
Juvenile Detention Alternative lnitiative Statewide Meeting
December 8,2OL4

Admissions by Secure Facility
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Average Daify Fopulation
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Doug las County Arrest/Detention Comparison
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This displays the trend ofjuvenile arrest and detention counts by month. Color shows detail about data type. These detention figures
are based upon admissions forthe Douglas CountyJuvenile holding agencyfor 2003to 2016. Count is the count of all persons admitted
to the facility in that month. An individual may be admitted more than once and each event would be counted separately. The arrest
figures are based upon arrest counts reported to the UCR (Uniform Crime Reporting) Project I\/anager by law enforcement agencies in

Douglas County for 2003 to 2016.

NOTE: Arrest figures for 2016 are prelimin ary, and subject to change.

NOTE: Anarrestiscountedeachtimeapersonistakenintocustodyorissuedacitationorsummons. lnthecaseofajuvenile(defined
as under the age of 18) an arrest is counted when they are merely warned and released without any further action. While an individual
may be charged with multiple crimes at the time of arrest, only one arrest is counted.

This data is provided by the Nebraska Crime Commission Statistical Analysis Center (Reported as of 06/09/2017 9:45:24 AlVr)
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t Sarpv Counhr Juvenile Justice Center Detention Admissions
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Targets: Warrants and DMC
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Nebraska JDAI Next Steps

Nebraska RED work status update

o NE has withdrawn from JJDP Act and NE Crime Commission no longer willcoordinate state DMC
work;

o The last state DMC assessment was completed in2OL2 with no action on recommendations;
o State JDAI collaborative voted to assume a leadership role in RED work at the March 2017

meeting;
o A small core "steering team" has been established. An initial planning meeting was help to

review 2012 Recommendations and vet the most current applicable recommendations for the
group to pursue;

o A data small group has met to start discussion about how data work can move forward.

Priorities:

1. Data:

a. Dr. Hobbs will work with Crime Commission Data staff to compare individual level

Community Based Aid evaluation data and individual levelfrom detention to see what is
standing out in a community. Anne has an intern that will look at this for the last

calendar year. They will work on this over the summer and report back to the group in
August. Opportunity to introduce 7 step framework into communities in their three
year comprehensive planning process. The group would like to collaborate with the
Crime Commission to have a set data packet to guide communities. Community is

defined as a county in this process.

2. Racial lmpact Statements:

a. This idea was brought forward by Commissioner Rodgers after attending a national DMC

conference. A small sub-group had a call with Nicole Porter from The Sentencing

Project to learn more about this strategy. New Jersey is the only state that has

legislation (pending Governor's signature) that will address this at the juvenile justice

level. We just received follow up information from Nicole to process and see how NE

can move forward. Commissioner Rodgers is also interested in how this could apply at
the local level policy stage.

3. Law Enforcement Education:

a. Omaha has had recent success in partnering with Strategies for Youth to train Policing

the Teen brain both for school resource officers and soon OPD street officers. They are

also training SchoolAdministrators this summer. A small group had an initialcallwith
Lisa from SFY. We are very interested in trying to expand this to the Lincoln Police

Academy as well as the state training academy. We are in the process of setting up

meetings with both of these entities. There is also interest in approaching the NE

Juvenile Justice Association to see if they would be interested in expanding the SRO

training statewide and possibly approaching the Dept. of Ed to see how the school

administrator training could be expanded statewide.



4, Electronic Court Notification: severalyears ago a study was completed regarding the RED impact

of implementing a court notification program. Some localiurisdictions have their own systems,

but it is not consistent statewide. The state is currently trying to work through baniers of

getting cell phone and cellcarrier information on the uniform citation in order to effectively

implement a court notification program.

5. The Administrative Office of Probation is reviewing a proposal requested from CCLP to do a

training and policy audit from the RED lens, provide a training for trainer for all statewide

trainers and provide TA as they revamp new probation officer training curriculum to provide

seamless RED message/education throughout the seven week academy. The policy review

would assist us systemicalty to ensure policies and protocols do not have unintended

consequences for youth and families of color.


