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Emily J. Lawsuit (1993‐2007)

High Court Intake, High Detention Admissions, High 
Daily Population and High Number of Commitments

Contracted Programs Non‐existent, and once 
established, Not Performing to Potential

FWSN Violators in Detention (493 in 2006) 

Few Customized Services for Special Populations 
girls, gangs, and young children

16 and 17 Year Olds in Adult System
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Status Offenders in Detention = 0
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The number of juveniles referred to the court is down 16.5% since 
2008, despite full implementation of Raise the Age.
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Collaboration with Agencies & Providers

Investment in Evidence‐based Programs

Investment in Staff and Training

Investment in Infrastructure

Establishment of Juvenile Court Clinic 
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The Comeback States, The National Juvenile Justice Network and The Texas 
Public Policy Foundation, http://www.njjn.org/uploads/digital‐
library/Comeback‐States‐Report_FINAL.pdf

Juvenile Justice Reform in Connecticut: How Collaboration and Commitment 
Have Improved Public Safety and Outcomes for Youth, The Justice Policy 
Institute, 
http://www.justicepolicy.org/uploads/justicepolicy/documents/juvenile_jus
tice_reform_in_ctexecutive_summary.pdf

Common Ground: Lessons Learned from Five States that Reduced Juvenile 
Confinement by More than Half, The Justice Policy Institute, 
http://www.justicepolicy.org/uploads/justicepolicy/documents/jpicommon
ground.pdf

“A Handful of States Lead the Way on Juvenile Crime Prevention”, Gest, T., 
The Crime Report, December 4, 2012, 
http://www.thecrimereport.org/news/inside‐criminal‐justice/2012‐12‐
juvenile‐best‐practices
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Lower recidivism? Less Adult referrals?

National research comparing juvenile and 
adult processing of similar adolescents find 
better outcomes in juvenile court 

Pending Connecticut Raise the Age study
Dr. Megan Kurlychek, SUNY‐Albany
Preliminary results are promising: 16 year olds in 
2010 less likely to be placed, less likely to 
recidivate 2 years follow‐up
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Reduction of School‐based Arrests

Expansion of Educational Supports and 
Vocational Opportunities

Expansion of Substance Abuse Treatment 

Address Domestic Violence

Addressing Needs of Young Adults

Continued and Enhanced Partnership with other 
State Agencies and Local Communities
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