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Detention Diversion 



Juvenile Court Definition Ohio Revised Code 
2151.011 

 

“Detention” means the temporary care of children 
pending court adjudication or disposition, or
 execution of a court order, in a public or 
private facility designed to physically restrict the 
movement and activities of children. 



OHIO RULES OF JUVENILE PROCEDURE 
RULE 7. Detention and Shelter Care  

 

(A) Detention Standards: A child taken into custody shall not be placed in 

detention or shelter care prior to final disposition unless any of the 

following apply:  

 

(1) Detention or shelter care is required:  

 (a) to protect the child from immediate or threatened physical or emotional 

harm; or  

 (b) to protect the person or property of others from immediate or 

threatened physical or emotional harm.  

 

(2) The child may abscond or be removed from the jurisdiction of the court;  

 

(3) The child has no parent, guardian, custodian or other person able to 

provide supervision and care for the child and return the child to the court 

when required;  

 

(4) An order for placement of the child in detention or shelter care has been 

made by the court;  

 

(5) Confinement is authorized by statute.  



Juvenile Justice Delinquency Prevention Act 
Administered by the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 

• DEINSTITUTIONALIZATION OF STATUS OFFENDERS- prohibits status offenders, 
non-offenders, or alien juveniles from being detained or confined in secure 
detention or secure correctional facilities. 
 

• SIGHT AND SOUND SEPARATION – prohibits delinquents, status offenders, and 
non-offenders from being detained or confined in an institution where they 
might have contact with incarcerated adults. 
 

• JAIL REMOVAL – prohibits juveniles from being detained or confined in any jail 
or lockup form adults. 
 

• DISPROPORTIONATE MINORITY CONFINEMENT – undertake delinquency 
prevention and systems improvement efforts designed to reduce the number 
of minorities that come into contact with the juvenile justice system. 
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Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 
Act 

• Status offender – A juvenile offender who has been 
charged with or adjudicated for conduct which would 
not, under the law of the jurisdiction in which the 
offense was committed, be a crime if committed by an 
adult.  Includes: 

• Curfew 
• Truancy 
• Chronic Truancy 
• Runaway 
• Underage Consumption 
• Minor possession 
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Who can be held in a 
Secure Detention Facility? 

• Alleged or adjudicated delinquent 
youth who: 

• Pose a risk to public safety 

• May abscond while the case is pending. 



Detention Diversion’s Possible 
Outcomes 

  Improve Public Safety 

  Reduce harm to youth 

  Save Tax Dollars 

  Reduce Disparity 

 



What does it take? 

•Collaboration 

•Data to make informed decisions 

•Reallocation of Resources 

•Willingness to CHANGE 
(Learning While Doing in the Human Services Sector:   

Becoming a Learning Organization through Organizational Change) 

 

 
 

 

 

 



 

Youth involved in the juvenile justice system 
will have opportunities to develop into 

healthy, productive adults . . . 
 

Lessons Learned  
from  the Juvenile Detention Alternative Initiative  



Research shows that most juveniles engage in criminal behavior, but 
don’t continue into adulthood  

 Longitudinal studies begun 
in the 1950s show most 
juvenile offenders age out 
of criminal behavior 

 

 Researchers believe this is 
because the transition to 
young adulthood ‘cements’ 
bonds to society and deters 
most from continued 
criminality 

SOURCE: Data from National Youth Survey analyzed by Hawkins, D., Smith, B. and Catalano, R. “Delinquent Behavior,” in Pediatrics in Review (2002: 23: 382-392); “Unraveling Juvenile 
Delinquency” (Glueck, 1963), with followup in “Crime in the Making” (Sampson and Laub, 1993) 
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•Incarceration is an ineffective, expensive, and often harmful 

method of addressing delinquent behavior among youth 

49%
42%

59%

34%

21%
30%

Incarcerated Youth
Non-Incarcerated Youth

LIKELIHOOD OF BEHAVIOR: INCARCERATED 

VS. NON-INCARCERATED YOUTH 

 Youth who are held in detention are more than three 
times as likely to subsequently be found guilty and 
incarcerated than similar peers 

 After release, incarcerated youth are more likely to drop 
out of school and use drugs & alcohol 

INCREASED LIKELIHOOD OF ADULT 

CRIMINALITY BY JJ INTERVENTION TYPE 

 Even after controlling for seriousness of offense, prior 
record and multiple other factors, youth who were 
placed in juvenile facilities were 38 times more likely to 
be arrested as adults 

System 

 involvement 

alone doubled 

the likelihood 

of arrest as 

an adult 
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JJ Intervention, 
No Supervision 

With Supervision 

With Placement 
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Using alcohol Using any illicit drug Dropping Out 

 The U.S. spent about $5.7 billion on correctional facilities for 64,558 committed youth in 2007 
 The annual cost to operate a single bed in one of these facilities often exceeds $100,000 
 New York state alone spends $210,000 each year to incarcerate one youth in their juvenile facilities 

THE COST OF INCARCERATION 



Nationally, about one quarter of detained youth are charged with 
violent crimes 
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Offense Profiles: 
Detained Youth in the United States, 2010 
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Violent Index 
Crimes 

SOURCE: Sickmund, M., Sladky, T.J., Kang, W., & Puzzanchera, C. (2011). "Easy Access to the Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement.“ http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/  

http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/


Arrests for serious crimes do not explain detention use; local policies 
and practices are key 
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INDEX ARRESTS PER 100K YOUTH 

Index arrests have declined by 50% … 

(with half the decrease occurring before 2000) 
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DETENTIONS PER 100K YOUTH 

…but detention has only declined by 31% 

(with half the decrease occurring after 2007) 

NOTE: Index arrests are classified as more serious crimes including murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft, and arson. 
Juvenile arrest figures based on annual count of arrests from the FBI’s Uniform Crime Report (UCR) system; detention figures based on a one-day count  through the 
Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement (CJRP).  

SOURCES: Puzzanchera, C., Adams, B., and Kang, W. (2012), "Easy Access to FBI Arrest Statistics 1994-2009 “ http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezaucr/  ; Sickmund, M., Sladky, T.J., Kang, W., & Puzzanchera, C. 
(2011). "Easy Access to the Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement.“ http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/  ; Federal Bureau of Investigation (2011). “Crime in the United States 2010”, table 36. 
http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2010/crime-in-the-u.s.-2010/index-page; Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, A. and Kang, W. (2012). "Easy Access to Juvenile Populations: 1990-2011.“ 
http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/ 
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Youth of color are an increasing share of the total 
detained population 
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Youth of Color as a Percentage of Total U.S. Detained Population 

SOURCE: Sickmund, M., Sladky, T.J., Kang, W., & Puzzanchera, C. (2011). "Easy Access to the Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement.“ http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/  
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•As of 2012, JDAI sites had reduced detention 

populations by 43% 

ADP 
− 43% 
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Change in Average Daily Population (ADP) by Grantee 
Baseline vs. 2012 

N=38 grantees, comprising 112 sites 
(Grantees shown in ascending order by percentage change in ADP) 

3,173 fewer youth are being held in secure detention on an average day as compared to 
the grantees’ baseline years 



•As of 2012, JDAI sites as a whole had reduced their use of 

confinement by well over one third. 
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Changes in the Use of Confinement Across All JDAI Sites 
Baseline vs. 2012 

N=38 grantees, comprising 112 sites 
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Over comparable periods of time, JDAI sites have reduced secure 
detention of youth of color by much more than the nation as a whole 
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JDAI change in Youth of Color Average Daily Population in Detention from baseline year to 2011
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Youth Of Color In Secure Detention:  
JDAI vs. National Trends 

N for JDAI  = 89 sites 

JDAI site 
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•Reductions in detention and commitments have not hurt public 

safety: JDAI sites report reductions in all four juvenile crime 

indicators 
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Baseline 2012

• 45% fewer Delinquency Petitions 

• 43% fewer Felony Petitions Filed 

Aggregate Reductions in Juvenile Crime Indicator Type 
Baseline vs. 2012 

N=109 sites 

• 29% fewer Juvenile Intake Cases 

• 33% fewer Juvenile Arrests 



•By the end of 2013, JDAI will be active in more than 200 counties, spanning 
39 states plus the District of Columbia 
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One in four youth live in a community 
that participates in JDAI. 
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Potential site 

UT 
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