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In Louisiana, juvenile sentencing practices can vary widely from parish to parish and are subject to
change over time. The following report, issued quarterly, is designed to offer an up-to-date view of
juvenile custody and supervision populations, both statewide and for five OJJ service areas. For
further background on data definitions, sources, and interpreting the document, please see the
accompanying guide.

It is our hope that monitoring these reports will help stakeholders at every level follow trends, inform
planning, and identify areas in need of further investigation. The following observations are provided
as examples to stimulate stakeholders to examine the data themselves with an eye toward local needs
and concerns:

[ During the third quarter of 2013, there were 572 youth with a secure custody legal
status, 279 non-secure custody, and 77 FINS custody statewide.

[ Statewide, about 1.15 youth per thousand had a secure delinquent status; less than
0.60 per thousand had a non-secure delinquent status.

[ African American youth are disproportionally represented in every custody and
supervision status.
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Quarterly Statewide Trends: Youth Served

CUSTODY TYPE Youth Served
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Quarterly Statewide Trends: Youth Served

CUSTODY TYPE BY % FEMALE Youth Served: Female
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CUSTODY TYPE BY % AFRICAN AMERICAN Youth Served: African American
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CUSTODY TYPE, PROBATION, AND PAROLE RATES BY RACE
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Current Quarter: Service Area Comparisons by Custody Type

SECURE DELINQUENT CUSTODY
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Custody Trends: Secure, Non-Secure & FINS by Service Area

2013
3rd Quarter

Secure Delinquent Custody
Demographics
Female African American

This Qtr's
This Quarter variance from Variance from
This Quarter Last Quarter Last Year state rate 12 Qtr Trend = This Qtr This Qtr ttl parish rate
State Total’ 1.16 1.10 1.15  --meeee- 8% 82% 2.40
Metro Service Area 91 1.12 93 1.14 107 1.31 T T — 3% 90% 1.96
Southeastern Service Area 224 1.14 210 1.07 210 1.07 TN 8% 79% 2.49
Southwestern Service Area 93 0.84 88 0.80 102 0.92 e 6% 78% 211
Northwest Service Area 112 1.74 101 1.57 89 1.38 — 9% 85% 3.33
Northeast Service Area 37 0.88 39 0.93 44 1.04 I 16% 81% 1.61
Non-Secure Delinquent Custody
Demographics
This Otr's Female | African American
This Quarter variance from Variance from
This Quarter Last Quarter Last Year state rate 12 Qtr Trend = This Qtr This Qtr ttl parish rate
State Total' 0.56 0.60 0.57 - 14% 73% 1.05
Metro Service Area 16 0.20 24 0.29 24 0.29 T 38% 94% 0.36
Southeastern Service Area 109 0.56 119 0.61 108 0.55 T 16% 67% 1.03
Southwestern Service Area 64 0.58 71 0.64 65 0.59 — 8% 75% 1.38
Northwest Service Area 51 0.79 43 0.67 46 0.72 i 14% 73% 1.30
Northeast Service Area 36 0.85 31 0.74 34 0.81 N e 8% 89% 1.71
FINS Custody
Demographics
This Otr's Female African American
This Quarter variance from Variance from
This Quarter Last Quarter Last Year state rate 12 Qtr Trend ~ This Qtr This Qtr ttl parish rate
State Total' 0.16 0.18 0.21 - 42% 7% 0.30
Metro Service Area 3 0.04 2 0.02 4 0.05 S 67% 100% 0.07
Southeastern Service Area 31 0.16 35 0.18 37 0.19 T 45% 74% 0.33
Southwestern Service Area 19 0.17 21 0.19 19 0.17 R 37% 74% 0.40
Northwest Service Area 21 0.33 25 0.39 33 0.51 = N 38% 76% 0.56
Northeast Service Area 3 0.07 5 0.12 9 0.21 T 33% 100% 0.16

* Per 1,000 age 10-17 residents based on yearly population estimates
** Per 1,000 age 10-17 African American residents based on yearly population estimates
T Includes Out of State and youth without a Parish designation Page 4
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