2015
Rank Service Interventions Provided Total | Rank Service Interventions Provided Total
1 N/A 1 N/A
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 6
7 7
8 8
9 9
10 10

37. How has the ranking of Service Interventions Provided changed between 2012 and 20157
Describe in terms of those Service Interventions Provided that have moved up in rank the most.

There is no JAMS data related to reentry for Warren County.

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
Analysis Questions - Recntry
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IMPLICATIONS FOR REENTRY PLAN

Lixtent of Need
38. Using information from your answers to Question 16 (overall change in probationers released

to probation) and Question 26 (overall change in committed juveniles released to parole),
describe how your County’s need for reentry programs has changed in recent years.

The number of Probationers and Parole releases are very small in Warren County. These
juveniies are planned for on a case-by-case basis.

Nature of Need
39. Based on the answers to Question 10 (summary of the nature of probationers released to

probation in 2015), Question 23 (summary of the nature of committed juveniles released to
parole in 2015), Question 16 (summary of the change in probationers released between 2012
and 2015), Question 30 (summary of the changed in committed juveniles released between
2012 and 2015), Question 32 (characteristics of youth released to probation or parole vs.
characteristics of youth admitted to reentry programs), and Question 33 and 34 (top ten
problem areas and change in problem areas), what are the characteristics of youth that seem

reasonable to address programmatically through your County’s reentry plan?

“The number of Probationers and Parole releases are very small in Warren County. These
Juveniles are planned for on a case-by-case basis.

Other Data Reviewed for Extent and Nature of Need — Reentry
40. Was additional data, not provided by the JIC, used in your county’s planning process? (If

other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What do any other available data tell you about how your County’s overall need for reenfry
programs has changed in recent years and what are the characteristics of youth that seem
reasonable to address programmatically through your County’s reentry plan? Are there
additional data that relates Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And Ethnic

Disparities?

The number of Probationers and Parole Releases are very small in Warren County. These
juveniles are planned for on a case-by-case basis. :

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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 Section 10




VISION

Warren County

The types of programs listed, should represent what your County’s ideal Continuum of Care would look
like, regardless of funding limitations.

PREVENTION

Delinquency Prevention Programs are strategies and services designed to increase the likelihood that
youth will remain free from initial involvement with the formal or informal juvenile justice system. The goal
of delinquency prevention is to prevent youth from engaging in anti-social and delinquent behavior and
from taking part in other problem behaviors that are pathways to delinquency. Primary Delinquency
Prevention programs are those directed at the entire juvenile population without regard to risk of
involvement in the juvenile justice system. Secondary Delinquency Prevention programs are those
directed at youth who are at higher risk of involvement in the juvenile justice system then the general
population. Given this goal, Delinquency Prevention programs developed through the comprehensive
planning process should clearly focus on providing services that address the known causes and
correlates of delinguency.

!

‘A o Type of Program andfor Service Need -« - o0 o Currently | meeting need.
Substance Abuse Assessments and Outpatient Yes Yes Does Not
1 Meet Need
Treatment

2 Substance Abuse Education Yes Yes N]ID;;SNligtd
. e . . Does Not

Racial Disparities in the Juvenile Justice System
3 (need training on Implicit Bias) No No Mest Need
4 After School Programming for At-risk 15-17 year olds No | No MDeoeF’;SN]:th
: Does Not
5 Mentoring Program No No Moet Need

2018-2020 Comprehensive County YSC Plan
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DIVERSION
The Diversion stage of the juvenile justice system offers alleged juvenile offenders an opportunity to avoid
arrest andfor prosecution by providing alternatives to the formal juvenile justice system process. The goal
of Diversion is to provide services andfor informal sanctions to youth who have begun to engage in
antisocial and low level delinquent behavior in an effort to prevent youth from continuing on a delinquent
pathway. Youth who do not successfully complete a diversion program may ultimately have their case
referred for formal processing by the juvenile court. Given this goal, Diversion programs developed
through the comprehensive planning process should clearly focus on providing services and/or informal

sanctions that address the known causes and correlates of delinquency.

 LAWENFORGEMENT R
) - © | Program | Program/ | glTodram/
‘Rank - | /Service | Service Currently | =7 = 20" =
Order | Typg_pf Program and!gr Serv:{ce Need . Currently | Funded by - .ﬁzfg%%en;eg_
ek s ' S Exists . County TG
1 Racial Disparities in the Juvenile Justice System No No Does Not
{need training on Implicit Bias) Meet Need
Expand Station House Adjustment Program Does Not
2 Yes Yes Meet Need
3
4
5
~ FAMILY CRISIS INTERVENTION UNIT (FCIU) -~ STl
P LT | program | - Program/ Ss&?géﬁ;nr{ot
‘Rank--| = : . { Service | Service Currently R TR R
Order . Type (_)_f.P:rogra:m a.“d-’?’-r- Service .Need Currently | - Fundedby - EE?S% %én?seg-
' R h ' Exists County - . e
1 FCIU continues to see younger youth in crisis Yes Yes Meets Need
2
3
4
5
. FAMILY COURT S
R - o | Program Program/ SS&?E:;”I{Ot
Rank |* = ' , ' / Service | Service Currently | ~ 7 =" ™ " -
Order ~Type of Program an_d_lgr Service Need Currently . Fupded by Eifg%%en;eg
S ' Exists County C Gap
1 No recommendations Yes Yes Mests Need
2
3
4
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DETENTION
"Detention” is defined as the temporary care of juveniles in physically restricting facilities pending court

disposition (N.J.A.C. 13:92-1.2}.

An objactive of detentlon is to provide secure custody for those juveniles who are deemed a threat to the
physical safety of the community andfor whose confinement is necessary to insure their presence at the
next court hearing (N.J.A.C. 13:92-1.3). For the purpose of this plan a limited amount of funding may be
provided to support court orderad evaluations for adjudicated youth who reside in the detention center, if
all other resources have been exhausted.

LEnAGap s
Meets Neead

1 Morris County Juvenile Detention Center Yes

DETENTION ALTERNATIVES

Detention Alternative Programs provide supervision fo juveniles who would otherwise be placed in a
secure detention facllity while awaiting their adjudicatory hearing, expanding the array of pre-adjudication
placement options avallable to the judiclary. Detention Alternative Programs/Services are not to be
provided in the detention center. These programs are designed to provide short-term (45 — 60 days)
supervision sufficlent to safely maintain appropriate youth in the community while awalting the final
disposition of thelr case. As such, these programs help to reduce the overall detention population and
raliave detention overcrowding and its related problems where it exists.

1 | Home Detention Yes Yes Meets Nead
i Does Mot
Home Detgntlon Case Management No No Moot Nocd
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DISPOSITION

Disposition Is the phase of the juvenile justice system where youth adjudicated delinquent are ordered by
the court to comply with specific sanctions, supervision, and services as a consequence for their
delinguent behavior. In New Jersey, the range of dispositions avaflable to the court include but are not
limlted fo resfitution/fines, community service, probation, and commitment to the Juvenile Justice
Commission. For youth disposed to a term of probation supervision, among the conditions of probation
that might be imposed by the court Is the completion of a Dispositional Option Program. The structure of
these Dispositional Option Programs are varied, but common ameng these oplions are intensive
supervision programs, day and evening reporting centers, and structured day and residential programs.
Given this goal, Disposition programs developed through the comprehensive planning process should
clearly focus on providing sanctions, supervision, and services that address the known causes and
correlates of delinquency.

> SR R AR A IS i s
1 Supported Work Opportunities Yes Yes Meets Need
2 Life Coaching/Mentoring Yes Yes Meets Need
3 Work Readiness Yes Yes Meets Need
4 Financial Responsibility/Planning Yes Yes Meets Need
5
REENTRY

For the purposes of this plan, the use of the ferm Reentry only applies to committed youth paroled from a
Juvenlle Justice Commission (JJC) facility and supervised by the JJC's Office of Juvenile Parole and
Transitional Services and to juveniles disposed to a JJC program as a condition of probation and
supervised by the Department of Probation. Reentry is a mechanism for providing additional support
during this transitional period in order to foster the successful reintegration of juveniles Into their
communitles. Given this goal, Reentry programs developed through the comprehensive planning process
should clearly focus on providing services to youth, regardiess of their age, that address the known

causes and correlates of delinguency.
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L  DIVERSION i
ANALYSIS QUESTI@NS o

When answering questions regarding trends, describe whether any change has
occurred, the direcfion of any change (e.g., increase/up, decrease/down), and the size of
any change (e.g., small, moderate, large).

When answering questions regarding rank orders, draw comparisons between
categories (e.g., using terms like least/smallest, most/largest).

LAW ENFORCEMENT STATION HOUSE ADJUSTMENTS

>

For Questions 1-2, use Table 1 (Police Disposition of Juveniles Taken into Custody by
Disposition Type).

Look at the Total Police Disposition of Juveniles (Row 6) and describe the overall change in
police disposition of juveniles between 2012 and 2015.

The number of juveniles taken into custody by police decreased 21.3% from 2012 to 2015,

Look at Cases Handled within Department and Released (Row 1) and describe the overall
change in police diversion of juveniles between 2012 and 2015.

The number of cases handled and released decreased 37.1% from 2012 to 2015.

FAMILY CRISIS INTERVENTION UNITS

» For Questions 3-7, use Table 2 (FCIU Caseload by Category, 2012 and 2015).

3.

Look at the FCIU Total Caseload (Row 7) and describe the overall change in the FCIU
caseload between 2012 and 2015,

The FCIU caseload decreased 20.2% from 2012 to 2015.

Additional Data from FCIU Provider:
*The FCIU provider reports a discrepancy between this data and the provider’s data that shows a

2% decrease in FCIU caseload during this period. A reconciliation of data is underway by FCIU.

2018-2020 Comprehiensive County YSC Plan
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4. Insert into the chart below the FCIU caseloads beginning with the category that has the
greatest number of cases.

tegory

1 Serious conflict between parent/guardian and juvenile 49
2 Truancy 23
3 Unauthorized absence by a juvenile for more than 24 hours
4 Serious threat to the well-being/physical safety of juvenile
5
6

I'CIU

3
0
Disorderly/Petty Disorderly Persons offense diverted fo 0
Other 0

5. Insert mto the chart below the % Change in Number of Cases column (Column G), between
2012 and 2015, from largest to smallest.

_ ategol

1 Serious conflict between parent/guardian and juvenile

2 Truancy :

3 Unauthorized absence by a juvenile for more than 24 50 3
hours

4 Other 0 0

5 Serious threat to the well-being/physical safety of 0 0
juvenile

6 Serious threat to the well-being/physical safety of 0 0
juvenile

6. Using the information in the ranking charts above, what does this information tell you about
your county’s overall FCIU caseload in 20157 How has FCIU caseloads changed since 20127

Referrals to FCIU decreased by 20.2%. While overall referrals did decrease since 2012, numbers
are still high in the Categories of Serious conflict between parent/guardian and juvenile and
Truancy. :

Additional Data from FCIU Provider:
The FCIU provider reports a discrepancy between this data and the provider’s data that shows a 2%
decrease in FCIU caseload during this period. A reconciliation of data is underway by FCIU.

» For Question 7, use Table 3 (FCIU Petitions Filed by Petition Type).
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IMPLICATIONS FOR DIVERSION PLAN

Extent of Need — Law Enforcement Station House Adjustments
23. Taken collectively, what do the answers to Question I {changes in overall police disposition)
and Question 2 (police diversion of juveniles) tell you about your County’s overall need for

station house adjustment programs?

The number of juveniles taken into custody by police decreased 21.3% from 2012 to 2015, The
number of cases handled and released decreased 37.1% from 2012 to 2015. Warren County is
interested in working to establish Station House Adjustments for vouth throughout the county.

Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need - Law Enforcement Station House Adjustments
24. Was additional data, not provided by the JJC, used in your county’s planning process? (If
other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What does any other available data tell you about how your County’s overall need for station
house adjustment programs and which offense categories seem reasonable to address through
your station house adjustment programs? Are there additional data that relates
Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And Ethnic Disparities?

No additional data was used,

Lxtent of Need - Family Crisis Intervention Units

25. Taken collectively, what do the answers to Question 3 (changes in overall FCIU caseload),
Question 7 (changes in FCIU petitions filed), and Question 8 (changes in FCIU referrals) tell
you about how your County’s overall need for an FCIU and programs used by the FCIU has

changed in recent years?

The FCIU Caseload decreased 20.2% from 2012 to 2015. The number of Petitions Filed by FCIU
increased 150% from 2012 to 2015. The number of FCIU Referral increased 19.1% from 2012 to
2015. Referrals to DCPP decreased 89.6%, Referrals to Substance Abuse Programs increased
183.3% and Referral to Outside Agencies increased 94.6%.

Additional Data from FCIU Provider:
The FCIU provider reports a discrepancy between this data and the provider’s data that shows a 2%

decrease in FCIU caseload during this period. A reconciliation of data is underway by FCIU.

Nature of Need- Family Crisis [ntervention Units
26. Based on the answers to Question 6 (change in nature of FCIU caseload) and Question 11

(changes in the nature of FCIU referrals), which types of crisis seem reasonable to address
through your County’s FCIU diversion programs?

Numbers are still high in the Categories of Serious Conflict between parent/guardian and juvenile
and Truancy. There is a significant increase in the referrals from FCIU to Other Ouiside Agencies

and to Substance Abuse Programs since 2012,
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Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need - Family Crisis Intervention Units
27. Was additional data, not provided by the JJC, used in your county’s planning process? (If
other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What does any other available data tell you about how your County’s overall need for an
FCIU and programs used by the FCIU has changed in recent years and which types of crisis
seem reasonable to address through your County’s FCIU diversion programs? Are there
additional data that relates Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And Ethnic

Disparities?

Additional Data from FCIU:
The FCIU provider reports a discrepancy between their data and data reported by AOC. The

provider’s data shows an unduplicated caseload of 124 in 2014 and 92 in 2015. In addition, the
provider reports a projected unduplicated caseload of 116 for 2017 based on data from the first 6

months of 2017.

Extent of Need - Family Court Diversions
28. What does the answer to Question 17 tell you about your County’s overall need for Family

Court diversion programs?

The total number of Family Court Diversions increased 42.5% from 2012 to 2015.

Other Data Regarding Extent and Nature of Need - Family Court Diversions
29. Was additional data, not provided by the JIC, used in your county’s planning process? (If

other data was used submit a copy in Chapter 13.)

What does any other available data tell you about your County’s overall need for Family
Court diversion programs and the types of offenses/behaviors seem reasonable to address
through your County’s Family Court diversion programs? Are there additional data that
relates Disproportionate Minority Contact or Racial And Ethnic Disparities?

No additional data was used

Extent of Need — Referrals to Juvenile Court and Juvenile Cases Diverted

30. Taken collectively, what do the answers to Question12 (overall referral to juvenile court) and
Question 18 (overall change in Juvenile cases diverted), tell you about how your County’s
overall Referrals to Juvenile Court and Juvenile Cases Diverted by race/ethnicity changed in

recent years?
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Program: ciu_ft_by county
Rundate: 06/15/2017 at 16.43.48

EW ]ﬂl{‘gﬁ’jf Lﬂmm Crisis Intervention Unit Report

- I' Warren Gounty
2 l fniﬂs. F2M s Iﬂsmuhuﬂﬁnl E’airr?"&hﬂgﬂ’r'l&? T AT
g ¥ ¥ January 1, 2014 -~ December 31, 2014

[. Unit Caseload

1. Beginning Pending (Active Cases at Start of Time Period) : 25
2{3. Cases Added Primary Secondary
{a) Serious threat to the well-being and physical safety of a juvenile 0 0
(b) Serious conflict between a parent or guardian and a juvenile 58 3
{c) Unauthorized absence by a juvenile for more than 24 hours (i 1
(d} Truancy 50 0
{e) Prostitution or hurnan trafficking 0 0
() DP, PDP or other disorderly persons or other delinquencyoffense diverted to CIU 0 10
(g) Mental/behaviorial heaith issues 87
{h} Substance abuse 3
(i) None 5
() Other o 0
(k} Total Cases Added {items {a) through (j) from above} 109 109
4. Cases Disposed ' 169
5. Total Active Pending [(1)+{2k}-(4)] 27

Il. Information and/or Referral

1. Contacts resulting in information and/or referral ONLY! 175
(Cases were NOT counted in the Added or Disposed tofals)

lil. Cases Disposed
(Counseling sessions need not have been held during the time period)
1. Counseling sessions - Disposed cases only

{(a) Telepheone contacts only 0

{b) 1-2 Face to face counseling sessions 40

{c} 3-5 Face to face counseling sessions 51

(d) 6 or more face to face counseling sessions 18

(s} Tolal vases Disposed {items [il.1.a through I1i.1.d} 109

2. Referrals - Disposed cases only

{a) Cases disposed where no family member was aver referred to other services 9

(b) Cases disposed where a family member was referred to other services 100

(c) " Total cases Referred {items It.2.a and I.2.b} 109

3. Petitiens - Disposed cases only
(a) Cases closed where one or more Juvenile/Family Crists or Out-of-Home Placement

petitions were filed during the course of the case 6
(b) Cases closed where no JuvenilefFamily Crisis or Out-of-Home Placement
petitions were filed during the course of the case 103
{c) Total Placements {items II1.3.a and [i1.3.b} i 109

V. Placements Made
1. Total placements

{a) Number of Voluntary Placements by agreement of the family 1
{b) Number of lnvoluntary Placerments of Juveniles outside of their home 5
{c} Total Placements {items IV.1.a and IV.1.b} 6
2. Juveniles placed within the time period of this report 6
V. Petitions Filed
1. Juveniles/Family Crisis Petitions 4
2. Out-of-Home Petitions _ 6
3. Total Petitions {items V.1 and V.2} 10
V0. Referrals Made
({Multiple referrals for a single case may be reporfed)
1. Number of referrals made to the Division of Child Protection and Permanency (formerly DYFS) 1
2. Number of referrals made fo the Division of Children's System of Care (formery DCBHS) 17
3. Number of referrals made to substance abuse programs 6 .
4. Number of referrals made to all other services 228
5. Total Referrals {items V1.1 through Vi.4} 252
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SRR jﬁfﬁﬁ}f ‘&@Mﬂ‘ T&  Crisis Intervention Unit Report
; Warren County
January 1, 2015 - December 31, 2015

1. Unit Caseload

1.

Beginning Pending {(Active Cases at Sfart of Time Perlod)

213, Cases Added

4.
5.

{a) Serious threat to the well-being and physical safety of a juvenile
(b) Serious conflict between a parent or guardian and a juvenile

(c) Unauthorized absence by a juvenile for mare than 24 hours

(d) Truancy

{(e) Prostitution or human trafficking .

{fy DP, PDP or other disorderly persons or other delinquensyoffense diverted to CIU
(@) Mental/behaviorlal heslth issues

{h} Substance abuse

{i} None

iy Other

(k) Total Cases Added {items (a) through {j) from above}
Cases Disposed
Total Active Pending [{1)+(2k)~(4)]

II. Information andfor Referral

1.

Contacts resulting in informaticn and/or referral ONLY!
(Cases were NOT courtted in the Added or Disposed tofals}

[ll. Cases Disposed
(Counseling sessions need not have been held during the time period)

1.

2.

3.

Counseling sessions - Disposed cases only
(a) Telephone contacts only
(b) 1-2 Face to face counseling sessions
{c) 3-5 Face to face counseling sessions
{d) 6 or more face to face counseling sessions
(e} Total cases Disposed {items ll.1.a through Nl.1.d}
Referrals - Disposed cases only .
{a) Cases disposed whare no family member was ever referred to other services
(b) Cases disposed whare a family member was referred to other services
(c) Total cases Referred {itams H).2.a and 111.2.b}
Petitions - Disposed cases anly
{(a) Cases closed where one or more Juvenile/Family Crisis or Qut-of-Home Placement
petitions were filed during the course of the case
(b) Cases closed where no Juvenile/Family Crisis or Qut-of-Home Placement
petitions were filed during the course of the case
{c} Total Placements {items I11.3.a and 111.3.h}

{V. Placements Made

.

2.

Total placements

{a) Number of Voluntary Placemants by agreement of the family

(b} Number of Involuntary Placemanis of juvenites outside of their home
(c) Total Placements {items IV.1.a and IV.1.h} '
Juveniles placed within the time period of this report

V. Petitions Filed

1.
2.
3.

Juvenlles/Family Crisis Petitions
Out-of-Home Petitlons
Total Petitions {iftems V.1 and V.2}

V1. Referrals Made

TN

(Multiple referrals for a single case may be reported)
Number of referrals made to the Division of Chifd Proteclion and Permanency (formerly DYFS)
Number of referrals made to the Division of Children’s System of Care (formerly DCBHS)
Number of referrals made to substance abuse programs
Number of referrals made to all other services
Total Referrals {items VI.1 through Vl.4}

Primary
49

23

75

28
26
21

75

68

23

AT

‘86

Program: eiu_ft_by_county.fex
Rundate: 04/06/2017 at 11.42.40

27
Secondary

203

75

75

75

4%

10

131




