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Juvenile Court Jurisdiction
Age 6 — Age 15

Criminal Investigation & Adjudication Committee | June 2016 5



Juvenile Court Jurisdiction
Age 6 — Age 15

* Charged like an adult

* Held injail

e Convicted of a crime

e Little parental involvement

* Serves sentence in prison

* All records are public

e Severe collateral consequences
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Juvenile Court Jurisdiction
Age 6 — Age 15

Adult Criminal Justice System
Age 16+

Complaint in juvenile court
Heard in juvenile court

Parent required to be involved
Sanctions on a continuum
Confined in youth facility
Records are confidential
Avoids collateral consequences

* Charged like an adult

* Held injail

* Convicted of a crime

e Little parental involvement

* Serves sentence in prison

* All records are public

e Severe collateral consequences
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Juvenile Court Jurisdictio Adult Criminal Justice System
Age 6 — Age 15 Age 16+

N4
Complaint in juvenile court * Charged like an adult
Heard in juvenile court * Held injail
Parent required to be involved * Convicted of a crime
Sanctions on a continuum e Little parental involvement
Confined in youth facility e Serves sentence in prison
Records are confidential * All records are public

Avoids collateral consequences e Severe collateral consequences
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Most NC Youthful Offenders Commit Misdemeanors & Non-
Violent Felonies

Violent felonies 3.3%

Misdemeanors 80.4%

Non-violent felonies 16.3%
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Recidivism
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The criminal system lacks the ability to
implement targeted, juvenile-specific,

effective interventions for

rehabilitation. C e .
Recidivism
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“Cost savings and
improved public

safety”
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Expanded
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Teens:

Engage in greater risk-taking behavior

Less ability to regulate behavior

More responsive to peer influence

Less able to weigh long-term consequences
More sensitive to rewards, especially
immediate ones

Less able to control impulsive behaviors &
choices

Less responsive to threat of criminal sanctions

Criminal Investigation & Adjudication Committee | June 2016 24



Teens are less culpable than adults

Most teens mature out of crime

Non-punitive responses (family support,
counseling, job skills, etc.) available in juvenile
system work best

Positive peer influences (prosocial peers &
adults versus hardened criminals) matter

Criminal Investigation & Adjudication Committee | June 2016 25



Criminal Investigation & Adjudication Committee | June 2016 26



Roper: No capital
punishment

Graham: No life w/o
possibility of parole
for non-homicide
crimes

Miller: No mandatory life
w/o parole
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Executive Summary

Morth Carolina stands alone in its treatment of 16- and 17-year-olds (“youthful offenders™) like
adults for purposes of the criminal justice system. In 1919, Morth Carolina determined that

juvenile court jurisdiction would extend only to those under 16 years old. A substantial body of
evidence suggests that both youthful offenders and society benefitwhen persons under 13

vears old are treated in the juvenile justice system rather than the criminal justice system. In
response to this evidence, other states have raisedthe juvenile age. Motwithstanding
recommendations from two legislatively-mandated studies of the issue, positive experiences in
other states that have raised the age, andtwo cost-benefit studies showingthat raising the age
would benefitthe state economically, Morth Carolina has vet to take action on this issue.

After careful review and with historic support of all stakeholders, the Committee recommends
that Morth Carolina raise the age of juvenile court jurisdiction to include youthful offenders aged
16 and 17 vears oldfor all crimes except Class A through E felonies andtraffic offenses.<This
recommendation is contingent on:
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: Criminal Case :
Juvenile Age v - Pretrial Release
Management

Indigent Defense
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It’s not just about Defendants . . .
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Improving Indigent Defense in NC

Characteristics of an
Effective System

Recommendations to Achieve an
Effective System

Strategies to Reduce Indigent Defense
Expenses
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Characteristics of an
Effective System
Meaningful access to counsel
* Types of cases
* Determination of indigency
* Timely appointment of counsel
* Access to counsel
Counsel is qualified
e Supervision & oversight
* Resources
System Is Actively Managed
* Collect & use data in decisions
* Long-term planning
 Managed for efficiency
e Reporting & accountability
Appropriate independence
Involved in policy discussions

Recommendations to Achieve an
Effective System

Strategies to Reduce Indigent Defense
Expenses
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Recommendations to Achieve an
Effective System

Single district & regional public
defender offices throughout NC
Oversight, supervision and support
to all counsel

Uniform indigency standards
Uniform qualification &
performance standards & workload
formulas for all counsel

Reasonable compensation for all
counsel

Developing a long-term plan for the
delivery of indigent defense services
in NC

Strategies to Reduce Indigent Defense
Expenses
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 Managed for efficiency
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Appropriate independence
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Recommendations to Achieve an
Effective System

Single district & regional public
defender offices throughout NC
Oversight, supervision and support
to all counsel

Uniform indigency standards
Uniform qualification &
performance standards & workload
formulas for all counsel
Reasonable compensation for all
counsel
Developing a long-term plan for the
delivery of indigent defense services
in NC

Strategies to Reduce Indigent Defense

Expenses
Decriminalize minor offenses
Work with prosecution to develop
strategies for earlier identification of
capital cases
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Juvenile Age Indigent Defense v Pretrial Release

Criminal Case

Management
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Indicators that NC is due for criminal case
. Scope of
management reform, e.g., trial delay work
Benefits of doing so, e.g., cost savings, improvements
to public trust & confidence, etc.
ldentifying key components of effective criminal case
management that can be used in NC, e.g.,
differentiated case management, performance
metrics, evaluation, feedback
Developing a step-by-step plan for NCAOC to engage in
criminal case management reform
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Juvenile A Indigent Defense Sl (e
S ° Management v

Pretrial Release
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Recommendations regarding how
NC can improve the way it
measures pretrial risk
Recommendations regarding how
NC can improve the way it
manages pretrial risk

Scope of
work
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CONSIDERING HOW NORTH CAROLINA COURTS
CAN BEST MEET INSTITUTIONAL NEEDS
AND 21°5T CENTURY PUBLIC EXPECTATIONS




