The Pennsylvania Juvenile Justice Recidivism Report:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

N

OAT T OUl OAT EA * OOAT EI A

November 2013
WWW.|C|C.State.pa.us

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

Tom Corbett
Governor



file:///C:/Users/caheberlig/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/JJLHWONQ/www.jcjc.state.pa.us

The Pennsylvania Juvenile Justice RecidivisReport:
Juveniles withCases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

Supported by
PennsylvaniaCommission on Crime and Delinquency
Subgrant #2009JG02-24385

Prepared By:

* OOO0ET A &l x1 AO88 88 8 SProfranBABy8L8 8 8 8
2AAAAAA T AAOOT 1 8 8.8 grdosntatbis TeéhBotbgy Generalist
* OOATETI A #1 000 *OACAOGE #1111 EOOE

601 CommonwealthAve, Suite 9100
P.O. Box 62425
Harrisburg, PA 171062425
717.787.6910
WWW.jcjc.State.pa.us

November2013

*For additional information, contadtistine Fowler at 717.783.3®or c-jfowler@pa.gov

Pagei


mailto:c-jfowler@pa.gov

Acknowledgements

The Juvenile Court sidcardypgmatefdlto e many sdividaals and s
organizations who contributed to the completion of this ptojedhis report would not have
been possiblevithout their assistana@nd dedicated inreement

We would like to share our sincerggttitudeto the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and
Delinquency(PCCD), who provided funding for this project throu§hbgrant #2009G-02-
24385 In addition, we would also like to thank the Stoneleigh Foundation for providing partial
funding for this project through a Fellowship position.

We would also like to take this opportunity to extend our deepest appreciatidhe
Administrative Office & Pennsylvania Courts (AOPC), weh providedall the criminalcourt
informationthat was used ithis study. Ralph HunsickeBarbara HolmesAndrew Sickler,
and John Skocikwere especially instrumental in the collection of thasa

We would also liketo thank Linda Bender and Tom Green, whose early work and technical
assistance laid thieamework for this project. Wwould alsolike to thank Chris Heberlidor

her work on the design of this repofinally, we wish to acknowledge the staff at the Center for
Juvenile Justice Training and Research who assisted in the colleciiorenie courtdata from
PaJCMS.

Finally, a heartfelt appreciation is extended to the many members of the Penns@twamis of

Chief Juvenile Probation Officers who offered feedback throughout the entire process of this
project. Their insight, interest, spirited discussions, and attention to detail contributed greatly to
the success of this report.

Pageii



Summary of Key Hndings

Section 1. CountySpecific Recidivism Rates and General Findings

Approximately 22% ofyouthreleased from juvenile court supervisibetween January 1, 2007 and
December 31, 200&cidivatedpage 1.

The average length of time to theuveni | eds offense that resul tec
adjudication or criminal conviction was 8 monthehile the median length of time was 7 months.
Approximately 75% of these offenses occurred within 1htmoafter case closure (pagg.20

The ¥ erage and median | ength of time to recidiyv
criminal conviction was 11 mont hs. Al most 6
adjudications or criminal convictions were within 12 months after caseredpae 23.

The moretotal written allegations a juvenile had in his or her offending history, the more likely he or
she was to recidivate. Juveniles with only ool written allegationrecidivated at a rate of 14%,
while juveniles with twaotal written allegations reoffended at a rate of 24%. Juveniles with three
total written allegations had a 31% recidivism rate, and those who had between four and nine written
allegations recidivated at a rate of 40%uvehiles with ten or mordotal written allegaibns
recidivated at a rate of 56¢page 23.

Section 2. Demographic Variables

The younger the juvenile was at the time of his or herwirgten allegation, the more likely he or
she was to recidivate. Conversely, the older the juvenile was at the time of his or veritfesat
allegation, the less likely he or she was to recidivgtage 33.

The older the juvenile was at the timeaafse closurethe more likely he or she was to recidivate.
Conversely, the younger the juvenile was at the timeasé closurethe less likely he or she was to
recidivate(page 37.

Males accounted for 51% of the general population of youth in Pennsylvania b@®@eand 2009,
though they accounted for 76% of all dispositions that occurred between this time period. Males also
accounted for 90% of #recidivist population (page %1

Males recidivated at a rate 2.5 times highenttemales (26% vs. 10%) (pad2).

Black juveniles comprised 15% of the general population of youth in Pennsylvania between 2007 and
2009, although they accounted for approximately 44% of all dispositions that occurred between this
time period. Black juveniles also accounted for agpnately 44% of the recidivist population
(pages 4445).

White juveniles comprised 82% of the general population of youth in Pennsylvania between 2007 and
2009, although they accounted famly approximately 56% of all dispositions that occurred in this
time period. White juveniles also accounted for approximately 56% eotdbidivist population
(pages 445).
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Summary of Key Findings(Continued)

Approximately 2 in 10 (19%) White juvenile offenders recidivated. Approximately 3 in 10 (28%)
Black juveniles reoffended (page 46

Black males and White males-offended at the highest rates (34% and 22%, respectively). Black
females reoffended at a rate of 13%, followed by Asian males at 12%. Approximately 9% of White
females reoffended, while o Asian females recidivatdpage 43.

Accordingto 2002 009 Census dat a, approxi mately 71% of
were married, while 9% were never married. Con
were married, whil@ ppr oxi mat el y 4 ems weré neveenaairiedi(pasgecd8).s 6 par

80% of recidivists wer e f r obiologicd pasentauineverndoiedf a mi | vy
biological parents separated/divorced, one/both biologmaients deceased Only 20% of
recidivistd par ent s (pagebl}e marri ed

Juveniles with both parents deceasedffended at the highest rate (32%) amorgahily status
groups(page 5%.

Section 3. Offense and Disposition Variables

Among select offenses analyzefiiveniles who committed the followingn their base case
recidivated at ratelower than the overall average: indecent assault (11%), DUI (13%), retail theft
(13%), criminal mischief (17%), harassment/stalking (17%), and weapon on school property (17%)

(page 68.

Among select offenses analyzed, juveniles who committed the followingheir base case
recidivated at ratekigher than the overall average: unauthorized use of a motor vehicle (30%),
possession with intent to deliver (33%), robbery (332l firearmrelated offenses (39%page 63.

Person offenders, Property offenders, and Drug offenders all exhibited some degree of offense type
specializatiorwhen reoffending Drug offenders exhibited the highesgoee of specializatiowhen
they recidivated(page 74.

Juveniles who committed felony offenses recidivated at the highest ratépageo77.

The majority of recidivists committed a misdemeanor offense when they recidivated, regardless of the
grading of the offase of their base cdgpage 78.

Juveniles who had committed a sex offense on their basereeisivated(any type of offenset a
rate of 13%(page 83) Only 1.4% of sex offenders committed another sex offense within two years
of their case closingpage 8%.

! Seepages5 for a definition of this term.
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Summary of Key Findings(Continued)

Juveniles who committed indecent exposure committed another sex oftethgehéghest rate
(4%) (page 8p

Juveniles who committed statutory sexual assault recidivated (anpftgiense) athe highest
rate: 27% (page 93

Section 5. Program and Out-of-Home Service Variables

Recidivists were more than 1.5 times more likely to have had a detention/shelter or dispositional
placement experience than nacidivists(53%vs. 30%, respectively) (page )01

Juveniles who had no detention/shelter or dispositional placement experience recidivated at a rate
half of that of those who had at least one such experience ($6%3%, respectively) (page
101).

The more disposbnal placement episodes a juvenile had, the more likely he or she was to
recidivate. Juveniles who had only one dispositional placement episode recidivated at a rate of
32%. Juveniles who had four or more dispositional placement episedéfienrded ata rate of

47% (page 104

Section 6. Serious, Violent, Chronic(SVC), and Child Offenders

Approximately 1 in 5 (21%) juveniles with a case closure in 2007, 2008, or 2009 were a serious
offendel, a violent offendéy or a chronic offendépage 115

e 6% of juveniles with a case closure were serious offehdansl 37% of serious offenders
recidivated(page 11Y.

e 6% of juveniles with a case closure were violent offeridensd 36% of violent offenders
recidivated(page 12Y.

e 14% of juveniles with acase closure were chronic offendeend 41% of chronic offenders
recidivated(page 13Y.

e Only 0.4% of juveniles with a case closure were serious, viodD chronic offenders, though
55% of serious, violent, AND chronaffenders recidivate(page 1439

About 50% of child offendefsvere either a serious offender, a violent offender, or a chronic
offender. Only 20% of nochild offenders were a serious offender, a violent offender, or a
chronic offende(page 155

' see pagé for a definition of this term
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Introduction

The Pennsylvaniad uveni |l e Court Judgesd Commission (
training, and support to enable Pennsylvani a
restorative justice mission. The Commission is legislatively empowered to advisiewoemt

judges in all matters pertaining to the proper care and maintenance of delinquent and dependent
children, employing evidendeased practices whenever possible, and to compile and publish
such statistical data as needed for efficient administratidhe juvenile courts.

J
0

In November 2010, the JCJC unanimously endorsed a comprehensive strategy, known as the
Juvenile Justice System Enhancement Strategy (JJSES), to enhance the capacity of
Pennsyl vaniabds juvenil e | of balancedeandgesteratieerjustteo a c h
The following is the statement purpose of the JJSES.:

We dedicate ourselves to working in partnership to enhance the
capacity of Pennsyl vaniabds juveni
balanced and restorative justimgssion by:

e Employing evidencéased practices, with fidelity, at every stage
of the juvenile justice process;

e Collecting and analyzing the data necessary to measure the
resultsof these efforts; and, with this knowledge,

e  Striving to continuously improvihe quality of our decisions,
services and programs.

Key stakeholders concluded that one of the most appropriate ways to evaluate the effectiveness
of the JIJSES was to examine the recidivism rates of juveniles who have been involved in
Pennsyl veamiilaed sj y sutvi ce syst em. After al |, Ar e
whether or not criminal justice interventions, from diversion through incarceration, are making a
difference in keeping offenders fro ¢ o mmi t t i n g? Anihe imtiatiorr of thee)3SES)

however, there was no systematic mechanism available tothradtatewide recidivism rates of

juvenile offenderan Pennsylvaniawithin both the criminal and juvenile justice systeonce

their case closet

Consequently, the JCJOnhdertook the current project and developed the methodology and
capacity to monitor the statewide recidivism rates of juvenile offenders. The Center for Juvenile
Justice Training and Research (CJJT&R), a division of the JCJC, currently collects and
maintans delinquency data related to approximately 100,000 juvenile court dispositional records
each year through the Pennsylvania Juvenile Case Management System (PaJCMS), and has been
doing so for over three decades. The JCJC worked closely with the Adatinesi®ffice of

'!For more information on Pennsyl vani ad s httpiwwe.jojistaepalus.st i ce System Enha
2 Virginia Department of Justice. (2005). Juvenile recidivism in Virgiiid) Quarterly 3, +12.
5The Juvenil e issioncollecsdath elateddo juRenitas who-offend while under supervisiorBetween the years 2005 and

2012, the annual rate has bd&%6-16%.
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Pennsylvania Courts (AOPC), who collects court data at both the criminal and magisterial
district justice levels, for the project.

The current study had two overarching goalSince the core premise of the JJSES is that
recidivism rategan be reduced through the implementation of evidéased practices, the first

goal was to establish a recidivism benchmark against which the JJSES could be measured. The
second goal was to examine differences between recidivists anckcidivists interms of
demographics and other key variables to identify facamsociated withrecidivism in the
Pennsylvania juvenile justice system.

After discussions with Temple University Criminal Justice Professor Phil Harris, JCJC staff, and
representatives from the Pennsylvania Council of Chief Juvenile Probation Offtbers
following definition of recidivism was adopted:

e N
Recidivism:
A subsequent delinquacy adjudication or conviction
in criminal court for either a misdemeanor or felony
offense within two years of case closure

The twoyear tracking period was selected because there was a consensus that recidivism beyond
two years from case closure would be less likely to be related to the services and interventions
provided during the period of juvenile court supervision. Additionally, only subsequent
adjudications of delinquency and findings of guilt in criminal proceedingse included in the
definition of recidivism since these case outcomes require judicial determinations.

The benchmark was developed with cases closed in, 2008,or 2009to provide an accurate
measure of prdJSES recidivism because the JJSES wasnmgemented in any jurisdiction

until 2010 While full implementation of the JJSES may take years, the data obtained from this
report will provide an appropriate baseline to gauge the successfulness of the stra&gl

2013, the JCJC releas@tie Rennsylvania Juvenile Justice Recidivism Report: Juveniles with a
2007 Case Closurewhich detailed the outcomes of youth with a case closed from a juvenile
probation department in 2007. The current study expands on this research to include data from
case<losed in 2008 ah2009.

After a brief description of the methodology employed, the remainder of this report will describe
the results of the study. First, the calculated baseline recidivism rate at both the statewide and
the individual canty level will be provided. Next, descriptive statistics of juvenile recidivists
and nonrecidivists will be detailed. Finally, the report will conclude with projecttitions

and suggestions for future researclror adetailed literature review ojuvenile delinquency,

refer to The Pennsylvania Juvenile Justice Recidivism Report: Juveniles with a 2007 Case
Closure

* Findings of guilt included: guilty verdict, aguilty plea andanolo contenderglea.
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Methodology

As previously mentioned, the current study had two overarching goals. The first was to establish a
recidivism benchmark against which various components of the Juvenile Justice System
Enhancement Strategy (JJSES) could be measured. The second goalexawiteedifferences
between recidivists and naacidivists in terms of demographics and other key variablesorder

to meet these goals, staff members from the J
Juvenile Justice Training and ReséafCJJT&R) began the data collection process by querying the
Pennsylvania Juvenile Case Management System (PaJCMS) to identify juwdrolegere closed

from a juvenile probation department2607, 2008, or 2009 Juveniles werecluded in the sample

if they had acasethat occurredorior to ther 2007, 2008, or 200losure datdhat had a valid
disposition Valid dispositions for the purposes of this project were as follomfsrmal
adjustment consent decree probation placement probation with day treatment deferred
adjudication deferred placementourtesy supervisigrother, andwarned, counseled, case closed
The CJJT&R staff then created a base data fil
Identification Number (SID), th final (most recent) valid disposition, the date of that disposition,
and the date of the 2002008, or 200@ase closure. These juveniles formed the base sample for the
study.

The CJJT&R staff members then provided this base data file to the AdatimistOffice of
Pennsylvania Courts (AOPC). The AOPC in turn queried their case management systems against
the list of juveniles provided by the CJJT&R to determine if the individuatdfemded as adults

after their 20072008, or 2002losuredate A juvenile was matched by: 1.) his or her SID alone, or

2.) two of the following: his or her last name, his or her date of birth, his or her social security
number. The AOPC then provided to the staff at the CJJaBRases subsequent to the 2007

2008, or 2009%case closure date recorded for the listed juveniles, regardless of the length of time that
had elapsed. For each case that was provided, the most saslmiantiateffense and the

di sposition for that of fsesupmied(nfadditidnehe digmositton s p o s
for the overall case (ficase dispositionodo) was

While the AOPC queried their systems to determine if any of the listed juveniles from the base data
files had recidivated in the criminal system, staff memmbfrom the CJJT&R did the same in the
PaJCMS to determine if any of the youthoféended as juveniles. If the individual recidivated (i.e.,

had a subsequent delinquency adjudication) in juvenile court after their 2008, or 200 ase

closure, the ”dposition for thdirst recidivating case was recorded, regardless of length of time that
elapsed from the closure date. The date of that delinquency adjudication and the offense disposition
were also documented.

The AOPC then returned to the CJJT&Rlata file that included the aforementioned information

(i.e., all subsequerriminal cases recorded for the juveniles, the most sesabstantiatedffense,

the disposition of that offense, and the disposition of the entire case). Next, staff mearbdhe

CJJT&R incorporated this data into the base data file. Since some juveniles had multiple subsequent

Snquiries have been made about how Pennsylvani abs disnssedhovi sm rates
substantiateavere included in the base sample, anzbiisent decreeend accelerated rehabilitative disposition&RDs)were counted as
recidivating events (these dispositions do not require a judicial adjudication or determination of guilt). To see reatdwissing this alternative
definition of recidivism, refer to Appendik.
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cases in the criminal court system, staff members from the CJJT&R selecfadttiecidivating
incident that occurred, a process similar to ¢ases retrieved from the PaJCMaII re -offense

data utilized in this study wasdrawn from the first recidivating case. That is, if a juvenile has
multiple recidivating cases, only statistics related to the first reffensewas captured in this
report, unless otherwise noted The most seriousubstantiatedoffense and its subsequent
disposition were also included in the file. Following this, staff members from the CJJT&R
incorporated into the base data file the recidivism data that had been extracteldef PaJCMS.

Next, this base data file was reviewed by staff members from the JCJC to identify recidivists and
nonrecidivists. All juveniles with a case closed in 20@D08, or 2009vho had a subsequent
delinquency adjudication or finding of gdilin criminal court for either a felony or misdemeanor
of fense within two years of their case closur

The length of time to recidivism was calated from the date of thmase closure to thaéate of the
delinqueny adjudication or finding of guilt in criminal court for the recidivating cdadere
applicable), except in the instance of juveniles who turned tweamyin 2007 2008, or 2009 In
Pennsylvania, juvenile court jurisdiction ends at age twens; and & such, these juveniles were
tracked two years beyond their twetligt birthday.

Furthermore, all juveniles who did not recidivatereioffended,but not by the aforementioned
definition (e.g.juvenileswho recidivatednore than two years after theiase closureor juveniles
who recidivated only with a summary offensg)e r e pl acemde cindit hiestfim omnamp

The PaJCMS was also utilized to collect the additional variables that were examined in the current
project. These include: demographioffense and disposition variables, and program angbfeut

home service variables. Information related to serious, violent, chronic, and child offenders was also
retrieved from the PaJCMS.

% Findings of guilt included: guilty verdict, aguilty pleg and anolo contenderglea.

" While including individuals known to have recidivated more than two years aftecloasee in reoffense figuresvould undoubtedly increase
Penn syl vdavsm @&té, sloing soavould ultimately decrease the ability to link the return to delinquent or criminal behavior totteeatmen
services received while under juvenile court supervision.
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Definitions

The following terms are used in the Pennsylvanipuvenile justice system and this report.

Adjudication of Delinquency When a juvenile is founfly the juvenile ourt to have broken a law
and is in the need of treatment, supervision, or rehabilitation. This is similar to the finding of guilt in
crimind court.

Disposition Defined as an allegation disposed of by the juvenile probation department and/or the
court. The termdisposedneans that a definite action/decision has been implemented or
that a treatment plan has been decided upon or begun

Written Allegation The document that is completed by a law enforcement officer or other person
that is necessary to allege a juvenile has committed an act of delinquéhcy.term is used
interchangeably with referrai this report

Expungemen When a juvenile court record is legally erased as though it never existed.
Youth Level of ServicdYLS): Aresearctbased assessment t ool desi g

risk to reoffend and needed services through juvenile probation. The YLS helpsobation
of ficer objectivel y -dffendiegrandithe evelaof needad intérdestiorn. i s kK 0

The following describes the definitiors of terms used in this report

Recidivated Thisterm indicates that a juvenile has committed a sulesgdalony or misdemeanor
offense that has resulted in an adjudication of delinquency or criminal conwigtion two years of
case closureThis term is used interchangeably wighoffendedn this report.

Valid Disposition For the purposes of thigport, valid dispositions includanformal adjustment,
consent decree, probation, placement, probation with day treatment, deferred adjudication, deferred
placement, courtesy supervision, other, and warned, counseled, case closed

Juveni | @Bwe Thsairdieates th¢ u v e nciodure &en a probation department (not an
individual caseclosing). A juvenile could be on supervision for multiple cases at the time of
closure, but this term indicatestheu veni | e6s t er mi naupavisam. fr om j uv

Base CaseThis term indicatesthe most recent case that had a valid disposition that occurred
i mmedi ately prior to the juvenilebés 2007, 200

Recidivating CaseThe recidivating caseis the first case that resulted in an adjudication of
delinquency or conviction in criminal court f

Detention/ShelterThis indicates experiencesatiemporary holding facilit.
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Definitions (Continued)

Dispositional Placement This indicates experiences at programutilized as a juvenile court
disposition

Out-of-Home ExperienceAn outof-home experience indicates that a juvenile has spent tiraf-out

home receiving services in eithedatention/shelter facility or a placement facility The -t er m
ofhome experienceo is used to descri be, i n ger
placement experiences

Outof-Home EpisodeAn outof-home episode refers to a specifietention/shelter or placement
stay. Juveniles may have multiple -@ithome episodes.

Serious @&fender:A juvenilewho has been adjudicated delinquent at any point in his or her juvenile
offending historyfor one of the following offenses: burglarjheft (felonies only), arson, drug
trafficking (manufacture/deliver/possession with intent to deliver), and extortion (theft by extortion).

Violent Offender. A juvenilewho has been adjudicated delinquent at any point in his or her juvenile
offending histoy for one of the following offenseshomicide ormon-negligent manslaughter, rape,
robbery, aggravated assault, kidnapping, and select firearms/weapons offenses.

Chronic_Qfender A juvenile who has four or more previous written allegations for separat
incidents that occurred prior to the date of the 2007, 2008, or 2009 case closure.

Child Offender. A juvenile who was under the age of 13 as of the date of his or her first adjudication
of delinquency
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Section 1.County-Specific Recidivism Rates andseneral Findings:
Summary of Key Findings

Approximately 22% of youth released from juvenile court supervision between January 1, 2007
and Decemeér 31, 2009 recidivated (page)16

Approximately 56% of recidivists reffendedfirst in criminal court (pagé?).

The averagé engt h of t i meffenseothat réseltedjinuavsabsequer detinquency
adjudication or criminal conviction was 8 monthshile the median length of timeas 7
months. Approximately 75% of these offenses occurred within 11 tho@fter case closure

(page 20.

The average and median length of timete ci di vi st s® subsequent d e
criminal convictionwas 11 months. Al mo s t 60% of recidivistso
adjudications or criminal convictions wergthin 12 monthsaftercase closure (page 22

Recidivists were involved with the juvenile justice system 9 months longer, on ayénag
nonrecidivists (page 25

Recidivists were more likely than neacidivists to have been adjudicated delinquent at some
point prior tothe date of their case closypage 2§.

The more written allegations a juvenile had in his or her offending history, the more likely he or
shewas to recidivate. Juveniles with only one written allegation in their offending history
recidivated at a rate of 14%, while juveniles with two written allegatioudfemded at a rate of

24%. Juveniles with three written allegations had a 31% residivate, and those who had
between four and nine written allegations recidivated at a rate of 40%. Juveniles with ten or
more written allegations in their offending history récaded at a rate of 56% (page)28
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Section 1. CountySpecific RecidivismRates and General Findings

Cautionary Note

It is critically important to note thaéxpunged cases create a significant limitation to this study. In
Pennsyl vani a, when a case is expunged, all ief a |
ferasedod and is therefore not avail a,lR008,orf200asean al y
expungement were omitted from the studyos20aompl e,
2009that was not expunged.

Unfot unatel vy, it i's not possible to determine how
number of expungements for a variety of reasons, including that the unit of measurement for the recidivism
study was guvenile while the unit of measament for an expungement wasase(one juvenile may have

had sevel casegxpunged).

Arguably, juveniles whose cases are expunged are presumed to be individuals who are considered to be at
lower risk to recidivate (i.e., firdime, relatively minor denders). However, since no risk assessment
instruments (e.g., the Youth Level of Service) were being utilized in Pennsylvania prior to 2009, there is no
way to determine the actual rigk recidivateof juveniles with a 20072008, or 200@ase closureln general,

counties that expunged significant numbers of cases had higher recidivism rates than their counterparts. A
possible explanation for this result is that a significant number of lower risk youth were removed from the
research sample in theseigdlictions.

Moreover, these recidivism rates do not take into account the specific treatment and services that were
provided to juveniles while under supervision. Readers are cautioned, therefore, to make no comparisons
between counties due to varyirjgvenile court policies and practices, including those relating to
expungement. Rather, it is our goal to measure whether recidivism rates within each county decline as
evidencebased practices are implemented.

Table T County and Statewide Recidivisnafes: Juvenilesvith Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 Case Closures 2008 Case Closures 2009 Case Closures ThreeYear Total
k7] =2 0 0 = 0 <N 2 0 5 B fifR= 3
8 39 2902z 39 286 22 39 28 g | 30 | &y
m 0
County | £ 158 |28 228 |c8| 23 25|58 |28 | £ |58 (=%
s | 18 |ES| §E8 | 55| E2 |E8| 58| E2| 5 | 88 |88
E| €5 |®2| % |E€g| %2 |"%|Eg| 3| £ | E€ |t
= 3= i 22 (i 23 (i P = z
Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate
58 254 26 63 233 3 51 201 1 172 688 30
Adams
23% 27% 25% 25%
Alleh 257 | 1,603 | 181 469 1,677 363 434 @ 1,473 300 1,160 4,753 | 844
egheny
16% 28% 29% 24%
7 49 0 51 275 1 6 30 1 64 354 2
Armstrong
14% 19% 20% 18%
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Table  County and Statewide Recidivism Rates: Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 Case Closures 2008 Case Closures 2009 Case Closures ThreecYearTotal
g 23 & £ gg & £ 2% & & g3 ¢
S o] S K] o O =] S o O =] 5 c 3 5
2|30 |8 3 |30| 8, | §| 30| 8 | §| g5 =8
County x| 28 |U%| x (29| Ww | x| 28 | WUy | x| 39 W
5 co S g b Su B9 5 ° 9 © o 5 S 9 5 §
3 @ O T G = 20 5O = @ O T®) oy S O 33
g8 |€ | € |gs|€ |&|€s |2 | €| g8 | ¢
> 3 = = 3 2 3 = 3 2 3 = 3 z =
Recidivism Raté Recidivism Raté Recidivism Ratée Recidivism Rafe
52 301 0 45 294 2 44 252 3 141 847 5
Beaver
17% 15% 17% 17%
10 70 0 14 64 0 10 72 0 34 206 0
Bedford
14% 22% 14% 17%
Berk 160 769 158 183 @ 814 79 174 933 39 517 2,516 276
erks
21% 22% 19% 21%
Blai 14 149 60 14 82 103 21 77 117 49 308 280
air
9% 17% 27% 16%
13 67 0 12 71 5 4 18 5 29 156 10
Bradford
19% 17% 22% 19%
Buck 167 852 154 @ 172 | 854 92 153 710 268 492 2,416 514
ucks
20% 20% 22% 20%
Bul 33 173 97 18 156 47 25 141 23 76 470 167
utler
19% 12% 18% 16%
64 408 20 54 253 4 53 225 3 171 886 27
Cambria
16% 21% 24% 19%
2 10 0 1 7 N/A** 2 9 N/A** 5 26 N/A**
Cameron
20% 14% 22% 19%
9 111 0 15 105 2 20 101 0 44 317 2
Carbon
8% 14% 20% 14%
6 55 11 16 79 3 12 71 14 34 205 28
Centre
11% 20% 17% 17%
ch 117 623 38 119 657 @ N/A** | 126 626 N/A** 362 1,906 N/A**
ester
19% 18% 20% 19%
13 29 36 8 37 2 9 46 1 30 112 39
Clarion
45% 22% 20% 27%
18 72 0 11 55 0 5 43 0 34 170 0
Clearfield
25% 20% 12% 20%
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Table  County and Statewide Recidivism Rates: Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 Case Closures 2008 Case Closures 2009 Case Closures ThreeYearTotal
@ oI n = 0 < = 0 3 o fole] @
5 |29| 88 |52|30| 58 |52 30| 88 | § | 50 | &
County x a9 3o s=|29 o 5 2= 29 o o 23 W
5 S 90 20 238 |5 g 20 238 T g 273 5 i) 5 9
o L ®© E D EO| - ® E o E© - ®© E o e = ® C©
E |BO| 25 (28|89 25 |28 Bo | 25 | & | B2 | 26
E Es g2 <% g€sg ‘g |~ e €3 £ tg £
2 | 3% w 33 i 33 & = = = 3
Recidivism Raté Recidivism Raté Recidivism Ratée Recidivism Raté
0 7 0 5 17 12 15 62 7 20 86 19
Clinton
0% 29% 24% 23%
12 70 4 13 72 2 12 83 3 37 225 9
Columbia
17% 18% 14% 16%
21 125 0 24 132 3 31 119 4 76 376 7
Crawford
17% 18% 26% 20%
26 89 894 17 83 332 39 125 267 82 297 1,493
Cumberland
29% 20% 31% 28%
Dauoh 184 @ 850 13 245 | 984 23 259 1,001 18 688 2,835 54
auphin
22% 25% 26% 24%
67 298 N/A** 45 283 N/A** 56 235 N/A** 168 816 N/A**
Delaware
22% 16% 24% 21%
Elk 8 37 4 6 28 7 12 36 5 26 101 16
22% 21% 33% 26%
Eri 147 | 708 6 173 | 718 4 168 780 7 488 2,206 17
rie
21% 24% 22% 22%
37 280 1 43 261 7 35 246 2 115 787 10
Fayette
13% 16% 14% 15%
1 3 4 1 7 5 1 12 5 3 22 14
Forest
33% 14% 8% 14%
84 348 4 67 336 21 69 296 27 220 980 52
Franklin
24% 20% 23% 22%
1 17 0 2 15 0 1 11 1 4 43 1
Fulton
6% 13% 9% 9%
3 37 88 4 20 69 5 42 59 12 99 216
Greene
8% 20% 12% 12%
12 52 0 8 56 0 8 46 1 28 154 1
Huntingdon
23% 14% 17% 18%
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Table T County and Statewide Recidivism Rates: Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 Case Closures

o
=
=]
3
County 04
©
@
o]
IS
>
Z
10
Indiana
18
Jefferson
2
Juniata
67
Lackawanna
112
Lancaster
35
Lawrence
91
Lebanon
86
Lehigh
81
Luzerne
86
Lycoming
14
McKean
31
Mercer
19
Mifflin
22
Monroe

Number of Juvenile
with Case<losed

78
13%
73
25%
6
33%
265
25%
398
28%
202
17%
301
30%
899
10%
390
21%
297
29%
52
27%
163
19%
53
36%
245
9%

Number of
Expunged Casg's

Recidivism Ratée

98

12

102

36

318

74

91

19

2008 Case Closures

Number of
Recidivists

11

10

49

109

26

59

109

106

73

10

15

17

39

Number of Juvenile
with Cases Closec

65
17%
52
19%
16
25%
204
24%
441
25%
184
14%
258
23%
937
12%
630
17%
255
29%
44
23%
122
12%
64
27%
252
15%

Pagell

Number of
Expunged Cas&%

Recidivism Raté

19

56

13

124

21

234

20

27

2009 Case Closures

Number of
Recidivists

Number of Juvenile
with Cases Close(

Number of
Expunged Casé¥*

Recidivism Ratée

12

34

76

19

60

151

87

99

12

27

15

30

59
14%
46
26%
17
41%
174
20%
412
18%
94
20%
226
27%
987
15%
506
17%
382
26%
49
24%
154
18%
55
27%
278
11%

14

21

116

16

84

14

17

Number of Recidivist

29

40

13

150

297

80

210

346

274

258

36

73

51

91

ThreeYearTotal
o 5
- @ Yo
© 0 o g
5 8 - ©
S Z o0
g = =
Z 3 2

Recidivism Raté

202
14%
171
23%
39
33%
643
23%
1,251
24%
480
17%
785
27%
2,823
12%
1,526
18%
934
28%
145
25%
439
17%
172
30%
775
12%

34

175

31

342

20

11

73

636

108

135

31




Table T County and Statewide Recidivism Rates: Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 Case Closures

® = 0 0
: 38 .4
S =0 58
County & 29 o o
5 52 €5
o} [TH®) 5 £
E |Es | %%
: 2% d
Recidivism Raté
223 | 1,042 117
Montgomery
21%
5 26 2
Montour
19%
92 566 13
Northampton
16%
40 184 53
Northumberland
22%
13 63 3
Perry
21%
598 @ 2,098 306
Philadelphia
29%
10 86 0
Pike
12%
4 27 0
Potter
15%
39 301 2
Schuylkill
13%
17 63 2
Snyder
27%
13 143 5
Somerset
9%
0 6 0
Sullivan
0%
13 57 0
Susquehanna
23%
16 66 8
Tioga
24%

2008 Case Closures

= O 0
58 28 (5%
22| 58 | 8%
E© - ®© E o
2& 85 2%
5% &
Recidivism Rate
232 973 41
24%
5 23 0
22%
89 485 11
18%
36 155 7
23%
25 85 32
29%
606 2,143 78
28%
9 66 0
14%
5 30 1
17%
47 276 7
17%
14 59 0
24%
8 73 11
11%
1 8 0
13%
10 43 2
23%
12 66 6
18%

2009 Case Closures ThreeYearTotal
= © 1) iR 3
sy §558 3 L
3¢ Bg 2 1 &g B
3= O 2 2% | 2
Recidivism Raté Recidivism Raté
253 | 1,003 54 708 3,018 212
25% 23%
6 19 0 16 68 2
32% 24%
72 424 1 253 1,475 25
17% 17%
33 138 5 109 477 65
24% 23%
9 54 27 47 202 62
17% 23%
809 2,499 96 2,013 | 6,740 480
32% 30%
14 99 5 33 251 5
14% 13%
2 43 0 11 100 1
5% 11%
32 214 6 118 791 15
15% 15%
12 39 0 43 161 2
31% 27%
6 61 6 27 277 22
10% 10%
0 2 0 1 16 0
0% 6%
8 61 3 31 161 5
13% 19%
12 75 4 40 207 18
16% 19%
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Table T County and Statewide Recidivism Rates: Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 Case Closures 2008 Case Closures 2009 Case Closures ThreeYearTotal
2 5% |8 |88 |- % . |82 .8 2 |58 |¢
=} 3 o S 3 ° 3 3 o ° 8 S % 3 O 08 2 =0 2y
County & o Q 3o | o= 29 g | 82 29 o 5 @ 29 W &
5 |58 £5|E% |58 £EE E5 /%8 |E%| z | f& | @
b o O 5 E S 0 o O S ¢ S 0 o O 52 0] g0 83
o] Q Z a Z Q z 3 Z Q Z > Q == 2
E | EZ T3 Eg |8 t€ |"%| £ | 5% |
Zz 2 u § w 2 L pd z 4
Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate
on 11 38 10 8 22 11 3 25 7 22 85 28
nion
18% 36% 12% 26%
4 47 18 14 75 17 14 112 26 32 234 61
Venango
9% 19% 13% 14%
11 73 1 12 69 3 15 66 7 38 208 11
Warren
15% 17% 23% 18%
87 351 4 74 279 8 56 267 4 217 897 16
Washington
25% 27% 21% 24%
15 74 2 12 78 2 8 71 0 35 223 4
Wayne
20% 15% 11% 16%
74 553 88 100 581 23 101 612 34 275 1,746 145
Westmoreland
13% 17% 17% 16%
19 68 1 8 59 3 4 45 5 31 172 9
Wyoming
28% 14% 9% 18%
York 246 | 1,012 57 250 | 1,016 | 128 241 958 136 737 2,986 321
or
24% 25% 25% 25%
—_— 3,827 18,882 3,250 4,132 18,910 2,122 4,206 | 18,439 1,912 12,165 56,231 7,284
' 20% 22% 23% 22%

*Recidivism is defined as: A subsequent adjudication of delinquency or conviction in criminal court for a misdemeanorror déflense within
two years of case closure. Expunged cases are not included in these figures.

®This figure represents cas closed in 2007 and subsequently expunged. One juvenile may have had multiple cases expunged.

**This figure represents cases closed in 2008 and subsequently expunged. One juvenile may have had multiple cases expunged.

**This figure representsases closed in 2009 and subsequently expunged. One juvenile may have had multiple cases expunged.

X%This figure represents cases closed in 2007, 2608009 and subsequently expunged. One juvenile may have had multiple cases expung

N/A**: This data is currently unavailable.
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Baseline Recidivism Rates

Across the thregear time period, recidivism rates remained fairly consistent. During the year 2007
in Pennsylvania, 18,882 youth who had baemer the supervision ofa juvenile probation
department had their case closed. Approximately 20ivehiles, or 3,827, reffended within two

years of case closure. Similarly, during 2008, 18,910 juveniles had a case closed. Ultimately, 4,312
juveniles, or 22%of all juveniles with a case closurecidivated. Finally, in 2009, 18139 juveniles

hada case closure. Within 2 years of this case closure, §&@6ilesre-offended, equating to a

23% recidivism ratéRefer to Table laboveand Figure below).

Figure 1. ThreeYear Recidivism Rates:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009
100%
80%
(&)
IS
@
G eo%
=
S
(8}
(&)
@
40%
22% 23%
20% .
20% > — ¢
0%
2007 2008 2009
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Proportion of Recidivists to Non-Recidivists

Table 2below depicts the proportion of recidivists to regidivists for cases closed from juvenile
probation departments in years 2007, 20f82009. In 2007, 20%N= 3,827)of juveniles were
recidivists, while 80%{N= 15,055)of juveniles were nomecidivids. In 2008, 22%N= 4,132)of
juveniles were recidivists, and 78%= 14,778)of juveniles were nomecidivists. Finally, in 2009,
23% (N= 4,206)of juveniles were recidivists, while 77%= 14,233)were nonrrecidivists. The
threeyearrecidivism avergewas 22%(N= 12,165) meaning/8% (N= 44,066)of juveniles with a
case closure didot recidivate within two year®Referalsoto Figure 2.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYearTotal
Recidiviss 3,827 4,132 4,206 12,165
Non-Recidiviss 15,055 14,778 14,233 44,066
Total 18,882 18,910 18,439 56,231
Recidivism Rate 20% 22% 23% 22%
Non-Recidivism Rate 80% 78% 7% 78%

Figure 2: Proportion of Recidivists to NdRecidivists:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 200¢

N= 56,231
*For Ns by year, refer tdable 2
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Court of First Recidivating Case

Across the three years examined, juvenile recidivists were most likely to recidivate first in criminal
court(Refer to Table &nd Figure R To illustrate amongjuvenileswith a 2007 case closure, 54%
(N= 2,058) of juvenile reoffenders recidivated first in criminal court, while 46% (N= 1,769) re
offended first in juvenile court. Similarl\amongjuvenileswith a 2008 case closure, 55% (N=
2,259) of juveniles recidivated first in criminal court, while 4%B& 1,873) recidivated first in
juvenile court. Finally, ofuvenileswith a 2009 case closure, 58% (N= 2,436) recidivated first in
criminal court, while 42% (N= 1,770) recidivated first in juvenile cou@n average, across the
three years examine86% (N= 6,753) of reoffenders recidivated first in crimal court, and the
remaining 44% (N= 5,412) recidivated first in juvenile cows described in &ter section (refer to
page 39, the average age at recidivism was 18 years, which would help tre#p slightly higher
percentage of juveniles recidivating first in criminal court.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYearTotal

(2] (2] [2) [2])

“— 0 D 5 — 0 L 5 — 0 Q5 “— 0 L 5

Sz S SB | s Sz g5 ©S3  g=

. o 22 €T 22 €T 22 €T sz €T

Court of First Recidivating Cas % = g é % S g é % S g é g 3 g §
[0 (6] (6] ()

Juvenile 1,769 46% 1,873 45% 1,770 42% 5,412 44%

Criminal 2,058 54% 2,259 55% 2,436 58% 6,753 56%

Total 3,827 100% 4,132 100% 4,206 100% 12,165 100%
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Figure 3: Court of First Recidivating Case:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 20!

N= 12,165
*For Ns by year, refer to Table 3
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Juvenile Offenders Who Had Criminal Convictionswithin Two Years of Case Closure

As previously mentioned, albf the recidivism datan this report was based anh e j ufuse ni | e
recidivating casde.g., a juvenile may have had arjualication of delinquency 6 months afteis

case closure AN criminal convictionl8 monthsafter hiscase closure. Only data related to the

first case that resulted in the adjudication of delinquency was captured in this study3eclibe

above detailslata related tthe court of the first recidivating cas&€here was also interestowever,

in determining how many juveniles, withitwo years of their case closure, had a conviction in
criminal court, even if it was NOT the first recidivating ca3éne results othis analysisare detailed

below (See Table)4

Among all juveniles with a 2007 casesure,11% (N=2,13) had a criminal conviction within two
years. Additionally, 55% of recidivists ONLY had a criminal convictiorn addition, 13% (N=
2,382)of juveniles with a case closume 2008 had a conviction in criminal court within 2 years.
Furthermore, 58% of the recidiviQNLY population had a criminal conviction. Finally, of all
juveniles with a 2009 case closure, 14% (N= 2,533)ffended in criminal court within two years.
Moreover 60% of the recidivisDNLY population had a conviction in criminal court.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total

Number of Recidivists with a Conviction

in Criminal Court within Two Years of Case Closure 2,123 2,382 2,533 7,038
Total Number of Recidivists by Definition 3,827 4,132 4,206 12,165
Total Number of Juveniles with a Case Closed | 18,882| 18,910 | 18,439 56,231
Proportion of Juveniles with a Case
Closed who had a Convictian Criminal Court 11% 13% 14% 13%
within Two Years of Case Closfire
Proportion of Recidivists ONLY who had a Convictic 0 0 o o
in Criminal Court within Two Years of Case Closur: 55% 58% 60% 58%
8 These percentages include all juveniles who had acaseclosurgi0 0 7, 2008, or 2009, regardless of the |

closure. The reader should be cautioned that many of the juveniles were not old enough to be charged as an adulesthiofttheir case

closure, unless they comneitt a felony at age 14 or older and could be subject to transfer to criminal proceedings of if they committed an offense
excluded from the definition of fAdelinquent act o Muveniesatthesimesoli bj ect t
their 2007, 2008, or 2009 case closure was 17 years, and this was consistent across the three years examined.
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Length of Time to Offense of Recidivating Case

The bel ow

criminal conviction(recidivating case) Thi s

el apsed

adjudication of delinquency or criminatonviction o f

latter analysis s

The averagé e n

Length of Time to
Offense

0-3 Months

4-6 Months

7-9 Months
10-12 Months
13-15 Months
16-18 Months
19-23 Months

Total

bet wee

anal ysi s

e x ami

n the dat

e

of

t he

nes t

t

he |l ength
2009 case closure to the date of fingt offensethat resulted ira subsequent adjudication of deduency or
stakehol de
behavior and determine when they are at greatest riskaffered. For an analysis on the length of tinteat
he juvenil ebs

anal ysis al

oOWwWS

of

t

i me t|

2007,

juveni | eéespagl2® dhisdi v a't

i s-lyasetd e wafhods systems professionals to analyze when recidivists are most likely
to return to juvenile or criminal court.

gt h of

Table 5 Length of Time tdffense of Recidivating Case

t i medfensedhat reBudted jnsaibseqnentideiiggsency adjudication or
criminal convictionwas 8 months The median length of time to the offense was 7 monfissillustrated by

Table 5and Figures 4 and, $he most frequent time fdhe recidivating offense to occur was within the first

three months of case closu®Xo; N=2,425. After the first three months, thikelihood of reoffending
droppednotably. Approximately 19% (N= 1,545) of recidivists committed their recidivating offense four to

six months after case closure, while 17% (N= 1,368) committed their recidivating offense ceviar t
months after case closure. Between months ten and twelve, an additional 14% (N= 1,123) committed their
recidivating offense, and between months thirteen and fifteen approximatelyNEO832) committed their
recidivating offense. Finally, 7% (N=26) of recidivating offenses were committed between months sixteen
and eighteen, and only 4% (N= 363) were committed between months nineteen andHreenty

Juveniles with Cases Closed in 202308, or 2009

2007

Number of
Recidivists

626
348
335
310
220
142
114
2,095

Percentage of
Recidivists

w
=)
=S

17%
16%
15%
11%
7%
5%

2008

Number of
Recidivists

887
580
486
391
292
236
117
2,989

Percentage of
Recidivists

B W
83
S

16%
13%
10%
8%
4%

Number of
Recidivists

912
617
547
422
320
242
132
3,192

2009

Percentage of
Recidivists

N
©
=S

19%
17%
13%
10%
8%
4%

Number of
Recidivists

Ll
AR
NS
oo

1,368
1,123
832
620
363
8,276

Total

Percentage of
Recidivists

=N
e 8
S

17%
14%
10%
7%
4%

*The date of the offense of the recidivating cases unknown for 1,596 juveniles with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009. In a@d&é6n,
juvenilescommitted their recidivating offense prior to the date of their 2007, 2008, or 2009 case closure.

Thisdatavas cal cul at e d 2007 2008, of 20G8as¢ closuee nlatel teettée slate offirst offense that resulted in a subsequent

delinquency adjudication or fiting of guilt in criminal court.
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Number of Juveniles

Figure 4: Length of Time to Offense of Recidivating Cas
40% - Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009
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o B
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Length of Time N=8,276
* For Ndy year refer to Table 5
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Figure 5: Length of Time to Offense of Recidivating Cas
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009
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Length of Time (in months) N=8,276
* For Nsby year refer to Table 5
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Length of Time to Subsequent Delinquency Adjudication or Criminal Convictiort®

The below analysis examines the length of time that elapsé r om t he dags2807,0f t
2008, or 2002 ase closure to the date of the subseqgadjtdication of delinquency or criminal
conviction of thej u v esmracitlivating case.Thi s e x ami n atbiacsre di, ® f@AnyWst
systems professionals to analyze when recidivists are most likely to return to juvenile or criminal
court. For an analysis on the length of time to dfense that resulted in thesubsequent
adjudication of delinquency or c r i mioffeading c o n\
behavior, see page 25

The averageand mediarlength of timetot he juvenil esd® subsequent C
criminal conviction for youth with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 2008s 11 months. As
illustrated by Table &nd Figure 6 and 7 the most frequent time fahe subsequent delinquency
adjudication or criminal conviction to occwas seven to twelve months aftaise closuré29%;N=

3,517) followed by zero to six months after case clog@B9;N= 3,394) Within the first year (12
months),more than half (57%dN= 6,911 of recidivistswere adjudicated delinquent or convicted in
criminal court Between monththirteen and eighteen, approximately 25% (N= 3,044) of recidivists
were adjudicated delinquent or convicted in criminal court, and the remaining 18% (N= 2,210) of
recidivists were adjudicated or convicted between months nineteen and-tirreety

Table 6 Length of Time tdSubsequent Delinquency Adjudication or Criminal Conviction
Juvenileswith Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
— © (2} — © [2) — © [2) — © [2)
Length of Time | 5 2 %g 52 %% . %% 5 2 %E
To Adjuglic_ation/ g 2 $2 g 2 $2 E 2 S2 g 2 S 2
Conviction E & % & E &) % & 2 & % & E &9 g &
o o o a
0-6 Months 1,037 27% 1,169 28% 1,188 28% 3,394 28%
7-12 Months 1,117 29% 1,202 29% 1,198 28% 3,517 29%
13-18 Months 949 25% 1,010 24% 1,085 26% 3,044 25%
19-23 Months 724 19% 751 18% 735 17% 2,210 18%
Total 3,827 100% 4,132 100% 4,206 100% | 12,165 100%

YThisdatavas cal cul at e d 2007 2008, ot 20@asg dosuee uatel toethie slate of the delinquency adjudication or findingtah guil
criminal court for the first recidivating case.
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Number of Juveniles

Figure 6: Length of Time to Subsequent Delinquency Adjudication or Criminal Convictio

50% - Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009
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Length of Time N= 12,165
* For Nsby year refer to Table 6
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Figure 7: Length of Time to Subsequent Delinquency Adjudication or Criminal Convittior
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009
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Length of Time (in months) N= 12,165

* For Ns by yearrefer to Table 6
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Recidivism Rates at SixMonth Intervals

Among all juveniles with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009, approxingelyN= 3,394)
recidivated (i.e., were adjudicated delinquent or convicted in criminal court) within 6 months of their
case closure date. One year (12 months) after case closure, approximately 11% (NHh&t]154)
recidivated. Approximatelyt8% (N= 9,955) of all juvendls with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or
2009 recidivated by month 18. Within two years of case closlm@t&22% (N= 12,165) of
juveniles with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009 recidiyRteie@r to Table )

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
5. 8- 2| 8+ 8. 8 8. | 8w
¢ 58 & & 5% 8§ SE TE § SE 5% %
0 © 0 o o o G 0 o o v © v o o U v o o
> S > = S > > = > S > = > S > =
S5 .= 50 = S 0O S = S50 S5 .= S 0O
S T S 5 g =] g S g g ) % S 0 g L) g S 087
Length of Time Bé 5% S |6 ks 5% s G ks 52 | = B ks 52 | S
. . . S S -c o S -c S S -c S S -c
To Adjudication/ | 8 ' = & g 5 | 25 9 2 s 2o B 2 S 2o B g S
Conviction ES| E2 | £ ES E=E2 | £ ES| EE | & ES eg | £
o 52 S 2 52 S 2 52 S 2 52 S 2
(Recidivism) z 2 Z Z e z z z
6 Months 1,037 18,882 5% & 1,169 | 18,910 6% & 1,188 18,439 | 6% | 3,394 | 56,231 6%

12 Months 2,154 | 18,882 | 11% | 2,371 | 18,910 13% 2,386 | 18,439 | 13% 6,911 | 56,231 | 12%
18 Months 3,103 18,882 | 16% | 3,381 18,910 18% 3,471 | 18,439  19% 9,955 56,231 | 18%
24 Months 3,827 | 18,882 | 20% 4,132 | 18,910  22% 4,206 @ 18,439 | 23% 12,165 56,231 | 22%
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Span of Timebetween First Written Allegation and Case Closur&

For all youth withcase closed in 2007, 2008y 2009, the average span of time between the
juveni | es 6 f i r st and theirtcase closwad date ¢.@,tspaa of involvement with the
juvenile justice system), calculated from the date of thenuvd e s & f i r st intheiri t t er
of fending histories to the date of tdnepajaiveni
involvementwas 16 months.Span of involvement with the juvenile justice system is calculated
from the date of the juvenilebs first written
date of the | uveni Isedosure2idePériopds & Onte8n, whiahthe Yottd 9 ¢ ¢
was NOT active with the juvenile justice system between those two dates are included in these
figures as wel.

For all recidivists withcase closed in 2007, 200&r 2009, the average span of time involved with
the juvenile justice system w88 months. The median spahinvolvement wa26 months. For all
nonrecidivists with cases closed in 2007, 20082009, the average span of time involved with the
juvenile justice system was 23 months. The medipanof involvement was 15 months.This
indicates thatacross all three years examinegkidivists were more likely to spend longer periods
of time involved with the juvenile justice system than-necidivists.

Table 8below presents the average and median span of involvement with the juvenile justice system
for recidivists and nomecidivistsb r ok en down by the year the | uve

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Average
Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median
Span of Span of Span of Span of Span of Span of Span of Span of

Time Time Time Time Time Time Time Time
Involved Involved Involved Involved Involved Involved Involved Involved

(in months) | (in months) | (in months) | (inmonths) | (in months) | (in months) | (in months) | (in months)

Recidivists 32 25 31 25 33 27 32 26

Non-Recidivists 23 14 22 14 23 15 23 14

1 Except where noted, data from Cameron County is not included in 2007 figures, and data from Delaware County is nanh ip@0RI&dures.
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DelinquencyAdjudication History

Among all juveniles wittcases closed in 2007, 2008, or 2QRg 55,938) approximately 4% (N=
26,06) of juvenileshad at leasbne adjudication of delinquency in their offending history prior to
their case closureConversely, 53% (N= 2972) of juveniles with a case closure in these years had
never been adjudicated prior to the date of their case closure.

As shown in Table ®elow, across all three years examined, recidivigse much more likely to
have been adjuchted delinquent in their offending history than #renidivists and there was a
statistically significant relabnship between having a delinquency adjudicagiod being a recidivist

(2= 45.083 p<0.0001}2 In 2007, 59%N= 2,238)of recidivists had been adjudicated prior to their
case closure date, while only 43%4= 6,440)of nonrecidivists had been adjudicated idglent.
Similarly, in 2008, 6@ (N= 2,449)of recidivists had been adjudicated prior to their case closure
date, vhile only 41%(N= 6,034)of nonrecidivists had been adjudicated delinquent. Finally, in
2009, 64%N= 2,679)of recidivists had been adjudicated prior to their case closure date, while only
44% (N= 6,226)of nonrecidivists had been adjudicated delinquen

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
sB2_l52 |2 sB_ 52 2 s3_s8 |2 sB_52 | @
°STI§ 20 g 2Ig§ 20 g 2T 520 g | 2T§5 20 &
O g O c g O c O g =l O O @gs O c
S -8 o9E2Q & £ .-,8|loaEgyg E 2.8 o2 s £ .8 oE2Q ¢
g.*:-_a gga 2 g.*:-_a gga 2 g.:-ﬁ%;a 2 g.:-_agga 2
225288 § 225288 § 2235288 8§ 2252838 §
832|520 5 8% 520 BT 83 5FZ0 ©m Z8T |0 B
g=3 £§ 2 £=3 £5 2 EzI 86 2 £=3 /85 =1
ko0 1—5’ 2 |—0>J°|—§ 2 |—g°|—§ 2 I—gol—é 2

> > =] >

Law] vl Law] Law]
Recidivists 2,238 3,825 | 59% 2,449 4,087 @ 60% 2,679 4,206 64% | 7,366 | 12,118 61%
Non-Recidivists 6,440 15,047 | 43% 6,034 14,540 | 41% @ 6,226 @ 14,233 @ 44% 18,700 | 43,820 | 43%
Total 8,678 @ 18,872 | 46% 8,483 @ 18,627 | 46% @ 8,905 18,439  48% 26,066 55,938 47%

2The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to teststatiatically significant relationship between these variables. For more information on
this test, please see Appendix H.
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Written Allegation History *®

The analysis below examined whether recidivists had notaeereferrals (i.e., written allegations) to
a probation department prior to their case closure date thareaoioivists. Asillustrated by Table
10 below, recidivists averaged three written allegations each, whileremdivists averaged two
written allegations each. This was consistent all three years examined.

For juveniles with a case closad2007, the range of writteallegations for recidivists was2ll, as

was the range for nerecidivists. For juveniles with a case closed in 2008, the range of written
allegations for recidivists was-21, while the range for nerecidivists was 0. Finally, for
juveniles with acase closed in 2009, the range of written allegations for recidivists-@asvthile

the range for nomecidivists was 117.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
0 = [ < (%} < (%) <
2 < g2 2 s £2 2 < g2 2 < 22
o] £ S g £ S6 o £ S6 £ S
> = > > = > > = > > = >
5 = “ 5 = = “— 5 5 = — 5 =3 = “— 5
] n o ] n o L] 0 o ] 0 o
S S oo S} o 0o S o | @ S o o O
8 o o EU’) 8 o o EUJ 8 o o E(/J 8 o o E(J)

E 0 S © E o 3¢ c O S © c O S ©
% S = Zz 9 g sS= |28 g sS= 22 g S = Zz 9
=z Z< (TR = Z< ] =z Z< ] = Z< [T

— (o) o)) — (o) e)) — () e)) —_ (o) o))
< s RN IS 8 SO I 8 IO T s g o
) o 0z 5 o 0 5 = 0 S = 0
o

— > = > = > [ >
= < = < = < = <

Recidivists 3,825  10,418| 3 4,087 | 11,143 3 4,206 | 11,655 3 12,118 33,216 3

Non-Recidivists | 15,047 | 27,934 | 2 14,540 | 26,046 2 | 14,233 26,146 2 43,820 80,126 2

Total 18,872 | 38,352 2 18,627 | 37,189| 2 @ 18,439 37,801| 2 55,938 113,342 2

®The figures presented include all written allegahéojnsvehiateodc200?g
2009 case closure.
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Recidivism Rateby Total Number of Written Allegations

The following analysis was conducted to determine if there was a relationship betwedetalthe
number ofreferrals (i.e., written allegations) to a juvenile probation departthemtan individual
hadin his or herjuvenile offending historyand the likelihood of reffending. Theresults indicated
that thee was a statistically significant relationship between the numbtetadfwritten allegations

to a juvenile probation departmentdathe likelihood of recidivatinget= 143.565 p<0.0001}".
More specifically, juveniles who had two or mdreal referrals were significantly more likely to
recidivate, whilgjuveniles with only oneeferral (for the case that closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009)
were significantly less likely to recidivate.

As shown in Table 1and FigureB8 below, as the number tdtal referralsa youth had to a juvenile
probation departmenincreased, so di the likelihood of recidivism. Across the three years
examined, juveniles with only one written allegation to a probation deparifioerthe case that
closed in 2007, 2008, or 200 offended, on average, at a rate of 1MN& 4,3%5). Juveniles with

two total written allegations recidivated at a rate of24N= 2,925) Approximately one in three
(3196 N= 1,787 juveniles with three totalritten allegationge-offended, and0% (N= 2,875 of
juveniles with four to nine written allegations recidivated. Juveniles who had ten or more written
allegations inteir offending history recidivated at a rate of 56% (N= 206).

Table 11: Recidivism Raby Total Number of Written Allegations:
Juveniles withCases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Average
42) k2 £ b2 §2) = §2) §2) £ 2 2 £
@ 14 7] @ 2 2] @ @ 7] @ 2 4]
= = I =9 = = S > Q9 = = S =9 = = I =9
WTF’ta'N‘flmber.Of 5 55 £ B8 § 55| £ |88 © |55 £ 8 © 5% £ 5%
ritten Allegations 3 z3 = g o 3 z3 = S o 3 zyg = S o 3 z3 = 8 14
04 [vd 4 vd vd 24 04 4 4 4 4 x
ol er_tten 1,396 | 8,993 | 10,389  13% | 1,473 | 8,900 | 10,373  14% 1,456 8,357 | 9,813 | 15% 4,325 | 26,250 | 30,575 14%
Allegation
Two Wr'ltten 939 | 3,048 | 3,987 | 24%| 988 | 2,969 | 3,957 | 25% | 998 | 3,074 | 4,072 | 25% 2,925 | 9,091 | 12,016  24%
Allegations
Three Written | o0 136, | 1888 | 28% 608 | 1276 | 1884  32% 653 1322 | 1975  33% 1787 3960 5747 | 31%
Allegations
_Four to N'n? 1,587 | 2,491 | 36% | 942 | 1,338 | 2,280 | 41% 1,029 | 1,434 | 2,463 | 42% 2,875 | 4,359 | 7,234 | 40%
Written Allegations
_Ten or Mor? 57 117 | 51% 76 57 133 | 57% 70 46 116 | 60% 206 160 366 | 56%
Written Allegations
Total 3,825 | 15,047 | 18,872 4,087 | 14,540 | 18,627 4,206 | 14,233 | 18,439 12,118 | 43,820 | 55,938

1 The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statisticalficaignielationship between these variables. For more information on
this test, please see Appendix H.
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Recidivism Rate
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Figure 8: Recidivism Rates by Total Number of Written Allegation

Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009

56%
40%
31%
24%
14%
One Written Two Written Three Written Four to Nine Ten or More
Allegation Allegations Allegations  Written AllegationsWritten Allegations

Number of Written Allegations
N= 55,938
* For Ns of eacltategory by year, refer to Table .11
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Section 2.Demographic Variables
Summary of Key Findings

Recidivists were, on average, one year younger tharrauidivists at the time of their first
written allegation (14 years v&5 years, respectively) (page)32

The younger the juvenile was at the time of his or henvirgten allegation, the more likely he
or she was to recidivate. Conversely, the older the juvenile was at the time of his or her first
written allegation, the less likely he or she was to recidéevégpage 3B

Recidivists were, on average, one year younger tharaumivists at the time of their first
adjudication of delinquendil5 years vs. 16 years) (page.35

The average age at case closure for both recidivists anckoilivists was 17 yeafpage 36)

The older the juvenile was at the time adse closure the more likely he or she was to
recidivate. The younger the juvenile wascase closure the less likely he roshe was to
recidivate (page 37

The average and median age of recidivists at the timeioivesm was 18 years (page)39

Males accouted for 51% of the general population of youth in Pennsylvaetaveen 2007 and
2009 though they accounted for 76% of all dispositions that occurred bethiseime period
Males also accounted for 90% ogthecidivist population (page #1

Malesrecidivated at a rate 2.5 times higher than females (26% vs. (ba%e 42.

Black juveniles comprised 15% of the general population of youth in Pennsylvania between
2007 and 2009, though they accounted for approximately 44% of all dispositiomed¢hated
between this time period. Black juveniles also accounted for approximately 44%e of th
recidivist population (pages 44b).

White juveniles comprised 82% of the general population of youth in Pennsylvania between
2007 and 2009, though they acctaehfor approximately 56% of all dispositions that occurred in
this time period. White juveniles also accounted for approximately 56% eofrdtidivist
population (pages 445).

Approximately 2 in 10 (19%) White juvenile offenders recidivated. Approtéipa3 in 10
(28%) Blad juveniles reoffended (page 46

Black males and White males-o&fended at the highest rates (34% and 22%, respectively).
Black females reffended at a rate of 13%, followed by Asian males at 12%. Approximately
9% of White fenales reoffended, while no Asian females recidivatpdge 48)
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Section 2. Demographic Variables:
Summary of Key Findings (Continued)

Approxi mately 93% of Pennsyl v an iHisgasic bgteaere r a |
2007 and 2009, while 7% wadispanic. Similarly, during this time period, approximately 89%
the recidivist population was ndtispanic,while 11% was Hispanic (pages-52).

Both Hispanic and nehlispanic youth recidivated at a rate22% (page 58

According to 2002009Census dat a, approxi mately 71% of
States were married, while 9% were never married. Conversely, approximately 20% of
recidivistsd parents were marri eéntswadmnelvee ap
married (pges 5658).

80% of recidivists were fr onbioldgdal parentp heged 0  f
married,biological parents separated/divorgaxhe/both biological parents decegse@nly 20%
of r e cpackntswiers masriéd (page)55

Juveniles with both parents deceaseaffended at the highest rate (32%) amotigfamily
status groups (page B9

White juvenileswere most likely to have a family status of separated/divorced (35%). Black
juveniles were most likely to have a familyats of parents never married (67%). Asian
juveniles were most likely to have a family status of married (5¢fge 6]

Between the three major race groups (White, Black, Asian), Black juvenile offenders were most
likely to recidivate, regardless dfigir family status, compared to White juvenile offenders and
Asian juvenile offendergage 63.

Within each of the three major race groups (White, Black, Asian), those with a family status of
one/both parents deceased recidivated at the highe§pagie 63.
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Section 2.Demographic Variables

Age™ at First Written Allegation

Across all three years examined, the average and median age at thedimeof eni | eds f i r
allegation was 15 years. As shown imble 12 recidivists were slightly younger than non
recidivists at the time of their first written allegation (14 yearsl5 years), and this was consistent

for 2007, 2008, and 2009 case closures.

Year 2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
& Lg |© e < i S m L8
c - = c = c - = c -
5857 8% 985w ©88% 9585% ©8S8% 9535% ©Se
TE5 3 92c YEs3 Lo YEss 920c | TEsc L0
§§g£<<°>’,§§g°>’,<<°>’, %Eg%’, << g §§g°>’,<<‘£
s 23E 53E 525E 58E 5P23E 58S sZ3E 58S
> L T = > LWL T = > L T = > L T =
< IS < OIS < OIS < [T
s = s = s = s=
Recidivists 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14
Non-Recidivists 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
“The age at first written allegation was cal cul aegationrécordedinthene juveni l
PaJCMS.
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Recidivism Rate by Age at First Written Allegation

The dataalsoillustrated thata significantrelationship existed between the age of the juvenile at the time of
his or her first written allegatioto a juvenile probation departmearid recidivism @= 41.796; p<0.00013

More specificallyjuvenilesaged twelve or youngeat the time otheir first written allegatiorto a juvenile
probation department were significantly more likely to recidivatejemhoseagedsixteen or oldeiat the

time of their first written allegation were significantly less likely teoffend.

I n general, as age at the time of the youthos
increased, the likelihoodf recidivism decreased, indicating an inverse relationship betweéwdheriables
(Refer to Table 1and Figure9).

2007 2008 2009 Three-Year Total
9 % g ) g o 2 2
2 58 & = 58 & = 58 g z 58 g
o 3 |BEo| Z| 3 |Eso| E| 5 (EEg| 2| 3 |Beo|
AgeatFirst o £59o &  ax |Esg § o |Esg § r E€s3 §
Written 5 2838 5| 5 288 = B 2g8 = 5 298 =
Allegation T = 2 5§ |s°| 2 5 =0 B2 5 Z£0 3
o) 45 () o) o] 45 (0] (5} o] *5 () a5} Qo 5 (] [)
E F3 @ E |k 3 x E k3 @ E |F3 @
z i z i z i z i
Five” N/A N/A N/A 0 1 0% N/A N/A N/A 0 1 0%
Six N/A N/A N/A 1 1 100% 1 1 100% 2 2 100%
Seven 4 9 44% 0 2 0% 3 7 43% 7 18 39%
Eight 6 23 26% 4 14 29% 3 7 43% 13 44 30%
Nine 14 40 35% 11 28 39% 11 28 39% 36 96 38%
Ten 123 411 30% 114 353 32% | 119 386 31% 356 1,150 31%

Eleven 206 753 27% 221 750 29% 235 746 32% 662 2,249 @ 29%
Twelve 381 1,449 | 26% 387 1,363 | 28% @ 445 1521 | 29% | 1,213 | 4,333 | 28%
Thirteen 596 2,397 | 25% | 586 2,287 | 26% | 663 2439 | 27% | 1,845 7,123 @ 26%
Fourteen 727 3,333 | 22% | 811 3,285 | 25% | 795 3,155 | 25% @ 2,333 | 9,773 | 24%
Fifteen 706 3,469 | 20% | 748 3,517 | 21% | 770 3,465 | 22% | 2,224 10,451 21%
Sixteen 561 3,331 | 17% 626 3,356 | 19% | 584 3,214 | 18% | 1,771 | 9,901 | 18%
Seventeen | 434 3,251 | 13% 501 3,177 @ 16% @ 507 3,060 | 17% 1,442 @ 9,478 | 15%
Eighteen 52 358 15% 55 341 16% 46 327 14% 153 1,026 | 15%

Total 3,810 18,824 4,065 | 18,475 4,182 @ 18,346 12,057 | 55,645

*The age at first written allegation was unknown48rjuveniles with a case closed in 2007, 152 juveniles with a case closed in 2008, and 93 juveniles
with a case closed in 2009.
N/A: Not applicable.There were no juveniles in thége groupvho had a written allegation to a probation department fi@liaquent act.

¥ The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant reiptimtaeen these variables. For more information on
this test, please see Appendix H.

7 Even though juveniles cannot be adjudicated delinquent for offenses that occur prior to the age of ten, juvenile ppabatientdanay still
receive referrals fadelinguent acts allegedly committed by these young youth. In these instances, the juvenile may be referred to angther agency
such as Children and Youth Services, and could be adjudicated as a dependent child, as defined by the Pennsylvania Juvenile A
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Figure 9: Recidivism Rate by Age at First Written Allegatior
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009
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* For Ns of each age groupefer to Table 13
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Age'® at First Adjudication of Delinquency

Among all juveniles withcase closed in 2007, 2008, @009 who had been adjudicated delinquent

at some point in their offending history prior to their case closure date, the average age at the time of
their first adjudication of delinquency was 15 years, while the median age at the time of their first
adjudication of delinquency was 16 aws. As illustrated by Table 1delow, recidivists were
generally younger than neecidivists at the time of their first adjudication of delinque(icy years

vs. 16 years)

ThreeYear
2007 2008 2009
Average
B @ B @ 2 B 2 B
L*I—-' c o c *IL—' c o c *IL—' c T c L*I—'- c i c
8w BSOS S8 ®WEH $8% ®WSw $S% ®SH
— o) = ol = ol ) = ol — o ) = — ol ) — ol
288 288 8¢ 288 8¢ 288 8¢ 28¢
38 >| <5 > o B > <5 > o8> <o >| ;8> <5 5
o .= S c 3 c > .= C c 3 c > .2 c 3 c > .2 C c 3 c
o T <= 8 T < TS T <= 8 T < S T 8 g <= ST | 8BTS
o < 3 < 5 < 3 < 5 < 3 < 5 < 3 <
2 = I = I = I =
Recidivists 15 15 14 14 15 15 15 15
Non-Recidivists 16 16 15 16 15 16 15 16
18 Age at first adjudicationf delinquencywa s cal cul ated from the juvenil eds doidelaquenty bi rth t c

recorded in the PaJCMS.
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Age'? at Case Closuré®

The average and mediageof all juveniles with a 2007, 2008y 2009 case closure was 17 years.
The average and median age of recidivistshattime of case closure was §&ars, as was the
average and median age of aecidivists. Approximately threequarters (73%; N= 41,0970f all
juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 20082009 were between the ages of 15 and 18 at the time
of their case closure Approximately 70%(N= 8,533)of juveniles with a 2007, 2008y 2009 case
closure who were recidivists were between the ajek5 and 18 atlosure; similarly,74% (N=
32,569)of nonrecidivistswere between these ag&efer to Table 1p

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
@ [4] [4] %
0 0 %) 2] %) (2] n 0
1] = 1] = 1] = 0 =
Age at Case 2 % f 2 § I = § g 3 § e
Closure o X L 3 g 2 5 s ° 5 2 e
& < & < & < & <
O (] (@] o
Z Z pd Z
Ten 2 33 35 2 26 28 3 30 33 7 89 96

Eleven 10 129 139 11 102 113 19 121 140 40 352 392
Twelve 48 264 312 56 265 321 55 254 309 159 783 942
Thirteen 149 600 749 133 584 717 126 559 685 408 | 1,743 | 2,151
Fourteen 280 1,087 1,367 | 269 1,056 1,325 269 976 |« 1,245 818 @ 3,119 3,937
Fifteen 420 ' 1,717 | 2,137 | 501 1,657 2,158 462 | 1,555 2,017 1,383 4,929 6,312
Sixteen 613 2,327 | 2,940 | 582 2,253 2,835 593 2,200 2,793 1,788 6,780 8,568
Seventeen | 716 | 3,277 | 3,993 | 717 | 3,306 | 4,023 | 685 | 3,089 | 3,774 | 2,118 | 9,672 | 11,790
Eighteen 944 3,853 | 4,797 | 1,139 3,738 4,877 1,161 3,597 4,758 3,244 11,188 14,432
Nineteen 383 | 1,090 1,473 | 438 | 1,071 | 1,509 487 | 1,068 @ 1,555 1,308 3,229 | 4,537
Twenty 120 372 492 153 381 534 194 = 425 619 467 1,178 1,645
Twenty-One | 142 306 448 131 339 470 152 359 511 425 | 1,004 | 1,429
Total 3,827 15,055 18,882 4,132 14,778 18,910 4,206 14,233 18,439 12,165 44,066 56,231

% Age at case closure was cakeul e d  f r om t h ebirgh to tisconhier|2@0®, 2008)r 200%case ¢losure date.
2 Data from cases closed in Cameron Coun067 and Delaware County in 2088 included in these figures.
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Recidivism Rateby Age at Case Closuré

As illustrated by Table 1&nd FigurelQ, in general, across all three years examinedgasitathe

ti me of t tase clpsure inaneaskeds $oglid the likelihood of recidivism. The exception to
this trend, however, was for juveniles aged sixteen and seventeen at the time of their case closure
These individual$rad lower recidivism rates than would be expectétat is, as recidivism rates
increased steadily as the age at case closure increased, recidivism rates actually decreased for sixtee
and seenteen yeaolds, then spikedor eighteen, nineteen, twentgnd twentyone year olds.
Individuals aged nineteen, twenty, and tweote were most likely to recidivate, and this
relationship was statistically significafeé= 19.173; p<0.00033.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
() () () ()
9 |z g2 |z g2 |z 2 =
%] "
e}
3 29 | r 2 |50 @ 2 > O @ 2 > O o
() "6 O E () B O E () 'B (@) E () "E O E
AgeatCase E | 58 & I 5% & I | 38 & = 58 | 2
Y— S Y— S Y— S Y— S
Closure o o © = (@] o © = (@] o © = (@] o © =
5 g O g 5 g (@) g 5 g O g 5 g O g
Q = @ is) = o] is) = o) o = o)
£ Z% | E Z£% x £ % o £ <3 o
=) © =] © =] [ = ©
z ° z ° z ° z °
[ [ [ [

Ten 2 35 6% 2 28 7% 3 33 9% 7 96 7%
Eleven 10 139 7% 11 113 10% 19 140 14% 40 392 10%
Twelve 48 312 15% 56 321 17% 55 309 18% 159 942 17%
Thirteen 149 749 20% 133 717 19% 126 685 18% 408 2,151 19%
Fourteen 280 1,367 20% 269 1,325 20% 269 1,245 22% 818 3,937 21%
Fifteen 420 2,137 20% 501 2,158 23% 462 2,017 23% 1,383 6,312 22%
Sixteen 613 2,940 21% 582 2,835 21% 593 2,793 21% 1,788 8,568 21%

Seventeen 716 3,993 18% 717 4,023 18% 685 3,774 18% 2,118 11,790 18%
Eighteen 944 4,797 20% @ 1,139 4,877 23% 1,161 4,758 24% 3,244 14,432 22%
Nineteen 383 1,473 26% 438 1,509 29% 487 1,555 31% 1,308 4,537 29%
Twenty 120 492 24% 153 534 29% 194 619 31% 467 1,645 28%

Twenty-One 142 448 32% 131 470 28% 152 511 30% 425 1,429 30%

Total 3,827 | 18,882 4,132 | 18,910 4,206 18,439 12,165 56,231

2 Data from cases closed in Cameron Count3G@7 and Delaware County in 2088 included in these figures.
2 The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant relationship between these variablesnfGonatiome on

this test, please see Appendix H.
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Recidivism Rate
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Figure 10: Recidivism Rate by Age* at Case Closul
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 200

30%
0
29% 28%

0 0
21% 22% 21% 22%
19%
0
17% | ]I/. |

Age at Case Closure (in year
N= 56,231
* For Ns of each age groupefer to Table 16
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Age®® at Time of Recidivisnt*

The average and median age at the time -offfense for juveniles witltases closed in 2007, 2008,
or 2009was 18 years.

Furthermore, 80%N= 9,766)of recidivists were between the ages of sixteen and twenty at the time
of recidivism. This rate was consistent across all three {Rafsr to Table 17)

Age at Recidivisn 2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
Ten 0 1 0 1
Eleven 2 2 3 7
Twelve 13 19 24 56
Thirteen 49 40 58 147
Fourteen 139 128 123 390
Fifteen 279 291 272 842
Sixteen 435 490 478 1,403
Seventeen 634 696 653 1,983
Eighteen 737 708 692 2,137
Nineteen 844 993 1,011 2,848
Twenty 416 452 527 1,395
Twenty-One 192 237 253 682
Twenty-Two 86 75 112 273
Twenty-Three 1 0 0 1
Total 3,827 4,132 4,206 12,165
ZAge at time of recidivism was calculdte f r om t he juveniledéds date of birth to the date of

court for the recidivating case.
% Data from cases closed in Cameron County in 2007 and Delaware County in 2008 are included in tegse figur
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Gender
Gender of Recidivists

Table 18and Figurell below depict the breakdown of the gender of recidivistguveniles with

cases closed in 2007, 2008,2009 As illustrated, males accounted for approximately §88%
10,592)of the recidivist populatiofor these three yegrashile females accounted for only 12%4=

1,479) In other words, approximately 9 out of 10 recidivists were male. This trend was consistent
across the three years analyzéehr exampleamongjuvenileswith a 2007 case closure whvere
recidivists, 89% (N= 3,396) were male and 11% (N= 427) were femfaeong juvenileswith a

2008 case closure who were recidivists, 88% (N= 3,568) were male and £250¢Nwere female.
Finally, amongjuvenileswith a case closuran 2009 who weregecidivists, 87% (N= 3,628) were
male and 13% (N= 546&yere female

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
53 225 ©S% 8BS S3 8BS S35 8B5S
gz | §28 Zz £38 5z £38 3z &35
Gender g2 § -8 =] g2 § -8 =] g2 § -8 =] g3 § -8 =]
2 sl 2 sl 2 s 2& g
o o o o
Male 3,396 89% 3,568 88% 3,628 87% 10,592 88%
Female 427 11% 506 12% 546 13% 1,479 12%
Total 3,823 4,074 4,174 12,071

*Thegender o recidivists with a case closed in 2007, 13 recidivists with a case closed in 2008, and 88teewiih a case closed in 20@&s not
reported in the PaJCMS.
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Figure12 presents the average breakdown by gender of albslisgns that occurred between 2007 and 2009

in Pennsylvania As illustrated, males accounted for approximately 76% of all dispositions that occurred in
this time period, while females accounted for 2dPRall dispositions. This indicates that males accounted for

a higher proportion of the recidivist population than would be expected given the total percentage of
dispositions that occurred the same time periodSimilarly, females accounted for a dl@apercentage than
would be expectedThese differences were statistically significant (p<G01)

Figure 11: Gender of Recidivists:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 20(
or 2009

Figure 12: Breakdown by Gender of All
Dispositions for 20072009

N= 12,071 N= 131,844
*For Nsof each gender by year, refer to Table 18

Figure 13: Pennsylvania Population Estimates
for Juveniles Aged Q7 by Gender: Estimates
for 2007, 2008, and 2009

Furthermore, data published by the Census Bureau
and the Centers for DiseaBentrof® indicates that

males wereoverrepresented in both the juvenil
justice system and the recidivist population. As
illustrated inFigure 13 approximately51% of the

general population of juven#eaged 1€7 in

Pennsylvania werenalein 2007, 2008, and 2009
while approximately49% of the population was
female. Of all dispoditns that occurred betweel
2007 and2009, males accounted for 76%, while
females accounted for only 24%.  Similarly,
approximately 88% ofecidivists were male, while
only 12% were female.These differences werg
statistically significant (p<0.01})

11%

=

% The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the two samples. fBomatize on this test,
please see Appendix H.

% Source: Center for Disease ContrBridgedRace Population Estimate$9902012 Available at http://wonder.cdc.gov/bridgeate
population.html

%" The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the samples. For ative iridhis test, please
see Appendix H.

Page4l



Recidivism Rate by Gender

Table 19and Figure 1dbelow display the recidivism rates of males and females for juveniles who
hadcases closed in 2007, 2008, or 200%here was a significant relationship between gender and
re-offending (2= 50.046; p<0.0001§. Across all three years analyzedales were significantly
more likely to recidivate while females were significantly less likely to recidiviteeed, nales
recidivated at a rate approximately 2.5 times higher than that of females. For examenias

with a case closed in 2007, 24% (I87396) of males recidivated, while 9% (N= 427) of females
recidivated. Similarly, ofuvenileswith a case closed in 2008, 26% (N= 3,568) of males re
offended, while 11% (N= 506) of femalesaofiended. Finally,27% (N= 3,628) ofmales with a
case closed in 2009-m#fended, while 11% (N= 546) of female=cidivated.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYearTotal
Male Female | Total Male Female Total Male Female | Total Male Female | Total
Recidivists 3,396 427 3,823 3,568 506 4,074 3,628 546 4,174 10,592 1,479 | 12,071
Non-Recidivists | 10,765 4,261 15,026 | 10,015 4,142 14,157 9,710 4,204 | 13,914, 30,490 12,607 | 43,097
Total 14,161 4,688 18,849 | 13,583 4,648 18,231 13,338 4,750 | 18,088 41,082 @ 14,086 55,168
Recidivism Rate, 24% 9% 26% 11% 27% 11% 26% 10%

*The gender oR3 juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 396 juveniles with case closed in 2008, and 351 juveniles with a case closgdsnd@009
reported in the PaJCMS.

Figure 14: Recidivism Rates by Gender*:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009
45% -
40% -
]
< 35% -
@
g 30% - 26%
< 250 -
o
S 20% -
a4 o5 -
15% 10%
10% -
5% | L
0% -
Male Gender Female
N= 55,168
*For Nsof each gender by year, refer to Table 19

2 The (hi-Square Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant relationship between these variablesnfGonatiome on
this test, please see Appendix H.
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Race
Race of Recidivists

As shown in Table 2@nd Figurel5, White offenders accounted for approximately 56% @NA37)

of juveniles with a 2007, 2008, @009 case closure who ultimately became recidividBlack
juvenilesaccounted for 43% (N= 5,199) of the recidivist population. Asian offenders, American
Indian or Alaska Native offenders, and Native Hawmiior Pacific Islander juvenile offenders
accounted for less than 1@4= 44)of the recidivist population.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
— 0 '8 — — 0 8 — — ‘S — — ‘S —
53 885 %3 285 S5 385 S 285
TS 828 S 828R 65 828 55 =5
Race 29T B85 €T e85 2T ©B8B5| 2T o= =
EC Q@ p EC ©9Y9a EC ©Ya EO Q9 5
50 226 502286 50 226 50 © L5
Z oXagl Zz2x oqg Zx oXg Zcx o Xa
a a o a
White 2,302 60% 2,290 57% 2,145 52% 6,737 56%
Black 1,494 39% 1,733 43% 1,972 48% 5,199 43%
Asian 6 0% 8 0% 11 0% 25 0%
American Indian or Alaska Native, 2 0% 6 0% 4 0% 12 0%
Native Hawaiian 5 0% 4 0% 1 0% 7 0%

or Pacific Islander
Total 3,806 | 100% @ 4,041 100% @ 4,133 100% 11,980 100%

*The race of19 recidivists with a case closed in 2007, 46 recidivists with a case closed in 2008, and 73 recidivists with a cas@tgeds not
reported in the PaJCMS.
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Figurel16 presents the average breakdown by race of all dispositions that occurrechiizd@éeand

2009. On average, White juveniles accounted for 56% of all dispositions that occurred in this time
period, while Black juveniles accounted for approximately 44% of all dispositidemn offenders,
Americanindian or Alaska Native, and Nati\gawaiian or Pacific Islander accounted for less than

1% of all dispositions that occurred between 2007 and 2009. This indicates that all races comprised
the recidivist population at rates that would be expected given the breakdaspasitions that

had occurred, and there were no statistical differences between the two poptiations

Figure 15: Race of Recidivists: Figure 16: Breakdown by Race of
Juveniles v;llct)BSCasezsoggosed in 2007, All Dispositions for 20022009
, or
American

American Indian or
Irlelankor Native ﬁlat.ska Native
N tl?/s a12 HaWaiian (a).(;ve Hawaiian

Asian, 2 a(ooz,) or Pacific =" or Pacific

(0%) Islander, 7 Asian

(0%)

N= 11,980
* ForNs of each race by year, refer to Table 20.

N= 126,749

2 The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the two samples. fBomatize on this test,
pleasesee Appendix H
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Figure17 below presentmformation from theCensus Bureaandthe Centers for Disease Contfol

on the race of the general population of juveniles ageti7lid Pennsylvaniduring 2007, 2008, and

2009 This datahelps to exemplifythat Black juvenileswere disproportionately involved in the
juvenile justice system in dansylvaniaduring this time period and these differences were
statitically significant (p<0.013". To illustrate 44% of all dispositions that occurred between 2007
and 2009 in Pennsylvania were for Black juvenile offenders. Similarly, 44% of retsdwese

Black. According to the Census Bureau information, however, only 15% of the general population
of juvenilesin Pennsylvaniaged 1617 wasBlack.

The renmaining races displayed below wewnaderrepresented in the juvenile justice systeand
these differences weratisticallysignificant (p<0.01%. White juveniles accoued for 82% of the
general population of youttged 1617 in Pennsylvania, but accounted for only 56% of dispositions
that occurred between 2007 and 2009, as well6ds 6f the recidivist population. Asian, Native
Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, and American Indian or Alaska Native juveniles accounted for
approximately 3% of the general population of yoagjed 1617 in Pennsylvania, budccounted for

less than 1% of dispii®ns that occurred between 2007 and 2009 and the recidivist population.

Figure 17: Pennsylvania Population Estimates for Juveniles Ageti7iity Race:
Estimates for 2007, 2008, and 2009

Asian or Native
Hawaiian/Pacific American Indian or
Islander Alaska Native

3%_\ 0%

%0 source: Center for Disease ContrBlridgedRace Population Estimates: 199012 Available at http://wonder.cdc.gov/bridgeate
population.html.

%1 The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the samples. For ative iridris test, please
see Appendix H.

%2 The Test of Diference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the samples. For more infohisatiish, giease
see Appendix H
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Recidivism Rate bigace

Table21 and Figure 1&elow present the recidivism rates of each race of juveniles whoasad
closed in2007, 2008, o2009. The majority(99%; N=54,67) of offenders who had a case closed
in these years were either Black or Whitehere was a&tatisticallysignificant relationship between
race and the likelihood okcidivating(e2= 26.934 p<0.000)*. Specifically, Black juveniles were
significantly more likely to recidivatiewhile White juveniles were significantly less likely to
recidivate. There were, however, no significant differencesafgrother races, which included
Asian, American Indian or Alaska Native, and Native HawaiiaRaxific Islandejuveniles

Juvenile offenders who had identified their race as Black recidivated at the highest rate (28%
N=5,199 across the three years examinddveniles who identified as White recidivated at the next
highest rate: 199%N\= 6,737) Juvenile offenders who identified asian recidivated at a rate 8%

(N= 25), while American Indian or Alaska Native juvenile offenders recidivaied rate of 18%
(N=12). Native Hawaiian oPacific Islander juvenile offenders recidivated at a 0&t29% (N= 7),

though there were only twenfgur juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 20082009 who had
identified as thisrace This small sample should be kept in mind when evaluating their recidivism
rates.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
4] O @ @
Jo! = o | = @ | = o) =
2 ¢ | g | 2 S8zl 2 Sz e 2  S3 g
5 © 5 © 5 © 5 ©
g 2% & g 38 € B |38 & § 28 ¢
& ° O = & co g | g | 2O | E & °co | £
Race s S > kS Sa = 5  3g = S 82 3
= E0O ° = E0 S = €O i) = EO i)
g S c D 2 S = & 2 S = D 2 S c 8
€ ZE 0% £ ZE2 | = ZE | £ 22 |
S < = S S = S T = S T =
z ° z ° z ° z °
[ - - -
White 2,302 12,545 @ 18% 2,290 12,023 19% 2,145 11,385 19% 6,737 35,953 19%
Black 1,494 | 6,042 | 25% 1,733 6,050 | 29% 1,972 6,626 | 30% 5,199 | 18,718 28%
Asian 6 83 7% 8 83 | 10% 11 = 107 | 10% 25 273 | 9%
American Indian or 2 14 14% 6 26 | 23% 4 27 | 15% 12 67 | 18%
Alaska Native
NELE [RESEILED (61 2 9 220 4 13 | 31%| 1 2 50% 7 24 | 29%
Pacific Islander
Total 3,806 = 18,693 4,041 | 18,195 4,133 | 18,147 11,980 55,035

*The raceof 179 juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 432 juveniles with a case closed in 2008, and 292 juveniles with a case)0@seasim@&
reported in the PaJCMS.

% The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant relationsb@ntibage variables. For more information on
this test, please see Appendix H
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Recidivism Rate
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Figure 18: Recidivism Rate by Race*:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 20
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9%
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Black Asian

Race

29%
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American Indian or Native Hawaiian or
Alaska Native Pacific Islander

N= 55,035
*ForNs of each race by year, refer to Table 21
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Recidivism Rate byRace and Gendet*

Table 22and Figurel9 below presentecidivism rates by race aggnder Black males (34%; N=
4,560)had the highest recidivism ratnd this relationship was statistically significéeft= 95.73%
p<0.000)%®. White males had a recidivism rate of 22%5,888). Black females reffended at a
rate of 13% (N= 637), angpproximately 9% (N= 823of White females recidivated. Both Black
females and White females-offended at rates significantly lower than would bpested &=
95.731 p<0.000)°°. Finally,Asian malese-offended at a rate of 12% (N= 2%)hile no Asian
females reoffended.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYearTotal
§ 8 (¥ § 8 (&) § 8 () 8 8 [&]
58 IS 58 IS 58 © 38 I
€ i S) x 1) D 3] x §2) D 3] hd 1] 20 x
14 5 k%, 5 o 5 7] “—
> | 2¢ 5§ = | 2g 5 = 29 5 > So &
Race & Gender k= Fog S 2 Se S 8 39 = 2 29 =
o} 0 o 0} 0 o o} E O o o) [=H®) S
“ 1 2g g % 2g g % | 2g & % Z2s ¢
g x g 4 g @ Z3 4
S S S S
[ [ [ =
Black Male 1,339 | 4,437 30% 1,505 4,383 | 34% 1,716, 4,758 @36% 4,560 | 13,578 34%
White Male 2,032 9,524 | 21% @ 2,008| 8,828 | 23% 1,848 8,308 | 22% 5,888 | 26,660 22%
Black Female 155 1,605 @ 10% @227 1,596 @ 14% 255 1,821 @ 14% 637 5,022 13%
Asian Male 6 73 8% 8 57 14% 11 85 13% 25 215 12%
White Female 270 3,021 9% 271 2,895 9% 282 2,825 | 10% 823 8,741 9%
Asian Female 0 10 0% 0 23 0% 0 20 0% 0 53 0%
Total 3,802 | 18,670 4,019 | 17,782 4,112 | 17,817 11,933 | 54,269

*The race or gender of 202 juveniles with a case closed in 3@G7juveniles with a case closed in 2088d 622 juveniles with a case closed in 2009
wasnot reported in the PaJCMS.

34 Due to the small number of American Indian or Alaska Native and Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander juveniles, they wekze &moh this

analysis.
% The ChiSquare Test dhdependence was used to test for a statistically significant relationship between these variables. For more information on

this test, please see Apyubx H.
% The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant rejpti@te/een these variables. For more information on

this test, please see Appendix H

Page48



Recidivism Rates

Figure 19: Recidivism Rate by Race and Gender
50% - Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 20!
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0%
Black Male White Male Black Female Asian Male  White Female Asian Female
Race and Gendel

N= 54,269
*ForNs by year, refer to Table 22
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Ethnicity

Ethnicity of Recidivists

The majority of juveniles witltases closed in 2007, 2008, or 2Q@@% were recidivistsvere non-
Hispanic (89% N= 10,503. That is, about me out of ten recidivists wereon-Hispanic. Only

about one in ten (11%) recidivistsasHispanic (See Table 28hd Figure20). This was consistent

across all three years examined.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Average
(@) (@) (@) (@)
T8  gBS ©H gBS TR 985 58  LBS
7> 828 3> 828 5> 828 &> 8=z%
Ethnicity 273 c 23 o735 c8=S ©3T 835 93T £38 I
E o Q9O 5 E o Q9O 5 E O Q9O 5 E © o Q95
S 2 295 =) oo S22 L2o S52 2 e
zZ o Xa zZ sXad zZx ofag 2z o Xa
a o o a
Hispanic 373 10% 399 10% 462 12% 1,234 11%
Non-Hispanic 3,407 90% 3,558 90% 3,537 88% 10,502 89%
Total 3,780 3,957 3,999 11,736

*The ethnicityof 45 recidivists with a case closed in 2007, 130 recidivists with a case closed in 2008, and 207 recidivists with a cas@@8sed
was not reported in the PaJCMS.
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Figure 21 presents the average breakdown by ethnicity of all dispositions that occurred between
2007 and 2009. Non-Hispanic youth accounted for 89% of all dispositions within that this period,
while Hispanic youth accounted for 11%. This is the same exactdmeakof the recidivist
population, indicating that neHispanic youth and Hispanic youth recidivated at rates that would be
expected given the proportion of dispositions that occurred these yEhaese were no statistical
differences between the two sades)’.

Figure 20: Ethnicity of Recidivists*: Figure 21: Breakdown by Ethnicity
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, of All Dispositions for 2002009
or 2009

N= 11,736 N= 129,950

* For Nsof each ethnicity by year, refer to Table 23.

%" The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the two samples. fBomatize on his test,
please seAppendix H
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Figure22 below presents information from the Census Bureau and the Centers for Diseasé®Control
on the ethnicity of the general population of juveniles aged7.th Pennsylvanialuring 2007,
2008, and 2009 As illustrated, approximately 93% of youth in Pennsylvamee non-Hispanic,

while 7% wereHispanic. As shown above (Figure) and?21), 11%of dispositions that occurred
between 2007 and 2009 were for Hispanic offenders and 11% of recidivists were Hispaisic.
demonstrates that Hispanic youth were enegmresented in the juvenile justice system, and this
difference was significant (p<0.0%)

In addition,nonHispanic offenders were slightly undepresented in the juvenile justice system.
While 93% of the general population of yowtged 1017 in Pennsylvania were nadispanicin
2007, 2008, and 2008nly 89% of dispositions that occadbetween this time periogdere fornon
Hispanic offenders, and only 89% of recidivists were-Hidgpanic.

Figure 22: Pennsylvania Population Estimates for Juveniles
Aged 1017 by Ethnicity:
Estimates for 2007, 2008, and 2009

% Source: Center for Disease ContrBridgedRace Population Estimates: 199012 Available at http://wonder.cdc.gov/bridgeate
population.html.

%9 The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differemeenitae samples. For more information fus test, please
see Appendix H
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Recidivism Rate by Ethnicity

Across the three years examined, the recidivism rates of Hispanic offenders ahiispemic
offenders were almo#dentical. To illustrate, 21%IN= 373)of Hispanic juveniles with a 2007 case
closure recidivated, while 20¢dl= 3,407)of non-Hispanic offenders with a case closed in this year
recidivated. In addition, 21%(N= 399) of Hispanic offenders with a caseoséd in 2008 re
offended, while 22%(N= 3,558) of nonHispanic offenders with a case closed in this year
recidivated. Finally22% (N= 462 of Hispanic juveniles with a case closed in 2009 recidivated
within two years of case closure, while 23%= 3,588)of nonHispanic offenders didRefer to
Table 24and Figure23). The threeyear average recidivism rate for both Hispanic andHispanic
youth was 22%. There were no statistically significant differences between likelihood of
recidivating among Hispamand norHispanic offendef®.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
© Q Q Q
3) = 3 = [3) = 3) =
=4 (1] = [ = ] = ©
o ] c - o — [ —
g o [T 8 7] I 8 7] [ 8 7] [
@ I = @ I = 2 I = @ I =
I o T o T o T =}
zZ prd prd prd

Recidivists 373 | 3,407 | 3,780 | 399 | 3,558 | 3,957 | 462 @ 3,588 | 4,050 | 1,234 10,553 11,787
Non-Recidivists | 1,401 | 13,368 | 14,769 | 1,462 | 12,281 | 13,743 | 1,621 | 11,957 | 13,578 | 4,484 | 37,606 | 42,090
Total 1,774 16,775 18,549 1,81 | 15,839 17,700 2,083 | 15,545| 17,628 | 5,718 @ 48,1% | 53,877

Recidivism Rate| 21% 20% 21% @ 22% 22% 23% 22% 22%

*The ethnicity of 323 juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 927 juveniles with a case closed in 2008, and 811 juvenitsseitiosed in 2009 was
not reported in the PaJCMS.

“The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant relationship between these variablesnfGonatiome on
this test, please see Appexd.
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Recidivism Rate

40% Figure 23: Recidivism Rate by Ethnicity*:
°] Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 20!
30% -
22% 22%

20% -
10% -

0% -

Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Ethnicity
N= 53,877

For Ns of eactethnicity by yearrefer to Table 24
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Family Status

Family Status of Recidivists

The following is an analysis of the ridvisa.t
Family status captureassh e fi s t abiologscal paceits of theguvenileThe following statistics
were collected atthei me of referr al to the probation

in 2007, 2008, or 20090t at the time of the recidivating offense.

Across the three years examined, it was discovered lthasthalf (6%; N= 4,919 of recidivist®
biological parentswere never married. An additional 37¢N= 3,571) of recidivists were from
family situations in which one (690N= 681) or both (<1% N= 47) of theirbiological parents were
deceasedheir biological parents were divorce@o; N= 2,168, or theirbiological parents were
separated (6%N= 675. Approximately 206 (N= 2,095)of recidivist®parents were marrig@Refer
to Table 25and Figure24).

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
+— > = > = (7)) 5 >
m - — (n - — m - — w - —
S 2 S 2 = 2 S 2
S O - S O - S O - S O -
o TS o xS o S o ] TS
) o ° o ° o ° o °w
Family Status S L3 5 L3 5 L3 5 L3
o 8 o o 8 o o 8 o o 8 o
o qC) o o (]CJ o o (]CJ o o g o
E o E o E o E 5
Z o Z o Z o Z o
Both Parents Deceased 18 1% 12 0% 17 0% 47 0%
One Parent Deceased 189 6% 236 7% 256 7% 681 6%
Parens Never Married 1,388 43% 1,656 47% 1,870 49% 4914 46%
Divorced 763 23% 709 20% 696 18% 2,168 20%
Separated 206 6% 225 6% 244 6% 675 6%
Married 692 21% 697 20% 706 19% 2,095 20%
Total 3,256 3,535 3,789 10,580

* The family status of 569 recidivists with a case closed in 2007, 552 juveniles with a case closed in 2008, and 4% #%ithendase closed in 2009
was not reported in the PaJCMS.
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Figure25 presents the average breakdown by family status aisgibsitions that occurred beten

2007 and 2009. Juveniles whose biological parents were separated, divorced, or never married were
significantly more likely to be recidivists than would be expectgeen the percentage of
dispositions they accounted fiorthis time periodwhile juveniles whose parents were married were
significantly less likely to be recidivisi®<0.05f". There were no statistical differences between

the two samples for juveniles with one or both parents deceased.

Figure 24: Family Status of Recidivists*: Figure 25: Breakdown by Family Status
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, ot of All Dispositions for 2002009
2009
Both One Parent Both
Parents  poceased, Parents
Deceased, 681 (6%) Deceased, One Parent
47 (0%) 0% Deceased,

6%

N=10,580
*For Ns of family status by yeagfer to Table 25 N=114,618

“ The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the two samples. feomatioe on this tds
please see Appendix. H
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Figure 26 below illustrates the family status of all juveniles a@eti7 in the United Statem the

years 2007, 2008, and 200Fhese figures, drawn frotthe United State€ensusBuread satd?,

were published in 2010 Though these figures are not Pennsylvamecific*® they serve as a
suitable comparison against which to evaluate how both the delinquency and recidivist populations
in the Commonwealtbompare to the genel population ofyouthaged 917.

As shown, the majority7(%) of juvenilesd parents in the Un
aboutl3% of juvenil esd pP% wesennever marded,eand b were se@acdhted.
Approximately 2% ofuvenilesaged 917 had a parent whavasdeceased’

Figure 26demonstrates that juveniles with certain family statusese overrepresented in the
juvenile justice systemand all these differences were statistically significant (p<d01) Fa

example as shown in Figure 26n page56, approximately 48% of juvenile court dispositgin
20072009 were for juveniles whose parents were never married. Similarly, approxin@elgf4
recidivistsod par e Bigures 34dr Accomlirgvte the Cersus atae ltowever,

only 9% of the general population of juvenifgsarents were never marrie@imilarly, about 20% of
recidivists andL8% of dispositions in 200:2009 were from juveniles whose parentseaveivorced,
whilethe Censst data indicates that only 13% of the
divorced. | n addi ti on, about 6% of recidivistsd par
dispositions were for juveniles whose parents were separated. AggéodCensus data, however,
only 5% of the gener al popul atFinaly approximatelywe®&n i | e
of recidivists and% of juveniles who had dispositions in 26RQ209 had one parent deceas@umly

2% of juveniles in the gendnpopulationaged 917 had one parent deceased.

2 5ource: U.S. Census Buredyrrent Population Survey, 2007, 2008, and 28@@ual Social and Economic Supplemerasailable at:
http://www.census.gov/hhes/families/data/cps.html

43 This data is not available at the state level.

4 Data is not available on the number of juveniles with both parents deceased.

5 The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statistical differences between the two samples. fBomatize on his test,
please see Appendix. H
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Juveniles whose parents were married were urefgesented in both the juvenile justice population
and the recidivist population, and these differences were statistically significant (p20.01)
Approximately71% of theparents of thegeneral population gfivenileswere married. Only Zb

of the parents gluveniles who had a disposition in 20Q009 were married. Similarly, only0%o of
recidivistsdéd parents were married.

Figure 26: Familgtatus of All Juveniles AgedX in the United States:
Estimates for 2007, 2008, and 2009

One Parent
Deceased, 2%

Separate;

“6The Test of Difference between Proportions was used to test for statisticardiéfe between the samples. For more informatiohistetst, please
see Appendix H
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Recidivism Rate by Family Status

The recidivism rates of each family status are preseintéchble 26 and Figure27 below. On
average, across the three years examingenjleswith bothbiological parents deceased recidivated
at the highestate of 32%(N= 47), and juveniles with one biological parent deceased retieti at a
rate of 266 (N= 681) Additionally, there was a significant relationship between juveniles with one
or both biological parents deceased and recidivi®m 14.022; p<0.01). Juveniles who hathese
family statugswere significantly more likely to reffend than would be expected.

Juvenile offenders whose biological parents were never marrefferededat a rate of 2% (N=
4,914) Juveniles whose biological parents weligorced (N= 2,168) or separatedN= 675)
recidivated at a rate of 20%ach Juveniles whose biological parents were marriedffendedat
the lowest rag: 17% (N= 2,095)

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYearTotal

o) g @ g @ g o) g

%) Q9 § %) 2 § %) R g %) R §

B = 7 = 7 = 7 S

> 3 T £ = 3 T £ = S T £ = g T £

Family Status ° 9] o = - 9] o S - 9] ° S - 9] <] S

s |z | ¢ % 3 & | ° 5 3§ & *#° |5 g g £ |3

e S 8 [h's S 8 [ S 8 [ S 8

2 X pd [hd Pz @ pze g

Bolil PR | g 25 43 42% 12 39 51 | 24% 17 35 52 | 33% 47 99 146 | 32%
Deceased

OneParent | a4 | g5 | g14 | 23% 236 | 652 | 888 | 27% 256 | 712 | 968 | 26% 681 | 1,989 @ 2,670 | 26%
Deceased

Parent | 1 3gg | 4,644 6032 | 23% 1,656 4541 | 6197 27% 1870 5139 7,009  27% 4914 14324 19,238 26%
Never Married

Divorced 763 | 3,046 3,809 | 20% 709 | 2,853 | 3562 @ 20% 696 | 2,723 | 3,419 K 20% 2,168 @ 8,622 @ 10,790 | 20%

Separated 206 914 1,120 | 18% | 225 908 1,133 | 20% | 244 865 1,109 | 22% 675 2,687 @ 3,362 | 20%
Married 692 3,769 | 4,461 | 16% 697 3,397 | 4,094 | 17% | 706 3,137 | 3,843 | 18% | 2,095 | 10,303 | 12,398 | 17%

Total 3,256 | 13,023 16,279 3,535 | 12,390 15,925 3,789 | 12,611 16,400 10,580 | 38,024 48,604
*The family statusf 2,593 juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 2,702 juveniles with a case closed in 2008, and 2,039 juveniles with & ¢ase close
2009 was not reported in the PaJCMS.

4" The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant relationship between these variablesnfGonatiome on
this test, pleasees Appendix H
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Recidivism Rate

Figure 27: Recidivism Rate by Family Status*:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 20!

35% -
32%
30% -
26% 26%
25% -
20% 20%
20% -
17%

15% -
10% -

5% -

0%

Both Parents  One Parent  Parents Never Divorced Separated Married
Deceased Deceased Married
Family Status N=48,604

*For Ns of family status by yeagfer to Table 26
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Race and Family Statu&®

Family Statudy Race

As illustrated by Table 2@nd Figure 28elow,among juveniles with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or
2009, White y o u tplarénss weremost likely to be separated or divorced (36%; N= 11,347).
Approximately 32% (N= 10,169) of parents of White juvenidee married, while approximately

26% (N= 8,093) oparents of White juveniles were never married. Only 6% (N=1,753) of White

juvenilesd parents wer e

deceased

(one

parent

par

Among juveniles with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 20@tajority ofBlacky out h 6 s

were never marrieds(7 %; N=10, 873) .
were separated/divorced,
(N=10140f Bl ack
Figure 28.

Approxi mately
and 12%

(N=1,927)
j uveni | eddahe parant a Inoth parentS8ee @ble@7acde a s

15% (|

of

Among youth with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 200praximately 54% (N 132) of Asian

juvenilesd parents were

marri ed.

Approxi mat

separated/divorced, and about 18% (N= 44) of thaients were never married. Approximately 4%

(N=

10)

of Asi

par en ts){RefereorTabld@&d e a s e

an youthos

Figure 28.

2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total

[0 X C [} = C [} x [ [} X c

. = Q © = [ © = S} ] = Q ©

3 3 3 3 3 2 3 2

Family Status :;: = 2 g =2 2 g =2 2 g =3 2
One/Both 5% 6% 1% 6% 6% 4% 6% 7% 6% 6% 6% 4%
Parents Deceased = (N=555) = (N=296) = (N=1) = (N=578) = (N=331) (N=3) (N=620) (N=387) (N=6) (N=,753 @ (N=1,014 (N=10)
. 24% 65% 16% 25% 67% 17% 28% 68% 21% 26% 67% 18%
Parents Never Married > ¢, (N=3.361) (N=12) (N=2,593) (N=3.495) (N=12) (N=2,888) (N=4,017) (N=20) (N-8,093 | (N-10.873 | (N=44)
Separated/ 37% 16% 22% 36% 15% 28% 35% 15% 22% 36% 15% 24%
Divorced (N=4,035) (N=842) (N=17) (N=3,746) (N=810) (N=20) (N=3,566) (N=864) (N=21) (N=11,347 (N=2,51§  (N-58)
Married 34% 13% 61% 33% 12% 51% 30% 11% 55% 32% 12% 54%
(N=3,745) (N=649) | (N=46)| (N=3,353)| (N=619) | (N=36) (N=3,071) (N=659) (N=50) (N=10,169 | (N=1,927 | (N=132)
Total 10,947 5,148 76 10,270 5,255 71 10,145 5,927 97 31,362 16,330 244

*The race or family status of 2,701 juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 3,031 juveniles with a case closed in 2008, aneh#e&/@ifh a case

closed in2009 was not reported in the PaJCMS.

“8 Due to the small number of cases dertainfamily status groups, the followingerecombinednto one 1.) one parent deceased and botleper
deceased and 2.) separated divdrced. In addition, die to the small number of Americardian or Alaska Native and Native Hawaiian or Pacific

Islander juvenilesn the total samplethey were excluded from this analysis.
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Percentage of Juveniles

90% -

80% -

70% -+

60% -

50% -

40% -

30% -

20% -

10% -

0% -

Married

Figure 28: Family Status by Race:
Juveniles with Cases Closed in 2007, 2008, or 20! = White

Hm Black

m Asian

67%

One/Both Parents Parents Never Marriec  Separated/Divorced
Deceased

Family Status

N=47,936
*For Ns by year, refer to Table 27.

Page62




RecidivismRateby Race and Family Status

Among Whitejuvenile offenderswith cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 200fbse with one or both
parents deceased recidivagdhe highest rate: 22% (N= 391). White offenders whose parents were
never married reffended at a rate of 21% (N= 1,732), and those whose parents were
separated/divorced 4&fended at a rate of 19% (N= 2,167). White juveniles with parents who were
married recidivated at the lowest ramong White offendersl5% (N= 1,572). Refer to Tabi3

and Figure29.

Among Black offenders with cases closed in 2007, 2008, or 2009, those whose parents were
deceased (ongarentor both parents) recidivated at thighest rate: 32% (N= 328). Black juvenile
offenders with parents who were never marriedffended at the next highest rate: 29% (N= 3,139).
Black juveniles whose parents were separated/divorced or maruétieneled at a rate of 25% each

(N= 622 and\= 473, respectively)See Table 2&nd Figure29.

As shown in Table 2&nd Figure29, among Asian offenders with caselosed in 2007, 2008, or

2009, those with one or both parents deceased recidivated at the highest rate: 20% (N= 2). Asian
juveniles vhose parents were separated/divorced recidivated at a rate of 12% (N= 7), followed by
Asian juveniles whose parents were married (11%; N= 14). Among the 44 Asian youth whose
parents were never married, no offenders recidivated.

Between the three majoace groupgWhite, Black, Asian)Black juvenile offenders were most
likely to recidivate, regardless of their family status, compared to White juvenile offenders and
Asianjuvenile offenders.In addition, there was a statistically significant relatfopdetween some

race and family status groups and the likelihoodeofdivating More specifically, Black juveniles
whose parents were never married were significantly more likely to recidivate than would expected,
and White juveniles whose parents wenarried were significantly less likely to recidivafe=
31.509; p<0.01¥.

Within each race groyjuveniles with a family status of one or both parents deceaseftereled at
the highest rates.

49 The ChiSquare Test of Independence was used to test for a statistically significant relationship between these Fariates information on
this test, please see Appendix H
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2007 2008 2009 ThreeYear Total
n N (%] I7;) n n (%] n
= G ® g = 5 S ) = 5 © o = G © i)
O © O © O © o ©
S |Esg| B | % |Esg| © | § |Bsgl B | B |Eso| &
_ x Esg & x Esg § x |Esg § x |Ese §
Race and Family Statu ‘5 290 = S 290 = S 2 90| 3 S 2 90 =
8 | s2° 3B g8 s° 3B 8 (g2 3B 8 [s2° 3B
Qo 8 () Q Qo <6 () a5 Qo *5 (] s Qo *6 () b
E F3 o E k3 x € F 3 o E F3 o
Z i Z i pa i Z i
BlackOne/
Both Parents 89 296 30% 112 331 34% 127 387 33% 328 1,014 32%
Deceased

BlackParents Never

Married 846 3,361 25% | 1052 | 3495 30% 1,241 | 4,017 | 31% | 3,139 | 10,873 29%

BlackSeparated/

. 198 842 24% 198 810 24% 226 864 26% @ 622 2,516 25%
Divorced

BlackMarried 130 649 20% 159 619 26% 184 659 | 28% 473 1,927 | 25%

White-One/
Both Parents 118 555 21% 132 578 23% 141 620 23% 391 1,753 22%
Deceased

White-Parents Never | oo5 | 5615 | 2006 590 | 2593 | 23% 609 | 2,888 @ 21% 1,732 | 8,093 | 21%

Married
AsianOne/
Both Parents 0 1 0% 1 3 33% 1 6 | 17% 2 10 | 20%
Deceased
White-Separated/ | 7o, | 4035 | 1905 | 718 | 3746 | 19% = 685 | 3566 | 19% 2,167 | 11,347 19%
Divorced
White-Married 555 = 3,745 = 15% 521 = 3353 @ 16% = 496 | 3,071 16% 1,572 | 10,169 15%
AsianSeparated/ 1 17 6% 2 20 10% 4 21 | 19% 7 58 12%
Divorced
AsianMarried 5 46 11% 3 36 8% 6 50 12% 14 132 11%
Asian Parents 0 12 0% 0 12 0% 20 | 0% 0 44 0%

Never Married
Total 3239 | 16,171 3488 | 15596 3,720 | 16,169 10,447 @ 47,936

*The race or family status of 2,701 juveniles with a case closed in 2007, 3,031 juveniles with a case closed in 2008, anehide¢&/@ifh a case
closed in 2009 wasat reported in the PaJCMS.
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