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“Word From
Washington
by Marion Mattingly

Update on the [JDPA
- No JJOPA Action in 111th Con-
: gress, When it comes to reartho-
rization of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act
(JJDPA), the 111th -Congress was
a bust. Time ran out for reautho-
rization: of the JJIDPA in the 111th
Congress, making a wait of more
than eight years since the last rean-
thorization i 2002,
The Juvenile Justice and Delin-
. quency Prevention Reanthetization
Actof 2009, 8. 678, was introduced

and approved by the Senare jfudi-

ciary Committee in 2{)1(),=But it

" rnever made it to the floor. The
- Committee’s report was issued on
Angust 5, 2010. Although advo-
cates worked diligently for passage,
they were unsuccesstul. Iris unclear
what i in-store with the new 11%2th
Congress, but there are concerns.
While Pairick Leahy {(D-VTY will

Creontinue as Chair of the Judiciary -

& Committee and remaing commit-
sted tgreanthorization of the [JDPA,
-~the general climare in Congress of
F AOpPPposition, to new spending may
rimeahithat the comernt of any bill

‘may ook significantly different

than it wouild have before theelec
tions.Charles Grassley (R-IAY is

now the ranking member instead

of Jeff Sessions (R-AL).

Ghangés in.the House May Have B

an Impact. On the other hand,
the Republican takeover-of the,

House means changes that will - ¢

be important. In the House, Johs
Kline (R-MN} chairs the Education
and Workiorce Committee. Yes,
the name of the:Commiitee has_'

See WASHINGTON, page 13

Police and Juvenile Justice:
Contracting the Net

by H. Ted Rubin

Editor’s Note: Irc October 2010, Ted Rubin
traveled to Kansas City fo atlend the Annie E,
Casey Foundation’s fuvenile Detention Alrer-
naiives Initiative (JDAT} Iritersite Conference.
Bringing fogether 600 juvenile justice preact-
tioners, advocates, and experts, this is one of
the nation’s larger puvenile justice conferences.
Missowri was chosen as the sie of the annual

JDAT conference because of the stale’s success-
Jul juvenile justice veform efforis, including
both its work o safely reduce the number of
youth held in detention and the nationially
renowned “Missouri Model” of smalley, more
rehabililative facilities for committed youth,
“The Missouri sites have been among the most
successful nationwide,” said Bart Lubow,
Liirector, uvenile fustice Strategy Groupy at the
Casey Foundation, the AT program’s funder
“They have significanily and safely reduced
the number of youth who ave kept in detention,
saving Missourt commuenities hundreds of

_thousands of dollars in delention costs while

improving oulcomes for tFaese young people al
the same time.” The inforrnation exchanged a
ihe conference inspived this articl.

A Changing Juvenile
Justice Paradigm

The juvenile justice paradigm is now
changing. We are moving away from an
excessive practce of locking juveniles up
in juvenile insttutions or adult prisons.
We have gotten smar ter and have the
evidence to show we can often beiter
protect the public arad provide reha-
bilitative services in ciie juvenile court
and in the community. We also have the

;
communication skills to promote this
evidence and our cause with the citizenry
and policy makers.

This moment of progressive retrofirting
coincides with significant shortfalls in
state and local governmental tax revenues
that have prompied closings of juvenile
institutions and loss of adult prison beds
and staff reductions up and down the lad-
ders of employees who encounter offend-
ing juveniles in a professional capacity.

The ongoing reducton in official juve-
nile crime, and adult crime as well, plays
a role. There is substantally more pub-
lic interest in seeing youth obtain the
assistance they need to move forward
with their lives than there is in com-
mitting them o state juvenile or adult
institutions where they often malke little
gain either during their stay or following
their release.

Numerous police departmernts now
experience this changing fiscal reality
and are aware of roday’s changing crime
concerns. More find themselves concur-
ring with the more progressive direc-
rions articuiated by those in the advocacy
cornrmunity.

Charting a New Common Ground

This article encourages juvenile court
judges and justice system officials fo join
with mayors and county commissioners,
lawmakers, police leaders and sheriffs,
education leaders, proseculors, public
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defenders, other staze and local officials,

and influential citizens (o recast the para-
- digm for the handling of ‘uvenile offenses.

All of these individuals should consider:

e The current costs of handling of
Jjuvenile offenders and the shrinking
budgets at local and state leveis;

e Research findings on conditions of
confinernent and the harmful impact
of juvenile and adult institationaliza-
tion on many juveniles;

o Detention alternatives that can safely
substitute for costly securce pretrial
detention;

Family Therapy, Multidimensional
Treatment Foster Care, Aggression
Replacement Training) that are cost
efficient and reduce the need for far
more costly institutional care;

e Research findings on the role of
adolescent brain development on
hehavior;

e Disproportionate Minority Contact
{DMC) practices by police, schools,
juvenile detention personnel, court
mtake stafl, prosecutors, and judges;
and

e The impact of statutes that give pros-
ecutors the discretion o try juveniles
as adults without judicial oversight of
the process or which permitextended

One commitlee member’s concern, that “I don’t want
our high-needs kids locked up with kids who have
commilted serious offenses,” resonated.

» Police diversion practices that can
save police deparunents time and
money;

e Juvenile court and prosecuterial
intake practices that can successfully
divert youth;

e The impact of excessive referrals
of juveniles by schools to courts for
punishment of minor school-based
offenses;

e Evidence-based programs (Mul-
tisystemic Therapy, Functional

S I,

Juvenile institution alization beyond
that needed for refabilitation.

Police Leaders Collaeborate on
Detention Reform

Kevin Masters, Deputy Chief of the
Eansas City, Missouri, Police Depart-
ment, speaking to th is past Gcetober’s
Juvenile Detention Adternatives Initia-
tive (the Annie E. Cascy Founidation’s
JDAI program) Comnlerence, stated,
“We used to over-de tain, and o furn
good kids bad.” In response, officials

in Kansas City organized a broad and
potent Z4-person committee {21 of the
members from outside the court system)
with a directive from the family court’s
administrative judge to determine and
setjuvenile justice policy and practice in
that sprawling community, One commit-
tee member’s concern, that “T don’t want
our nigh-needs kids locked up with kids
who have committed serious offenses,”
resonated. Other important factors were
the adoption of a high-quality detention
assessment instrument and data that
demonstrated that reducing detention
had not resuited in increased juvenile
crime levels.

Rick Wilson, Captain, of the Tucson,
Arizona, Police Department, also spoke
of his department’s efforss o increase
patrol officers’ understanding of youth,
and of approaches undertaken to address
racial and ethnic disparities in order
1o reduce detention populations. “It
is o easy process to take us oul of our
comfort zone,” he stated, “and to have
us sit down with community people who
have a different slant on how we should
handle our functioning.” He noted that
“TDAT is data driven, and we gan show our
own work group what the pumbers say.
We are working on reducing DMC. Yet
our most difficult audience is our own
department.”

Training of Police: Other
Conference Presenters

Lieutenant David Virtue, Portland
Police Bureau, Portland, Oregon,

See JUVENILE JUSTICE, page 10
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