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A study of the penetratlon of youth into  the adult
criminal justice system was conducted. lncorporatxng an applied

research methodology whlch consisted of an analysis of intake
data, a survey of court records, and\an analysis of Department

o Of. Corrections” data. . The studyitoncemtrated on the 1978 ~.1979

calendar year and selected chariges in Chaf:‘ter 39, F.s,, durlng ~that
time period. The 'study also focused on 1ncarceratlon statistics
for the period between 1970 and 1979, . The major find-

lngs and results ox)thla study are summarized below.

l. The typlca_\z juvenlles transferred for prosecutlon in the adult
B court are nules (929), white *(58%) and 17 years old (509)

2. Approxlmately'3 :of the juvenlle ‘referrals whlch were
handled jud1c1ally are processed in the adult court.
: : ol
3. Not .all cases ;n-whlch:a State,Attorney files a motion
i -forwalver are certified into adult court. . In 1978,
~41% of the cases were—certified to adult c¢ourt; in
1979, 45% of the cases in Wﬁlch & petition for walver
was flled were certified 1n\o adult court. :

- S Juvem.a.es who are processed in the adult system ‘have pro-
portionately more serious charges against’ them than that
of the referral population. Seventy-one percent of the

- cases transferred for adult prosecutlon ‘had. felony charges
- against them compared to 33% of all dellnquent dispositions,
"Twenty-elght percent of«the cases processed in the adult
s system had misdemeanor charges against them compared
to 67% for“all . delinguent dlsposltlons. ‘Thirty-four .
- percent of the cases processed 'in the adult system
were charged with offenses against persons compared
J,‘to 10% of all delinquent dispositions.

5. Most of the charges agalnst the youth processed in the

C adult system were agalnst property (44%) .

6. Nlnety two percent of tbe youth processed in the adult

- system had prior referrals or programmatic encdounters
with Youth Services or.with Soc1al .and Economlc Serv1ces

'7; 7E1ght percent of the youth processed it the adult
-~ system had no prior referral to Youth Serv1ces or to
Soc:al -and Ecdonomic Serv1ces.
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" The nymber of cases processed'in the adult court .

incredsed by 3% when comparing the first six months
in 1978, prior to enactment of direct file, to the
first six months in 1979, from 595 to 61l4. .

a

The number of cases certlfled to the adult system by

the waiver process from 1978 to 1979 declined by 43%,
from 533 to 306, The decline in certification of

cases through waivers was a result of the direct file

. option. The direct file optlon accounted for all the

losses in cases certlfled ln 1979.

-

The dlrect file: optlon accounted for 40% of the cases

moved to the adult system in 1979.

<

There is a slight negative correlation between a
district's delinguent referral rank and a district's
rank in the number ¢f cases processed in the adult
system. Districts with a greater number of referrals
send proportlonately less youth to: the adult system.

A survey of a stratlfled random sample of 300 cases
processed in the adult system during calendar year
1979 was completed.  Below are the major findings of

. this survey. .

a. Sixty-two percent of the cases in the sample
. group were detained in' county jail prior to dis=~
position; fifty percent were detained because
of their inability to make bond, and 12% be-
cause no bond was set. =

- b. The average length of 1ncarcerat10n prior to dis-

position for those detalned in county Jjail was
112 days.

ci\ Slxtyaﬂuee;percent of the cases processed in
. the adult system were disposed through plea
barglnlng or plea negotiation.

d. Elght percent of the cases went to trlal @

eé. The Publlc Defender S Office represented 81% of

the cases.
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Slxty-two percent of the cases disposed were incar=-

. cerated in coxrectional 1nst1tutlons or in county

nghteen percent of the cases dlsposed were placed
on probation.

Commitment to the Department of Correctlons was the

most frequent type of case dlsp051tlon 145, 2%)

The length of sentence for cases where the dlsp051tlon was
ocounty jall “or Departnent of Corrections (62% of cases) was as~follows:

1-3 mo. ' ; 7.5%
_4-6 mo. | o 10.4%

© 7-9 mo. : &2 - 0.5% ‘ ‘
1 year : 15.6% : N
2 years 12.7% ‘ :

3 years ’ J17.6%

4 yelrs 13.9%

5 years " 11.6%

6 years , : 5.4%

8 years to 20 years . 6+0%

21 years + . 3.0%

Life , 2.0%

» 100 %

The length of sentence where the dlSpOSltlon was probatlon
(18%) was as follows: .

#

1-3 mo. ' +5%
4-6 mo.. ' , 6/, 0%
7-9 mo. -« ; T 53
1l year - . W . 0%
2 years 7 . 35 0%
3 years : " 8 0% o
4 years ' ‘ : ‘ 4,0%
5 years ' T /;O.o%
6 years and over . r_6.0%
100 &

- L . . - BRA e e

The adm1551onyofkyouth to the ﬁeoartment of Correctlons

in 1978/79 were the largest 1n/absolute numbers for

the period 1970-1979. Three hundred eighty-five
admissions were reglstered durlng that fiscal year.
However, as a percentage of thtal admlsSLOns, it was
only 4.64% = less than the percentages in)1970/71
(6. 57%), 1971/72 (5.87%), an% 1972/73 (5.57%).

seg

PN

w :

s

SN

P ey e




B B e St

S

i b T AT S .

14. The status population of youth1xﬁbr 18 in correctional
facilities on June 30, 1979, was the largest in
absolute numbers for the period 1972 = '1979. Two
hundred ninety~two youths were in the Department
of Corrections on that date, a 33% increase over the.

N

on that date

1979 population. This represented 1. 409 of the popudlation in DOC

Q

15. More cases had county jall oxr- DOC (62%) cas a -dis-
o position than in a similar DYS study in 1974 in
which 50% of the cases had thls disposition.

16. The system and the procedures established that
allow the proce551ng of certain types of cases
involving youths in the adult criminal justice
appears to be functlonlng as lntended by Chapter 39,

@

N

L’/

@

g

,speCLflc time periods within it.

~the adult system.

=

II.  Introduction

—_—— e , ,
The purpose of this study is to describe and analyze the
movement of youth charged with eriminal acts. from the juvenile
justlce system to the adult criminal justlce system. In accomplish~=
ing this purpose, this study will describe the basic flow of
cases In the juvenile justice system as it affects the majority
of delinquent referrals. Special attention will be given to a

~description and analyses of key system components and the process.

used to distinguish that portion of delinquent referrals that
eventually leave the juvenile juStice system and penetrate the
adult system. - The. study will examine, to the extent possible,
the contrlbutlng factors and the consequence of this process in
regards to case dlSpOSlthn or trial outcomes,

" The study ‘will examine six months in calendar year 1978 and 1979 and
This /ime frame is of 51gn1f1cance
since it includes the period governing.the implementation of the
Juvenlle Justice Act in October of 1978. This law serves as a :
démarcation point for comparlson, for the purpose of understanding -
the system dynamics 1nvolved in the penetratlon of children into

Ry

III. Backéround of Law

There is a trend in soc1ety to treat more youth .ds adults
in the criminal justice system. Nationally the trend is being
manifested by state legislative action which has either lowered
the juvenile age, thereby, lowering the age for entrance into
the adult system or by establlshlng procedures by which a child
can be processed in the\adult system glven certain conditions
and meeting certain criteria. Inherent in this trend is a
normative attitude that requlres sanctions for a-‘crime that
are appropriate for the crime and uniform in nature. ‘Florida
is following thls trend in its treatment of chlldren who violate
the law. :

Prior to October 1978, the methods by which a child could
be processed in'the adult court system'were restricted to three
‘avenues. State Attorneys could file a petltlon and motion for
waiver for any child 14 years of age or older, at the time of the

’<alleged violation, whom they - thought should be.prosecuted through

the adult court. At a waiver'hearing,'the;court”would make the

L R S R S TSR
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decision to vertify the case for trial as an adult or to have
an adjudicitory hearing in the juvenile court. Not all waiver hearings result
in a certification. -In oonducting a hearing on & motion to waive a child for
criminal prosecutlon, the court considers: ‘

l. The seriousness of the alleged offense to the
- community and whether the community can be best
protected by transferring the child for adult
sanctions. :

2. ‘Whether the alleged offense was committed in an
aggressive, violent, premeditated, or willful
manner.

3. Whether the alleged offense was against persons'
- or property, with greater weight being given to
offense against persons. - (

4, The prosecutive merit of the complaint

5. The desirability of trial and disposition of
the entire offense in one court when the child's
associates are adults or children to be tried as
adults ‘who will be or have been tried as adults

6. The sophistication and maturity of the child.
7. The record andgirevious history of the child.

8. The prospects for adequate protection of the
public and the likelihood of reasonable rec
G habilitation of the child by the use of pro-
cedures, services, and facilities available
to® the court. ; .
In addition to a waiver hearing, two other methods
existed to process a case *in the adult system. A child,
charged with a violation of Florida Law which is punishable-
by death or life imprisionment, could be indicted by a
Grand Jury. A child could also be transferred to the adult
system as the result of his own request With the concurrence
of his parents. : _

[

B 'With the passage and implementation of the Juvenile
Justice Act of 1978, a State Attorney has an additional
option that can lead to prosecutlng a child in the adult court.

39.04(e) - With respect to any child who at the:
time of commission' of the allgged offense was 16

or 17 years of age, file an information when in
his judgment and discretion the public interest
requires that adult sanctions be considered or
imposed. Upon motion of the child, the case

shall be transferred for adjudicatory proceedings

‘B

7
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as a child pursuant to s. 39.09(1) if it is shown by the

child that he had not previously been found to have
conmitted two delinquent acts, one of which involved, !
,an offense classified under Florida law as a felony.

(o3

State Attorney does not have to go thfeugh a waiver prOceeding
using this option. The act of 1978 also added prov1$ions that

once a ¢hild has been transferred to adult court and is found
guilty, thereafter, fbr future violations, the child will be considered an
adult.

The central impetus underlying these procedures is the N
fact that adult sanctions are with regards to the period of incarceration
more punitive and restrictive in nature than sanctions available through
juvenile court dlSpOSltlon.

&
o~

However, adult sanctions are not imposed automatically as i~
a consequence af being ‘prosecuted’in’ the "adult courts. “The child ~

may still receive a juvenile disposition. If a child is found gquilty of the
alleged offense in the adult court, disposition criteria are applied in order
to determine the suitability or nonsuitability for adult sanctions before any
other determination of diSpOSition.

The suitability determination is made by reference to
the follow1ng criteria:

1. The seriousness of the offense to the community
and whether the proteciton of the community re-
quires adult disposition.

2. Whether the offense was committed:-in an aggressive, ;
violent, premeditated, or willful manner. i

3.  Whether the offense was agaihst persons or against
property, greater weight being given to offenses ; i
against persons.

4. The sophistication apd maturity of the child.:
5. The record and previous'history of the child. ‘ o

The prospects for adequate protection of the
public and the likelihood of reasonable rehabili- .
"tation of the child, if he is assigned to juvenile : g
services and . facilities. S o

H - 9
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Iv. Prevyious Studies ‘
In 1974, the Department of Health and Rehabilitative Services® conducted
a study on cases certified during that calendar year. A .random

sample of 100 cases (25% of the cases certified that year) wa%

selected for this study. o~
The major results of this stﬁdy indicated that 97%?of the
sample cases involved males and 3% involved females. The racial
composition was 51% ‘white and 49% black. The age distribution of
these cases was as follcws: ' '
Age Distribution 2
Age % of Cases
14 : 4% g * i
15 , 13% e
16 31% °
17 51% o . .
. 18 R 1% b
s RN - Too%
The DYS study fopndléhe following major categories of case
disposition for the cases processed in the adult system: 7
. Case Dispositiqn
Disposition % of Cases
Adult Prison o 40%
Adult Probation - © 29%
County Jail : 10%
Case Dropped 10%
Continued on Aftercare or i
DYS Supervision , 5%
Not Guilty ’ L 5%
= Fined . ‘ \ o 1%
S ‘ _ - 100%

In 1978, the Criminal Justice Evaluation Unit, Office of

the mayor in Jackgonville) Florida3 conducted ‘a study on juveniles
accorded adult legal status in Duval County during>that calendar

year.

Thfs'study tracked 87 completed dispositions in the adult

system. The characteristiCs of these 87 cases were as follows:

e Crrepoe ottt ettt S e

e
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Age Distributicn? -
Age ' % of Cases
) 14 l.1% =
15 11.5%
.16 .20.7%
17 . 58.7%
18 g.03
~ 100--0%
o ”  Race Distribution -
D) !‘ ‘\1} '
Race % of Cases
White 47.1%
Black © 5;9% .
100 .0%
No females were processed in the adult system during th
period of this particular study. ? Eng e K
- _ w J .
_ The Duval studyranalyzed éase dispositions by method used
to process thg case 1in the adult system: waiver, direct file,
anq indictment. The .following table delineates the results of
this analysis. v ' ! 5,
o . " & TABLE'I
“Results of Duval Study . g
. o Waiver Indicted |piréet File | Total ’
rDlSpOSltlonS 61 Cases 18 Cases 8 Cases 87 Cases
. V’:{;/ i : //f/ B i
State Correctional Insti- -
tution 31.2% 72.2% 12.5% 37.9%
DbcalfCorrectional Insti-
~ tution 34.4% - 37.5% 27.7%
gigbét}m 11.5% 22.2% 37.5% 16.1%
Fine o 4.9% - - 3.4%
Nolle Prosequi/Dismissed - ;
Cases 18.0% 5.6% | 12.5% 14.9%
N ,, : )
100 % 100 % | 100 % 100 %
0 # N
& 9 ’
7 .
P 9; P =
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~centage (65.5%) cases ended up ixn

- facilities, but some possible combinatlon of previous history ‘ i

AT TR e - Lo L i SRS ONIREY oS L . R S R e i i
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The DYS and Duval study were similar in the fact that the

characteristics of the two groups were similar in terms of age, ‘ y
sex, and race distrubution. ' :

The Duval and DYS study differ in respect to the disposition o Qp

of the cases processed in the adqlt system, . The Duval study in-

dicated that, for that partrcula?)county and .year, a la;ger per-~
Y correctional institutions as

compared to the DYS State study in which 50% of the cases ended

up in correctional institutions.

A recently completed national study by the Nationa; ;nstl—
tute of Corrections> found that there were more children in addlt
priéon in 1879 than there were in 1973. The survey found.2,697
inmates.aged 17 or younger in adult pri;ons as compared to 1,970
reported in 1973. However, the‘progortlon.of all prison in-
mates represented by juveniles declined slightly from 1.1% in .
1973 to .98% in 1979. 'The;juvenilgvinmatg pqpulatlon incéreased
37% in the 1973-1979 period. However, this increase was less
than the 53% increase in the adult population.

In addition, the study found 58% of the juveniles in adult
jails were property offenders. Another 23% were in jail for
crimes against public order and 17% for crimes against persons.
The authors concluded that it is not theisgrlousnegs of the
offense that causes some youth to be incarcerated in adult

and multiple offense.

&
Ty
&
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,*study consisted of four separate components:,
it ,

“tration of a case sto the ‘adult system.

. areas in: north, central, and south Florida.

~cases was selected for ttacking.

= ; 7

V. Methodology ~ e
: i 4 ‘ - '
v The method used to obtain the result contained in this

««««««

. Youth Services intake data for the time period between
January and June 1978 and 1979 were analyzed to decide the
characteristics and the pProcess variables involved in the pehe~ -
The intake data describes
the general characterigstics of the delinguent referral population
for these time'ggriods; ’ ‘ ‘ : :

An analysis of the groups of cases processed in the
adult system was performed to obtain specific data on their .
characteristics. This analysis further delineated the factors.in-
volved in processing a gase in the adult system. :
E i W

«{

Another major component of this descriptive research was

_ the actual analysis of the case records in the adult circuit court.

This was performed by tracking the major process variables in the

case records using a structured survey form (see Appendix). Twelve
counties were selected to represent three district”s geographic

These counties were:

Escambia Leon : - Duval
Volusia T Hillsborough = Pinellas
Polk ~ . %, .  Orange - Brevard
Dade . Broward Palm Beach

=

According to the Intake Data Cards, 774 cases were processed '
in the adult court system during the calendar year of January through
December 1979 . in these .counties. This represents approximately
60% of all cases prdcessed in the adult system for this calendar
year. From this population, a stratified random sample of 300
This sample is large enough to
.represent the population with a 97.5% confidence level. The .
sample size chosen for each county was proportional to the total
population processed in the adult system for the calendar year
in‘each county. = o ; o R

R The final component of the methodology reviewed available
data from the Florida Department of Corrections on youth in the -
correctional.System.‘ SRR e o

o
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- was 37%

. after the implementation of the Juvenile Justice Act,
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Descrlptlon and Comparlson of the Populatlon

One issue concernlng the movement of youth lnto the adult
criminal justlce system is how: they differ from individuals
not processed in the adult. system. ' AL

A, January -l June 1978

- From January throuch-June 1978 a six ronth tire period orior: to the
implementation of the Juvenile Justice Act, 53,888 delinquency -
referrals were received by Single Intake. The age distribution
of these referrals was dominated by 15, 16, and 17 yea= old youths.
Sixty-one percent of the referrals were between the ages of 15,
16, and 17. . Seventy-nlneOpercent of the referrals wefe males and
21% were.females.  The racial composition of this referral group
was 73% white and 27% black (see Table IT). " O <

For the same period, 595 cases were prdiessed in the )
adult court system. Ninety-two percent of the ge cases involved.
youth between the ages of 15, l6, and 17. Males represented
94% of the cases while female, represented 6% of these cases.
Whites compromised 63% of’ the cases and the black proportlon

(see Table IIL
D .

. B. January - June 1979

In the January through June 1979 time period;~immediat§ly
61,435
referrals were received by Single Intake. The age distribution
of these referrals was again dominated by 15, 16, and 17 year
0ld youths. . Sixty~-five percent of the referrals were between the
ages of 15, 16, and 17.  Seventy-nine percent of the referrals »
were males and twenty-one percent'females, “The racial com~ i
. position of .the population was again primarily white. Seventy-
four percent of the referrals were whlte and twenty- aix. percent

were black (see Table II), o : : g 2

’During this‘time period, 614 cases were processed in the,
‘adult system. These cases, for the first time, included a :
portion directly filed. ©Ninety-two percent of these cases in-
volved youth between the ages of 1% » 16, and 17. Agaln, ‘males
accounted for the great majority of cases. . Males rppresented 92%

of these cases while females represented 8SL of these cases.

Whites comprlsed 58% of these cases and the black proportlon was.‘

- 42% (see able II).

ke

*A substantial part of thlS -increase can be traced to October l 1978 changes
in the “law which expanded ‘traffic offenses that ocould or would be heard as
‘deldnguency cases. When the referral rates for the’ entire fiscal year was
ccmnared, the ent;re increase could be accounted for all new traffic cases.
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-In summary, the 1978 and 1979 sam
ples dld not dif
i;gn;flcantly from each other The population processédfig
the adult court system was prlmarlly male, white, and between
e ages of 15 and 17 years old, This group differs from the

© ‘population of total referrals in that lt c
ontai
;‘more males, blacks, and older youths. lns proportlonately

SRR Th“\fact that ‘the groups proces:ed 1n’th

e adult syst
is older.reflects both the philosophy and the intent of ysren
Chapter 39, F. S. which stresses the age, pby51cal and social
maturation of a child in considering the appllcatlon of

',.adult court procedures and of adult sanctions.
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. TABLE IT

o

'

S

:CharaéteristicSGOf,Ehe=DelinquentfReferral‘ o
the Population Processed in' the Adult Court

ion and

(3?‘ .

June 1978~ ]

January’

= Juné l979

‘January =
Delinquent 2

Referral
- (53,888)

Processed in

.. Adult Court -

Delinguent
Referral |

Processed in
‘ Adult;COurt ’

0o

Age S
1-10 4 3
11 - .2.6%
12 5.43%
13 9.5%
14 14.4%
.15 18.3%
16 21.3%
17 22.5%

18 ~l.9%~

Total 100 %

Sex
S
Male = 79
Female' ' 21

o0 ae

Total 100

frad

o

_(595) |

~ (61,435)

4 g -
2.3%
- 4.5%
- 8.3%
13.8%
18.2%

- 22.9%

24.6%
1.4%

100 %

79
21

. g0 go

100 s

9

(614) v

«3%
1%
3% 7

2.4%

o 8.4%
. 35.1%
"49.8%
3.6%

100 %

f¥e]
00N
a0 go

- and 38% were victimless offenses.

 ‘grbups (seef Table V).

- Jjustice system or the dependency system. 7 _ )
- processed in the adult court had no previous history with the

. VII.s ‘Reasonffor‘Réferral‘aﬁdiStEEUS“aﬁ Time of Referral

1 Thigﬁsection describes and compares “the reason for :
referral for the total delinguency population and for the juvenile
cases processed in the adult court. This section also com-
pares the status;at;ﬁhe[time,of referral for both groups.

: During.the January throudgh December 1979 calendar year,
33% of the total delinquent dispositions were for felony charges,
while 67% were for misdemeanor charges. By contrast, 71% of the
youth processed in the adult court had felony charges against °
them and 29% had misdemeanor charges against them (see Table IITA).
The majority of the cases processed in the adult system who were .
'charged with misdemeanors also had a substantial history-of pre-

. vious referrals and penetration- in the juvenile justice system.

ALl of the forty misdemenaor cases sampled in the survey had a pre-
- vious pi¥ogrammatic encounter in the juvenile justice system. /

~ The seriousness and type of offense with whi&h an individual
is charged is also different for both groups.  Of the delinquent dispositions,
11%  were offenses against personf 51% were-property offenses,
Of the cases processed in the®

adult system, 34% were charged with: offenses against persons,

« 43 &  were property offenses,”and 23 % were victimless offenses =
' 7 p o i S T . o

(see Table IIIB).

The §tatus at the timéfdf referral-also'differs for both ,
/ Fifty-five percent of the total delinguent

dispositigﬁ for the 1979 calendar year had no prior referral. ..
The remaining 42.6% had some previous encounter with the juvenile -
Only 7.75% of the youth

juvenile justice system or with dependencyg,}Ninetyebmyperaxﬁ:of“;
these cases had had some type of encounter_With’theujuvenile

’ @ - Justice system or with dependency. i
White 73 % _ 63 % 74° % 58 ' % BN T i
- Black 27 % .37 % 26 % 42 & : . TABLE ;IIA e %
‘ B e o B » : o ~ Reason for Referral - Grouped :
T Total o 100 0 8 100 % 100 % =100 2 ‘_! Januaryk—'December,l979 :
- bl ‘Tbtal‘Delinquent?' ~{§ fJH,Casés Prbcéésed in ¢
. q 7 b | Referral = - “the Adult Court ;
. Felony 338 : LT e
- ~ Misdemeanor e 8T G 298 , S
’ : ’ Lo - . Cn ) a;“ o o ‘ k‘ " ‘ s ’UV - 100% R : L o _V () ’; S 100%/ . 1
Prepared by DHRS-PDYS-PDYSP o BOESRL s D a e e R e e
7/80 i SRR e 5 o ; S /80 : Ly
: , <f S I i
. : ° ’ B e D : : 1
‘ & ’ iy s S TR e e P = |
: e " it O , :
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- I TR
X TABLE 11185
. 'Reason_for Referral
. January - December 1979 ;
: “Total Dellnquent Cases Processed
: Referral . in the Adult Court
' i « soe
,, Person (% of Person Offenses) h ‘&
0 |
S CP 1. Murder, non-negllgent : !
S ‘manslaughter .0743% " 2,61%
P 2. Manslaughter - negllgent .021% -
, CF 3. Sexual Battery . .40 & 2.94%
: ; . F 4. Other Felonious Sex. Offenses .15 % o .16%
F 5. Armed Robbery o 74 % 10.29%
F 6. Other Robbery ‘ - .91 % 10,29%
F 7.°Aggravated Assault = . 3.32 % - 4.90%
. .8 Simple Assault 4.80 % 2.61%
"TOTAL ! PERSON (% of Dellncuenc1es) :fII.OO~%\ ~-34.00%
! ; ‘ L \\'\ ) el
:*Prooertz;(% of.Propertv Offenses) S 'Ki +
F 9. Arson W27 Y -
F 10. Burglary 15,40 %, % 21.73%
 F1l. Auto Theft ol 2.58 % |, 6.00%
" Fl2, Grand Larceny - S S 4.22°% i 3.10%
F13. Receiving Stolen Drooerty (br$100)~ T 64 % . +98%
i = 14. Other Felony Offenses : “1.81:% ¥ 2.77%
- " 15, Unauthorized Use of Motor Vehmcle .66 % b . «49%
' 16. Petit Larceny 7.51 % <\ 3.108
d7. - Retail Theft ‘ ' +2.08 3 o 2.94%
..18: Receiving: Stolen Broperty (- -SlOO) .65 % L »32%
719, Vandalism ‘ 5,19 % 2 2:12%
.TOTAL,PROPERTY (% of Dellnquenc1es) 51.00 % T43.00%
Vlctlmless (3 _of Vlctlm_ess QEf£ enses) g -
P20 Concealed Firearm o : 19 % T .32%
‘F 21; Felony. Drug Viclation - Cog .49 % .32% i
F 22, Felony Marijuana Offenses L 1.17 % - 1.47%
F 23. Escape = Detention or Traznlng School .51 % ‘3.43%
24. Prostitution +16 % J16%
y ‘ 25. Other Misdemeanor Sex Of‘en : .34 3% 168 7
Sonoo 26, Concealed Weapon A .25 % i ,
: ‘ 27. Disorderly Conduct 2.00°% . 2.61%
- 28. Trespassing oo, 3,50 '% i O 1.76%
29, Loitering/Prowling 2.40 % ~Q .98%
. 30. Misdemeanor Drug Violation. : .64 % b .78% -
‘3l. :Misdemeanor Marijuanacyiolation[;r' 4.60 % it . 16%
-+ .+ 32, Possession of Alcohol SR 2.30 % ‘ 1,79%
Sa LT "33, Other Misdemeanor - ST 5.30:% . ! l.14%.
A 34. Contempt of Court b 19 % A 2.61%
.35, Tocal QOrdinance : - <80 % " - :
. 36. Traffic - County Court - . .81 % L - i
..37. Traffic - Fleeing «63 % ., E - e
38, Traffic - Leaving the Scene «50 % #6838
3% Traffic = DWI S «90. % -« B65%
. ~40. Traffic - No License 9.89 % 3 1.47%
.41, Delinquency Reopened R . S, 1208 T 2,61%
‘ TOTAL VICTIMLESS L% of Dellncuenc1es) .38.00 % N5 23,008 00 ¢
F = Felonies e e
.= Capltol Offenses. D §
. 8 B . o " v % :
;Prepared by DHRS—PDYS-PDYSP , \
: ~7 80 : ; e
/ L 16 ‘-‘ é\\\
0, o s \\‘«K‘
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'TABLE IV} i
. s .Sﬁatﬁs-at‘Timevoﬁ“Referréﬁ
e T \
LA January - DeceAber 1979
DN “, . »;';32‘-?\“—“ - i’;ﬁ‘
,;)@e=:*ﬁﬁg’ : R ‘ ‘
: s S 'i<‘Total,Delinquent Cases Processed ¢
Status ¢ ' ,DiSpositions""3~1n Adult Court
1. No prior referrals kSS.S% o 7;75%
2. Protective supervision. “l.2% .54%
3. SES residential program 4% .27% o
4. SES custody or supervision : o
, previously terminated \ oo .5% o «54%
5. Community - control ’ “ul 7.1% . 18.49%
6. Parole ~1.3% : 12.54%
7. Youth Services commitment - - 1.8% 16.41%
§. Youth Services supervision » L :
prev10usly terminated : 15.3% 16.95%
9. Other previous judicial handllng*~ 19.7% 19.11%
10.° all previous referrals* ; ,
handled non—jud1c1ally 17.2% , - 7.40%
. 100, % - 100 -3
L ‘ - i
* (delinquency or dependency’) ‘ !
v if R
Prepared by PDYSP ﬂ :
7780 . |
|
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o e ‘&\‘
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- delinquency is filed.

VIII. Juvenile Justice Case Dispositions

‘ "This section further delineates the movement of a
case to the adult system by describing the non-judicial and
judicial options available to the State Attorney, = This

-section will also describe and compare the type of disposition

for the cases that were processed judicially in 1978 and 1979,

-~ The State Attorney upon receiving the recommendations and
investigative report from intake decides whether to pursue thg
case non-judicially or judicially. If the State Attorney dec%des
to pursue the.cagse non-judicially, he or she may refer the child
to a diversionary program such as work restitution, mbnetary restitution,
community arbitration, pre~trial intervention, dismiss the case, or refer it to
another agency. If the State Attorney decides to pursue a judicial option, .
he/she may: ’ 5o i B -

1) file a petition for delinquency; , , ‘ ;
- 2) file a petition for delinquency with a motion to transfer
and certify the child to adult court; =
3) file an information for any child who is 16 or 17 years of age and
been previously found to have committed two delinquent
acts, one of which involved an offense classified under

Florida law as a felony;
4) refer the case to a grand jury.

"An adjudicatory hearing is held after the petition for'
At this hearing, the court will determine
if the child has committed a delinquent act. The adjud@catgry
hearing is conducted by the court without a jury, apglylng in
the delinquency cases the rules of evidence - used in adult
criminal cases.  If the court finds that the child has not
committed a delinguent act, it will dismiss the case. The State '
Attorney can also choose not to prosecute the case (nolle prosequi).
If the court finds that the child has committed a delinguent act,

' 18 .

4

- In the remaining cases,
lving transfer

As mentioned eariier the ,» 881
c , ‘ er, ere were 33,888 i
c:;gzlseggom January throggh June 1978, Sixty g:;égggeng the
ca , procgssgg.nonﬁjudicially; the remaini £ o Senne
Te processed judizially. ‘ "7 Rorty percent

The majority of the éase | »
. : ’ €S processed dudicd ’ i i
time period were placed on community controi ?Zgi?%lyoggilgg g?ls

1978 aazge lg?g_proportiops are very similar in rank to the
he majdrit gflgé community control was the disposition for -
Similasie tgeo o e cases. Dismisséd or nolle prosequi was
o indictmentg agiigagggbg;ipgsition. Certifications (waivers)
tment . : Or a: very small i £ th
Direct file was used TSt time dupine oniol, he
ed for the first time during this time

period; 1.5% of the e ;
poard cption. | cases weréﬁmoved to the adult court using

indictmggt:ummagy’ bgtb time periods indicate that certification,
gt smali and the direct file Process, collectively involw n,
Tore Y, Sme 49p§rc§ntage of the.cases handled judicially, 3% ii

- 3.4% 1in 1979, Community control was the most érequent

disposition.
TABLE v10

iifiﬂfisposigion for Cases Processed Judiéially
€ Juvenile Section of the Circuit“Court

e ' 19

=}

o i g

the court may: , * s 1978 »
; o ‘ 1979
1) withhold adjudication and place the child in a , | Qgg:gggg ' Jan-June
community control program; - = - . .. e Placed on community control y ' ;
2) enter an order of adjudication in the case and have o Dismissed or nolle prosemci 48.0% 38.0% b
full authority to determine a sanction and rehabllltatlve = Youth Services comm?fmengul 14;0% 24.0% f
7 program for the child. . Judicial hearing i %%182 11.0% I
: ' ) ' ; , . . Other judici i iti s ~ 10.0% .
A court may also hold A case open pending further investigation HEld“o;en ;1al ?159051t10ns ] 9.0% = 7.0% i
or actions. . , ' Transferred to 'SES o ‘3'22 : 5.0% i
S e _ . , . Transferred +to Prat: : ah . v . ' . 3% R
If the State Attorney files a motion to transfer and certify Certified.grtgngigzzgtlve Services 5% . 2% L
that child to the adult court, a waiver hearing is hsld. Not Direct file P ET R : 3.0% 1.9% i
" all cases in which a State Attorney files for a waiver are‘actually e ot R ; ; | ;__Eéé_“ 1o ﬁ
waived. Between January and June 1979 time period, 45% of the ) ' o , '
| ] " . o ’ ,/ it
5 = i Prepared by PDYSP : ; i
7/80 B ; 4
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IX. Waiver, Indlctments;'and Dlrect Flles

This sectlon will examine the actual number of cases

between’ January and June 1978 and 1979 that were processed in

the adult system : o

In the 1978 time period, 595 cases were processed in the
adult system. Five hundred thirty-three cases were certified
through the waiver process and sixty-two were indicted (see Table VI).
In comparison; 614 cases were processed in the adult system in
the 1979 time period. Three hundxed four cases were certified,
fifty~-five cases were indicted and two hundred fifty-three were
processed using the direct file optlon. :

The dramatic decrease in the number of cases certified
using the waiver process between 1978 and 1979 reflects the im-
pact of the direct file options. The direct file option acccunted
for all the losses in cases certified in 1978. The total number
of cases processed in the adult court system increased by only 3%
between the 1978 time period and the 1979 time perlod N
)

"The once waived always waived" provision of Chapter 39

does not appear to be used to any great extent to process a case

in the adult system. The State Attorneys contacted in this study
expressed that "the once waived always waived" provision is used o
rarely and that a case of this typeéls almost always referred to Single
Intake before being processed again in the adult system. The §
data obtained in this study from the adult circuit court indicate
that 4% of the cases processed used this provision.

] ‘::UJ/—A .

In 1979, thers was a slight negative relationship between
the number of delinquent referrals and the number of children waived
by district. Wwhen comparing district ranks in each of their cate-
gories using the Kendall Rank Correlaticn Coefficient, T = .2.
This means that districts with a low rank in dellnquent referrals
have a corresponding high rank in the number of cases being trans-
ferred tc adult court and that certain districts with high rank
in delinguent referrals have a low rank in the number of cases
transferred to adult court. We can only speculate as to the reason
for this relationship. One p0551ble hypothesis is that this is
a manifestation of the diversity of the social, polikical norms
of the state. An analysis of the data in Table VI reveals that
districts in North Florida (Districts I, II, III, and IV) send
more cases to the adult system per 1000 referrals than other districts
in Central and South Florida. The four districts in North Flcrida
are more rural in nature and generally accepted to be more con-
servative. in its orientation and treatment of law v1olators, than

g
1]

; the dlstrlcts in Central and South Florlda.

In summary, from the standpomne of comparlson between
the two time periods, the additional option of direct file did -

.not have: any sigpificant impact on the number of cases ‘being. NS &
Wprocessed in the adult system (t—'2 at df=2 a = .05).

. S : &l
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! raBLE vitt )
o JUVENILE CASES REFERRED TO THE ADULT SYSTEM ‘
January—June 1978 and January-June 1979
B " . “vo 4 \3
< \ .
o J.’\NUARY-J[.NE 1978 - JANUARY~JUNIZ 1979
. Total ¥ § Cases to o Total § | # Cases to
Dalinquency] |} Casés | # Cases |to Adult| Adult System Per Delinquency| # Cases # Cases | || Direct |tO Adult| Adult System Per
Districkt |Referrals |Certified| Indicted | System 1000 Referrals Referrals Cextified [. Indicted Files- Jsystem 1000 Referrals =~

7 R ¥ - T o
I 1752 & 40 2 12 23 1850 “12 < 3 a3 | 8 31
1r ! 1826 41 6 a7 - 25 1862 25 5 37 67 35

. - a : : : .
111 3251 32 5 37 1 3723 18 5 35 , 58 15
N ! N
v, 6725 62 12 74 11 6847 50 17 28 95 13
v: 5355 104 3| a7 19 6879 16 0 15 3N . 4
vi 5229 86 6 92 17 5671 35 6 14 55 | 9
Q| . . 4 F . 4
- VII 5028 39 13 43 g 6069 - 35 | 5 14 54 8
VIII 4508° 3| o 3 7 5504 25 3 12 40 7"
X 4792 22 9 31 ° 6 5392 10 3 29 42 7
[ B » ' .
X 5720 26 4 30 5 6629 14 1 18 33 .4
xt | o912 56 2 58 6. 10929 66 7 8 8L 7
 STAITWIDE| 53688 533 62 595 o 11 61435 306 557 | 253 614 9
. , Propared by DIRS-PDYS-PDYPS - S
- 7/80 ' 0 . o
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X. Rnglysis of the Case¢s Processed 'in the AduI§ Court' *
BysStem g T .
This section describes the findings and rgsuﬁts of
300 cases processed in the adult court .system dgr}pg calendar
year 1979. The cases were chosen using -a s?ra?lfledsrangom @
. sample design, This design allows more val;d inferences to be
_made about the entire population processed ln'?hg adglt cqp;t ;
system. Sex and race were chosen as the strat;fxcatlQn variables
in relationship to the proportion of these variables in the total
population of cases processed in the adultﬂsystem..-The strati~
fied random sample was implemented in twelve c?untlgs.tha? )
collectivély represented the variability and dlve:SlflCatl%ﬁﬂ‘
of the state (see Methodology). The survey form used (see
Appendix) tracked the major process variables as a case  moved
through the adult system. ) : DR .
~ The chaﬁacteristics of this sample, byldesign; ;lqse%y
matched those of the.population. Table VI delineates these
characteristiés. The typical cases processed in the adult ey
system was a male (94%) , white (53%), and 17 years of age (4143).
o TABLE VII 12 )
Characteristics of Youth in Sampde Group
o = -
D January - December 1979
A, Age o 3 )
12 - ) T .3% :
13 E ¢ S .6% T :
§ 14 | VL 3.08 ;e |
; s . 11.0%
: 716 : 29.0%
? Re e 44.0%
3 18% 13-0%
: 19 | o 1.0%
: : ‘ ' 3
; ' 100.0%
; B. Race o
f o White CEELR L Ty
: ' ‘ lack . -
{ 0 B T . Troo s
i c. Sex . o ' ' .
= S 94 e :
4 , Male = ’ : - :
: o oFemALE. ~Too
%17 years old fat time of initial charge ) SN
; RS 22 ST oo s ’ -
J~, e e T ; 5 S

L

L R ST PR e Tt s
0

L

N Of,the 300 sampled cases, 16% had a misdemeanor as the
primary charge against them. Eighty-four percent had felony
charges against -them. Thirty-eight percent of tﬁé"charges
were-offenses against persons, 45% were offenses against prop=
erty and 14% were victimless offenses (see Table IX ). Twenty-
nine percent of the cases had more than one charge against them.

A . In the sample group, waivers (51%) were the primary method
of moving a case to the adult court. The direct file method was

used in 27% of the cases and indictments were used in 17.4% of
Epe cases. { . S

TABLE VIIT13 SR

'

Method Used to Move Cases toAthe Adult éourt :

Self-requested : .6%
Indictgd : - 17.4%
Waived 51.0%
Direct File 27.0%
Previously Waived and 4.0%
(found Guilty

[l

100-0% SR

- - )

—Eﬁnéing out

: Bonding out is one of the most crucial decision points in
the process of mcving youth into the adu;g]cr%yinal justice system
‘and is the initial decision after a case has FHsen transferred or
certified. Up to this point, if a child had isen detained, it would
have been in a Youth Services detenticn facility. 1In the initial
bond decision, the court will determine if the youth will be re-
leased, with no bond contingency, - released eon the youth's own recog-
nizance,  detained with no bond' contingency, or allowed’ ' to post bond
and be released. The bond pProvision, basically means either freedom
until disposition or a youth's first substantial exposure to jail.

0

: ; Sixt&-two percent of the'cases in thé s%mplevgréup were
detained inkcountyfjail.‘ Thirty-four percent were released.
Table X gives the initial bond decision for the sample cases.

0
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TABLE IX 4 :
Prlmary Cgarge Agalnst C;ges ig garple Groﬁp , - | ! ?
anuar - December 7 e : - i
e TABLE X 1°
: . R k
O . s S N Initial Bond Decision - :
VPrimarY'CﬁarQé'~ o MiE S "Fel“Q"Totalr % ' _ j", Lo i
- Murder and nonnnegllgent | o BOnd'nof applicable 3% é
- manslaughter 49 19 6.3, ~Released on Bond 24% f
Sexual battery : = 6 6 2.0 , s ~ Released on own ~
Other feloneous sex offenses : 1 1 3 oo : N (*ecognlzancef 10% J
. Armed robbery T 1o 27 27 9.0 ; Detained in county jail =~ h
~Other robbery . ool L oaa L 44 116 S unable to post bond 50% ) i
Burglary e »’, 4 86 g 86 28.6 Detained in county jall - i %
‘Auto’ theft SR o . 1o 10 3.3 no bond 12% E
Grand larceny (excludlng _ . : - Qetalnedvln Youth ' ' :
-auto theft) - o i, 272° 21 7.0 . Services Detention 1% o §
Receiving stolen property - = ' : ‘ = E
cover §$100 ) 1 lo .3 S - ~100% 3 g
Concealed firearm: 4 4 1.3 e b , - A T ) < i
Aggravated assault and/ I BT ‘ 1o ‘ ' = ' B :
“or battery ~ T 24 et 24 8.0 o N:Lnety—flve percent of the cases detained in’ oounty jail had felony &)
Felony violation OfQSIug law“- S & * _ charges and 5% had misdemeanor charges. The average length of i
(excluding marijuana) - o 1 1 .3 lncarceratlon prior to dlSpOSlthn for the cases detained was i
Marijuana offense o K s 4 s 4 1.3 112 "days. *The average length of ‘incarceration prior to dis~ i
7 Escape from training - : - . . position for. felony cases~was 113 days and for misdemeanor |
school or secure ' cases 77 days. o y
detention (3rd degree ' : : _ : g SR . IR : g
& felony) = o 2 . ) .6 At arralgnment,w1th counsel, 6% of the youth plead i
Other felony offenses 1 ( . ; : “nolle contendere to the charges against them, 10% plead gullty 7 %
% (specify) - PR (T T 9 3.0 and*ﬁ4% plead not gullty (see Table XI). i
Unauthorized use of motor Bl : ' o i
- vehicle 11 o 1 .3 R The Public Defender's Office represented 819 f _kthe i
, Assault and/or’ battery ’G, ' - , , “cases. A .court appointed private counsel representedfés*of the i
" all except aggravated 30 < 1.0 ¢asessand prlvate counsel secured by the youth represﬂnted :
'Petlt larceny (excludlng R ; . ; 3% of the cases (see Table XI). :
! .retail theft) . | 17 18 6.0 ot i
: Retall %heft , P 1 1 W3 : Of the cases dlsposed ‘the greatest majorlty (639) were i
 Tresspassing . REREE B S 3 1.0 disposed using plea barcalnlng or plea negotiation. Sixteen i
Loitering and Prowllng Sl3 -3 1.0 percent (16%) of the casés were dlsposed at arraignment through 4
. Marijuara offenses - less‘ i . : ‘a guilty or nolle ‘contendere plea In 12% of the cases, the :
» than five grams ‘ S ) |owe 8. 2.6 state attorney chose not to- prosecute,and only 8% of the cases: .went =
Other misdemieanors v |4 T 4 1.3 to trial (see Table XI) )
~ 40| 260 f° 300 100:0 % . i - .
- 16% | 84% AR [ B i
5 ¢ N . - ¢ . e : E R -
Frepared by DERS- -PDYS=PDYSP- | | e L o <
7/80 | T o
se 4 : | (~ L %o . - A = a. Q Acﬁ § )
«c_g(‘\ ; ‘ S s - S i X :vn} : i
24 o . Liivi 25 )
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16 - T ' o TABLE XII17
TABLE XI e ‘ LT o o B ,
, ‘ H. Case Disposition

Plea, Method'of Cases - Dlspdsitroﬁ'and Type of Counsel

(N=283 - 17 cases pending not inoluded)‘

‘January = December 1979 T AT A i | R
: | N - = ‘ Dismissal o } B - 2.8% ’ o
T eg® AT - Not guilty ' RIS o 1.7%
A. - Plea at Arraignment » _ Nolle Prosequi ‘ v g 12.1%
e R , _ » County jail ' ~ . 16.8%
, é. glea og guilty iend e‘ i lg: L | o s ‘ Depgrtment of Correctlons~ . 45.2%
o ega of nolle conten er IR S s FEDE , - : Probation o 18.0%
3. Plea of not gullty oo _B4% . Work Release‘f. o : 1.0%
. ‘ , : Rt el e T 3 Committed to ¥YS S 201%
“ o IR ST 100%: o o , g ‘ Commltted to HRS (Mental Health) 3%
B. 'Methodrof Case Disgosftion - ﬁ . - A - S e R _(y s i S 100.0% ; u"«_ i
1.. Disposed at arralgnment ; 'égi = B ' : : : ; ; r
2. 'Pleap?arga;nlngéilzg negOtlatlon SR DI s The 1978 change in the law also provided the prov151on y
a. lead tS i gr f%ense R (16%) - thét the court determine the suitability of adult sanctions pridr
\\ $ﬁ "Plea ollesso to : £ it (152} : D _ to the disposition of cases of youth processed in the adult court.
c. Plead nolle Son en eie - ties e MRRBE e o ¢ The griteria established to determine the suitability or non-
~Jd.\:Ref2r ;0 non-crimina jus %~5%)1 e g | Suitability £6r adult sanctions was basically the same as the :
‘ Ref getcycrlmlnal ustice agency UBe) e criteria used to waive a case into adult court (see page 6-and 7).
e’ ; erer to J 3 105 - » This provision in the law was added to avoid any conflictsbecause
3., NOl e PIOSQqu 7 “ S “as of direct file option with the constitutional doctrlne of ‘due pro=
4,, ‘Trial T Sy : i cess and equalyprotect;on under the law. o . : , e
R . : el e . . o s . . . .
1008 1008 4 | | ' A, =
| | | 100 ST o The - legal loglc underlylng the addltlon of the crlterla was
o . e R i Ll o ‘ip F. : - that cases in which a petition and motion for waiver was .filed had .
C. . ZIype of Counse o e e T e N ,;o go through a waiver hearing where suitability or non-suitability
, S S S : : R or prosecution in adult court was determined. Since the type of =~ .o i
fi ’léubltc Defeiizg rivite 81% ~cases processed using the waiver option or the direct file are sometimes -
, Lour ap§01 P 163 similar in nature and circumstances, there was a possibility that a case in which
: 5. p courése« c.unsel . T 1 a waiver was.not granted because of +the nonsuitability of its: prosecutlon in the
3. " Private~c " = SR _adult court could be similarly ‘direct file and for prosecution in the adult court.
' N i 31‘00% SRR ; It was peroe:.ved by the legislature that a constitutional challenge to the differential
L LT IR treatment of a case at.this point would be valid. The addition of the criteria for' “;

adult disposition, it was felt, would meet the due process and equal protection under
- the laﬂ;nrw1s1on.,Z&constltutlonal<ﬂuﬂlengelxsed on the argwamaﬁ:thatcblect .
 file option, dmong other things, did not provide due process and equal protection

wnder the law was denied by the Florlda Suprene Court in Florlda vs. Cain, Florlda

o 381 So.’ 2d 1361 o, . , T : o o a

Of the cases dlsposed, 62% were 1ncarcerated in a correc~ =«
tional institution or in county jail. Commitment to the Depart- - . .
; ment of Corrections was the most freguent type of case. dispositison -
" (45.2%). Probation was the next most frequent type of case = .
disposition . (18%). -Nineteen percent. of the cases disposed were : :
convicted for more than cne offense. - -Table XTI illustrates the
proportlon and type of case dlspOSltlon for the sample group.

Bt S Because crlterla for. adult dlSpOSltlon were added 1t was’
~v:pred1cted tpe number of cases that received a commitment to Youth
Services asﬂa disposition would increase. However, ‘this was not
= f:vthe case and in fact the percentage of cases receiving a commitment
. to Youth Services as an adult court dlspos1tlon was. less ‘in 1979
u(2 l%) than ln 1974 (5%) ' i : L
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§ , Whltes were more likely than blacks to receive a dls—
i posmtlon ‘of county jail (or. probationl. Blacks were more. llkery’
) ~to receive a dlSpOSltlon of commitment to the Department of ¥
; Correctlons (see Table &III) ' r
§ | TABLE XIII 18
A T .
E o , ,
i . Type of Disposition by Race .
; s * 7 i | Race
‘ Type of Disposition White Black
Nolle Prosequi 128 13%.
- County jail, . -19% 15% "
Department of Corrections - 41% 54%
. ' Committed to ¥YS 3% 2%
27 .. Probation s ( 23% 14% .
v - Work Release : : S o 18 - 1%
; ‘,'Commltted to HRS (Mental'Health) o 1%_ 1%
: 100% 100%
] R ’ -The underlying assumption for‘proceSS1ng a child as an
: adult is that the sanctions available are theoretlcally more
Trestrictive in nature: than ‘those available in the juvenrle
“justice system The data reflects the manifestation o :
of that assumotlon when the tvpe and length of sentence 1s examlned
i , SIxty-two percent of the cases in which there was a flnal
| disposition (see Table XII) went to either county jail or the -
. Department of Corrections. The length of sentence for both in=
carceration and probatlon was consxderably longer than most
| sl aTternatlves ln the Youth Servlces system, :
i S Table XTV glves the percentage breakdown of the length -
g of sentence for those cases where the prlmary dlSpOSltlon was-
| county jall, Department of Correctlons, or probatron.‘ o
| : g .
i " N : :
W 2 i
%f B . 28,nggm_~ ‘ k3

N
N N ’
N
| TABLE XIV 19
Length of Sentence e
January - Decemberil979
Max1mum Length of Sentence for Cases Where the Disposition
» Was County Jail or Department of CorrectlonS'
1-3 mo. o 7.5%
4=-6 mo. Cob 10.4%
7-9 mo. .5%
1l year o 5, 15.6%
2 years 12.7%
3 years 17.6%
@ 4 years 13.8%
‘ 5 years 11.6%
6 years 5.4%
- Bryears " 6.0%8
21 years £ 3.0%
Life __2.0%
] 100.0%
" Maximum Length of Sentence Where the Disposﬁiion Was Probation

“1-3 mo. -1
4~-6 mo. ' 6.0%
7-9 mo. o 1.5%.
1l year 7.0%

2 years 35.0%

3 years 18.0% .

-~ & years 4.0%

5 years : 20.0%

6 years and over _ 6.0%
100.0%

; "The average length of sentence (exclud.mg 1 re) for felony cases was
3 years = 2 months when the disposition was probation and 3 years -

1 month when the disposition was .county jail or Department of Correctlons.

The average: length of seritence for misdemeanor cases was 10.5 months
when the disposition was probation and 4.8 months when the disposition

S

was county jJail or Department of Corrections.

The average length of

stay in a Youth Serv1ces commltment program is 6 months. .

-
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. The maximum length of sentence is not the length of time
that an individual serves in a correctional institution, Inmates
on the average serve less time than the maximum sentence. A
Department of Correction's study20 computed  the average percent
of sentence served in 1976/77 at aporoximately 46% Thus, the
average length of time served for the cases in thls study which
were 1ncarcerated should be about 1% years.

N

......

XI. Youth in the Deﬁaftment of Correctlons'

The number of admissions of youth 17 years old or younger
“to the Department of Corrections has fluctuated over the last .
nine years beglnnlng with fiscal year 1970/71l. The earlier portion
of the seventies saw more adrnissions to Corrections both in absolute
numbers and in percentages than the latter portion of the seventies.
The exception to this was 1978/79 which had the largest absolute
number of admissions and the  single greatest percent 1ncrease over
the previous year,53% (see Table XV) .

The status population of youth, defined as the population
in correctional facilities on June 30 of each year, has fluctuated
but has shown a steady increase since 1975/76. Similarly, the
1978/79 status population of youth 17 and under was the largest
in the ‘decade. However, as a percentage of the total status popu-
lation, the number of 17 and under has remained fairly stable
throughout the decade (see Table XV).

One must keep-*in mind when linearly tracking the movement
of youth in the adult court system and through to the Department =
of Corrections that fluctuations and apparent discrepancies of the
size of a grow at various points in the systems are primarily a
function of age at any point in the system. Since most of the youth
" processed in the adult system are 17 years old at the time of arrest,
‘there is a strong probability that some time up to the time of
admission to the Department of Corrections that many will reach
their 18th birthday. As a result of this, the number of admissions
of youth under 18 who were juveniles and transferred to the adult
system and admitted to the Department of Corrections as reported
are somewhat deflated. The same dynamlcs are in operation with
the status population. :
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TABLE Xv21 °
YOUTHS COMMITTED TO DEPARTMENT OF - CORRECTIONS (DOC)
'AGE AT ADMISSION
) S ' Total Ybuths Total DOC.
Year 16 and Under ' _17  Number $ of Total “Commitments
70/71 108 186 1294 6.37 4,617
71/72 106 234 340 '5.87 5,788
72/73 95 181 276 5.57 4,958
73/74 40 o211 251 4,41 5,694
74/75 69 140 209 2.89 ¢ 7,222
75/76 85 172 . 257 3.03 8,486
76/77. 74 151 225 2.74 8,224
77/78 105 152 .257 - 3.21 8,001
78/79 152 233 - 385 4.64 8,292
POPULATION AS OF JUNE 30
& e Total Youths ‘Total DOC
Year , 16 and Under 17 Number % of Total Commitments
6/30/73 32 145 175 1.69 10,346
6/30/74 33 101 134 1.18 11,326
6/30/75 51 113 164 1.18 13,880 -,
6/30%76 53 149 202 1.20 16,809
6/30A77 57 133 180 .94 18,963
6/30/; 75 142 217 1.00 19,794
6/30/79 115 177 292 1.40 19,995
(¥4
o : - g
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XIIT. Discussions and Conclusions

From the results obtained through this study, it appears
that the system and the procedures esitablished that allows the
processing of certain types of cases involving youths in the
adult criminal justice system is functioning as intended by
Chapter 39 of the Florlda Statutes. ;

The cases that were processed in the adult system in-
volve 1nd1v1duals,who for the most part, have had a hlstory of

involvement with®the Juvenile Justice System and who have committed

serious crimes. The fact that the majority of youth processed
in the adult system are 16 and 17 years of age reflects.the in-
tent of Chapter 39 &nd of the court which place emphasis on the
physical and social maturation of a youth when considering the
approprlateness and applicability of adult sanctions. From the
‘tate ttorney, the system works in that it
does provide, as a dlSpOSlthn, longer and more restrictive
sanctiohs. The adverserial nature of a waiver hearlng, reflected
in the fact that less than 50% of the cases in which a petition
for waiver is filed are actugs 21y certified to the adult system,
and the criteria for filing directly, also, limits and controls
the number of youths processed as-adults.

Based on the results of this study, the lnltlal appll-

cation of the direct file option has not caused a dramatic in-

crease in the number of youth belng processed in the adult system:
- Itappears that the direct file optlon is being used on cases that would have

<

.been walved under the waiver prov151ons available prlor to 1978 legislatlve changes.

It is v1rtually lmpOSSLble to attrlbute the increase in the

1978/79. admissions and the population in'the Department of Corrections

to any specrflc component in the criminal justice system.
more, it is even more dlfflcult to attrlbute the -cause to the

Further-

idiosyncrasies of a spec:flc time periocd or to a general and system—

atic trend. The type of: ofﬁéﬁse committed does not appear to be
any more serious now than in the past when we compare. 1978 and
1979 data. We do know, however, that tougher community attitudes
towards youth who commit serious offenses are reflected, in part,
by the type of court dlSpOSltlon. In-the 1974 study conducted by
‘DYS, . 50% of the cases were incarcerated in county jail or in a
correctional institution and 29% received probation. The 1979
study reveals that 62% of the cases were incarcerated in county-
jail or in a correctional institution, with only 18% receiving
probation. The increase counts for a proportion of the increase
Another possible explanation would be that
juvaniles received longer sentences and serve a greater proportion
of their sentence. Therefore, there is a cumulative growth in the
“juvenile population in prison. However, this could not be sub-
stantiated. . ~ - :
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The efficacy of bond for juveniles who are certified
as adult is beycnd the scope of this particular study,22 - :
However, this study found that 50% of the youth processed in th
adult system were detained in county jail because they could not
make bond. The average length of incarceration of this group
prior to disposition was 112 days. The impact of a new provision
;of Chapter 39 which allows the court to place ajyouth awaiting
adult dispoistion in detention could have a significant impact in
detention population because of the longer adult case processing
time. This is especially true in counties that process a large
number of youth;/in the adult system. A closer monitoring of pro-
gram demands placed on detention by this type of youth will be
necessary during the next year. o o

JFlorida appears to be in line with the findings of the National
Institute of Corrections (see page 18). Although there were more children
in Florida Prison in 1979.(292) than in 1973 (175), the proportion of all prison
inmates represented by juveniles was smaller in 1979 (1.4%) as compared to 1973 -
(1.69%) . The juvenile population in Florida prisons increased 67% in the 1973 =
1979 period. However, this increase was less than the 93% increase in the adult
population. The number of juvenile admissions to the Department of Corrections
increased by 35% in the 1973 - 1979 period. During the same time period, the
nutber of adult admissions increased by 67%.

“Phe data.in this survey provided some information which
has ‘never before been collected or analyzed' from a: statewide .
perspective. To our knowledge, after reviewing what reports or
information existed on the procedural movement of a case in the
adult court, no study has ever been completed in the adult court
system of this type. Therefore, a comparative analysis with adult
cases could not be made. We would have included a brief analytical
comparison of the process variables involwving the juvenile cases
with the adult casés processed in the adult system had it been °
available. The only process variable that we could compare was.-
the numbier of cases that go to trial in the adult system. Two
percent of the cases in county or circuit court had a bench
or Jury trial in calendar year 1979. We found that 8% ©f the
juvenile cases processed in the adult court went to trial.
This study stands then'as a point of reference for future
research in the flow of a case in the criminal justice system.
Anong the areas that need to be addressed are the further under-
standing of the population characteristics, system characteristics,
process variablesg, and outcome variables by further operationaliz-
ingthese varibles and establishing relationships between them.
b _ : " :
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Footnotes
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l ce]:t 3 f 3 3 . 3
k irtlication Study, Florida Department of
. [} g 03 :
and Rehabxlltgtlve Services Yo S i 9_74.0 Health

5., e
i Eighteen year olds are le z

A egally adults and c
g;ogizs;f 1gdthgtadult system without regard to Chapigrb§9

: orida atutes. No refererice is given in th :

as toyw%y t@e 18 year olds appeared in the samgle. 01e1rStudy
gssumgtlon is that'the Youth was arrested and referred to the
igven%le System while he/she was 17 and subsequently'turned

- while being processed in the adult system.

3 ) ; .
Report on Juveniles Acconded Adult Le
. ! al Status
Offlge of the Mayor of Jacksonville, Florida = griminal ’
Justice Evaluation Unit, June 1974. *

4
The 18 year olds in this study we
ag the time of arrest (see footnote 2).y ©€ probably 17

5
Lowell, H., McNabb, M., and DeMarco, M
X v \arco, M., Sentenced
Prisoners Under 18 Years of Age ‘in Adulﬁ,ﬁbrrectional Facilities,

National‘Institute of Corrections, 1980. - 7

6Intake Data Card,
June 1979,

January - June 1978 and January -~

G

‘ 7Intake Data Card,dJanuary - December 1979.
8Ibida.
91bid.

loIntake Data Card,

January - June -
June 1979, Op Cit. Yy une 1978 and January

)

1pig.

Survey, Januaqy - December.1979.

3

l2pquit Penetration
131big. ﬂ
l4rpig.”

L51big.

16

Annual Report, Florida Department of Corrections 197041979
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’ of Planning, Research and Statistics; Florida Depart-

i f e ment of Correctlons, 77 R-068 March 7., 1978

ZLAnnual Report, FloridaﬁDeparﬁment of Cdrrections7197d-1979‘
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i ‘A comprehens:.ve analy51s of the legal -and practlcal
issues of youth in jail awaiting disposition is addressed in =

Juvenile Injustice:  The Jailing of Children in Florlda by The ' ' o

Florida Center for Children and Youth, 1979
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. PP‘*"‘ 1x ' ADULT COURT SYS1TH PEYETRATION SURVEY | R B ; S o
) v . : Z) 0y /_/’ o . ® " F;‘ ‘IJ, SN
‘ o4 . Case Nubwar: ' : » of Plea Enteriods [ & igposition: © " :
A.  Case Nuber LL_L_[_.]__L] [ K. Type of Plea Entercds (] | N R, ‘Dl..[JOJ.LJ.Ol’l- ; CD SRR ‘
: S - B. Coungy: [T ) ; 1. Plea of guil:y Tl 1.7 polle Pro"'\qui. : P
; A B : } o 2. Plea of Holle Contendere . ~ 2. Counly Jail B . . i o
W a & LEETAE C. Birthdater [ L FL LI} -~ - ) : o 3., TPlea of not quilty - 4 3. Departuent of Corrcctnon" DU o B
L R ) [ : T 4. Plea of noq_ qtu.lty by _1n_,anJ_Ly R Co4s o suspended Sentence/fine ‘ B ) ) 9
% D. Sex: [_j , o e . $. - ComniUient Lo Youth Services
Lo 7 - g .+ L. Type of Plea Nogotiatiad: D L 6. . EPRC Suporvised Probatioh ‘
1. Mile ) i T o : ) ) 7" ? P Vhek Ralease o } : S ° )
o 2.  Femle ' ' ' 1. Not applicable o R A (‘ounLy tork Ralease ' , PR : ’
SN : , C 2. "Pledd  as charged : . "9, Conmitment to HRS ' - : G e ‘i‘
Lo i E. Race: ¢ 5 . 3. Plead . o lesser offense k 10. [‘u\dmg ‘ : e . : R . s Q‘}n‘t
N s ¥ o ) ‘ ° 4. 'Refer ‘to non-criminal Justice agancy : : : R : Y o '
? i S Ol ‘ N 5.. Rafer to criminal justice agency = S.. Longth of Probation ~ Cownt One: ] N
2. ti ; o 707 6. Nolle Contenere , ~ '
F g 3. ou\u , . . ° M. Trial Outcow:: { ] . Iengrh of Priation - Count Rio: s ] . o
: 5 U . . ‘ ) e . [ . e N ~ - oy . :
U% ; F. Dal(‘ I\tx:c tedé EENEENN ‘ S RO Not}appllcnble ‘ U. Langth of Probation - Count Three: 1 P 5 : " ¢
i PR L ‘ ' : N ' A 2. Mislrial //\ ) : : . : ‘ ” ) »
2 e "G, Ch:u‘q(’:‘i Iy e - . ol 3. Dismissed ‘ kS T VL Lengbhoof Incarceration ~ Count One: |:] : ‘ N
. L ' : - S 4. Guilty e : , " R ’ s
ARSI (B 5‘-‘-"—’“5"’7 Chm-g‘- ﬂ_l S f . 5. Not-guilty e . W. Length of Incarceration - Count: Tvo: ] r g o o
" IS i . . - 5 “ ) T - o w7 0 -
: I. bei hod Usc-d to Move Case: [:] N. «Type of Counsel: |:] ~ -~ X. Length of Incorceration — Count Throo: £ ‘ =
2 . a no- ) N S - . . N : T - . - . - o
¢ ‘ S R S‘_lf—-rcqncstcd , - R PrlvaLe Attorney b . (5-X Codes) 0) N/A '5) 2 yrs. . : = v S
- 2. Indicted : ' : , . 2. Publlc Attorney : , & 1) 1-3 mo. 6) 3 yrs. , S R 0 S
’ ‘ - 3% vaivea L . , L T 2) 4-6 mo. N Adyrs. ' R SRR s A
. o B . 4. Direct I‘J.le . . Convmtlon - Count One: - - cia. - 3) 7-9 mo. < B) 5 yrs. ™ g P - B
: e ] 5. Pn_vm”sly maived and found gu.llty , ’ . T 1) 10-12 no. - 9) 6 yrs. and Over i o
' 15 , : P. Conv;cLion - Count Two: 1] S : . . O , v . : ' :
U . : A FRE 5 Inx tial Pond Daci: don: [‘,_‘] s : Ly o ] Y. ILength of Incarceration Prior to I i (I L ® g o . B
_ R e )i ‘ ’ Q. Convigtion - Count Three:' N Disposition (days): - R o PR R :
S B ;L 1. Teléased on bond/bzul CE S e o s R ~ , : R s ' ; .
S IR 2. Released on own recoghizance ' o Lo b < o ‘ ‘ R S e e : : T A Sl L o
o e o T - _ 3. Detained in counly )alb unable -to : I S LA R ~ : R TR R can o TT AL T T e
KRR o . ) 0 : R post bond. e . ’ ) o Prepared by DHRS;:PDYS-—PDYSP s ) : ' PR e o R B PRI
Y | v / i : 4. - betained ‘i’ Youth Services; Detention B , : , 6/9/(]0 o ; _ 5 2 L : ; S0 e LR . i L i
o0 L T v C.. e 5. Dotained”in-county ]all, no bond : s ' ‘ e . - o R g e s £ A Sl ' S L e s e
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