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INTRODUCTION

The Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and the Administration of Criminal Justice
(LCLE) and the Louisiana Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (JJDP) Advisory Board
proudly present the 2007 Annual Report on Louisiana programs supported by the Juvenile
Justice and Delinguency Prevention Grants Program.

This report provides an overview of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (JJDP) Act
and fund eligibility requirements. Louisiana receives funding from the following sections of the
JJDP Act:

1. Title Il — Part B - Federal Assistance For State and Local Programs, (JJDP Formula
Grants Program), and

2. Title V — Incentive Grants For Local Delinquency Prevention Programs.

The JIDP Advisory Board reviews the applications for these funding programs and makes
recommendations to the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement. Final approval by the
Commission must be obtained before awards can be issued.

Louisiana also participates in the Juvenile Accountability Block Grants (JABG) program,
another source of funding from the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
(OJIJDP). The JJIDP Advisory Board receives a report on the activities of JABG projects from the
program manager at each regular meeting of the Board. All applications must receive approval
from the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement.

Funded activities during 2007 are reported herein as follows:
Title 1l Formula Block Grant (JJDP) Federal Fiscal Year 2006

Title V Community Prevention Grants Program Federal Fiscal Year 2006
Juvenile Accountability Block Grants Program (JABG) Federal Fiscal Year 2005






THE JUVENILE JUSTICE &

DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT

Juvenile justice is a relatively new area within the history of criminal justice in this country.
How the juvenile justice system functions today is a result from Supreme Court decisions and
federal and state legislation. Congress enacted the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
(JJDP) Act (Public Law No. 93-415, 42 U.S.C. § 5601 et seq.) in 1974, which represented the
first federal legislation to address the problem of juvenile crime in a comprehensive, coordinated
way. Since then, Congress has amended the Act in 1977, 1980, 1984, 1988, and 1992. In the
latest amendment, H.R. 2215, the 21% Century Department of Justice Appropriations
Authorization Act was passed with the Reauthorization of the JJDP Act (the JJDP Act of 2002,
Public Law 107-273, 42 U.S. C. § 5601 et seq.). Congress strengthened the Act and its four core
requirements to protect youth involved in the juvenile justice system.

The JJDP Act of 1974 established a single federal agency to address juvenile delinquency, the

Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) in the U.S. Department of

Justice. The JIDP Act provides a block grant program to all states, based on their juvenile

population under the age of 18 and is referred to as the Title 11 Formula Grants Program. To

participate, each state must:
% Designate a state agency to prepare and administer the state’s comprehensive Three-Year
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Plan (which is the Louisiana Commission
on Law Enforcement and Administration of Criminal Justice),

% Establish a State Advisory Group that the Chief Executive appoints to provide policy
direction/or advise a broad-based supervisory board that has policy responsibility and
participate in the preparation and administration of the Formula Grants Program plan,
(this is the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (JJDP) Advisory Board), and

+«+ Commit to achieve and maintain compliance with the four requirements of the JJDP Act.
The four core requirements of the JJDP Act are:

o Deinstitutionalization of status offenders (DSO) - States must ensure that
juveniles who are charged with or have committed status offenses (i.e., acts that
would not be criminal if committed by an adult, such as truancy and running
away) or offenses that do not constitute violations of valid court order or non-
offenders such as dependent or neglected children, must not be placed in secure
detention or correctional facilities.

o Sight and sound separation (separation) - States must ensure that juveniles
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alleged to be delinquent must not be detained or confined in any institution in
which they might have sight and sound contact with adult inmates.

o Removal of juveniles from adult jails and lockups (jail removal) - No juvenile
shall be detained or confined in a jail or lockup for adults except juveniles who
are accused of non-status offenses and who are detained in such jails or lockups
for a period not to exceed 6 hours.

0 Reduction of disproportionate minority contact (DMC), where it exists -
States must address juvenile delinquency prevention and system improvement
efforts designed to reduce, without establishing or requiring numerical standards
or quotas, the disproportionate number of minority juveniles who come into
contact with the juvenile justice system.

Every three years, Louisiana submits a comprehensive Three-Year Formula Grants Plan in which
the JJDP Advisory Board participates in the Plan’s development, review, and approval. The Plan
includes an analysis of the state’s juvenile crime programs and juvenile justice needs, plans for
compliance with the four core requirements, a plan for compliance monitoring, the State
Advisory Board composition, the Formula Grant program staff, technical assistance needs and
certifications. Annual updates are submitted to reflect new trends and identified needs in the
juvenile justice system along with planned strategies and programs to address them the following
two subsequent years.

Present and future funding depends on the state’s eligibility and compliance with the four core
requirements. As part of the annual State Plan, Louisiana must submit a plan for achieving or
maintaining compliance with the core requirements. The Act specifies that states must provide
an adequate system of monitoring jails, detention facilities, correctional facilities, and non-secure
facilities for compliance of the core requirements. Louisiana is required to collect and analyze
data and information from the juvenile facilities and report the findings annually in its
Compliance Monitoring Report. This report is due to OJJDP six months after the reporting
period.

The Comprehensive Three-Year Plan and subsequent Plan updates must include how the state is
addressing the disproportionate minority contact (DMC) of the under- and over-representation of
minority youth at the following nine contact points in the juvenile justice system.

(1) Juvenile arrests (6) Cases resulting in delinquent findings
(2) Referred to youth court (7) Cases resulting in probation placement
(3) Cases diverted (8) Cases resulting in confinement in secure
(4) Cases involving secure detention juvenile correctional facilities

(5) Cases petitioned (charge filed) (9) Cases transferred to adult court.



Addressing DMC requires states to:

+» ldentify the extent to which DMC exists,

+«»+ Perform an assessment that uncovers the causes of DMC, if it exists,

% Provide intervention which develops and implements strategies for addressing the
identified causes,

+«+ Perform and evaluation to determine the effectiveness of chosen intervention strategies,
and

%+ Monitor or track the changes in DMC trends and adjust interventions as needed.

OJJDP then determines whether a state is compliant with the core requirements through a review
of the Three-Year Comprehensive State Plan, its two subsequent Updates, and the Compliance
Monitoring Report. Noncompliance could result in a 20% reduction in a state’s Formula Grant
funding for the next fiscal year for each core requirement not met; in addition, 50% of the
remaining allocation for that fiscal year must be utilized to achieve compliance.



JUVENILE JUSTICE & DELINQUENCY PREVENTION
ADVISORY BOARD

Section 223(a) of the JIDP Act mandates states establish an advisory group of diverse
representation of the juvenile justice field (both the public and private sector) who serve in a
voluntary capacity. The JJDP Advisory Board consists of 15 to 33 members appointed by the
Governor. One-fifth of the members must include youth under the age of 24 prior to their
appointment. The board must also include at least three members who are or were previously
involved in the juvenile justice system. The majority of the members must not be full-time
government employees, including the chairperson.

The Board must participate in the development of a State Plan, advise the governor and the
Legislature on compliance with the core requirements of the JJDP Act, obtain input from
juveniles currently under the jurisdiction of the juvenile justice system, review and comment on
grant proposals and monitor programs. Board members advocate the goals the JJDP Act, are
knowledgeable about state and federal juvenile justice laws, are an active board member,
understand the flow of Louisiana’s juvenile justice, and are familiar with Louisiana’s juvenile
facilities and programs.

The Federal Advisory Committee on Juvenile Justice (FACJJ) was established under Section 223
of the JJDP Act and is supported by OJJDP. This consultative body is composed of appointed
representatives of the nation’s State Advisory Boards and advises the President and Congress on
matters related to juvenile justice. The committee also advises the OJJDP Administrator on the
work of OJJDP, and evaluates the progress and accomplishments of juvenile justice activities
and projects. Governor Kathleen Babineaux Blanco has appointed the Board Chair as
Louisiana’s representative and another board member serves as the alternate.

The mission of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (JJDP) program in Louisiana
includes funding programs at the local level to support delinquency prevention and effective
intervention to at-risk youth and their families throughout the state. Community-based juvenile
programs are the keys to alleviating juvenile crime; therefore, funds are distributed locally to
support innovative programs that might otherwise not receive financing.
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Governor Kathleen Babineaux Blanco appointed the current Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention Advisory Board in March, 2005.

Bernardine Adams, Chair
West Monroe

Justin A. Bacques
Lake Charles

Ja’nene G. Broussard
Prairieville

Marcus Bruno
Lafayette

David Burton
DeRidder

Greggory E. Davies
Winnfield
Billie Giroir
St. Francisville

Simon Gonsoulin
Baton Rouge

Shaquania L. Griffin
Ponchatoula

Robby Ray Hill, Jr.
Clinton

Charles. H. Jackson
Spearsville

Elois Joseph
Reserve

Frank P. Letellier, 11
Madisonville

Sheriff Tony Mancuso
Lake Charles

Floyd A. Marshall, Sr.
Lutcher

ViEve Martin-Kohrs
Lake Charles

James R. McClelland
Franklin

Dana Menard
Lafayette

Carol Ney
Kenner

Sibil Richardson
Shreveport

Daphne Robinson
Alexandria

Ronald A Rossitto
Lake Charles

Shirley Shed
Sibley

Judge Kim Stansbury
Morgan City

Robert J. Tillie
Pineville

Christola L. Walton
Minden

Earl White
Lutcher
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FUNDING PROCESS

Louisiana is divided into eight local Law Enforcement Planning Districts and one state level
district. Each Planning District has a Program Director and a Council composed of local law
enforcement officials and private citizens. The Law Enforcement Planning Districts are kept
updated on the core requirements of the JJDP Act, funding eligibility guidelines, and pertinent
State and Federal guidelines, as well as the funding allocations available for juvenile justice
programs.

OJJDP notifies the LCLE of the annual state award for each program, Title Il (JJDP), Title V.
The LCLE staff then determines the allocation to each District, which are based on a formula
that includes population and crime statistics. The formula was revised and approved by the
Commission in May 2000. While the JJDP Advisory Board sets priorities for the use of available
grant funds, the District staff notifies potential known private non-profit providers and public
agencies of the availability of grant funding and guidelines for funding through public
advertising.

Potential non-profit private or public providers submit a Worksheet Request Allocation for a
particular program to the appropriate District Program Director. The District Council, the
Priorities Committee, the JJDP Advisory Board, and the LCLE in turn, must approve this request
before a full application for a JJDP or Title V grant application can be submitted.

After the Request for Allocation is approved, a grant application is prepared and submitted to the
District Program Director. Applications are then approved or disapproved at the district level by
the District Boards.

Grant applications approved at the district level are submitted to LCLE staff for review. The staff
assesses the documented need and conformity to JJDP requirements and priorities and submits
them to the LCLE Priorities Committee for review.

Grant applications that meet the requirements as assessed by LCLE staff and the Priorities
Committee are submitted to the JJDP Advisory Board for review and recommendation. Upon
recommendation for funding approval by the JJDP Advisory Board, the proposal is submitted to
a regular meeting of the LCLE for final approval. Once approved by the LCLE, a Grant Award is
then issued.

Potential subgrantees must be present at all meetings when grant applications are reviewed to
answer any questions if asked. An exception to attendance at the LCLE meeting is if the grant

12




application is for a new project under $10,000 or if the grant application is for a continuation
project under $20,000.

Applications under the Juvenile Accountability Block Program do not go through the Local Law
Enforcement Planning Districts and are submitted directly to LCLE. Both the Priorities
Committees and the Commission review these applications at regular meetings. Although the
JIDP Advisory Board’s recommendation is not required, the Juvenile Justice Programs Manager
provides a report the JJDP Advisory Board on JABG grants.
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TITLE I -
FORMULA GRANT PROGRAM (JJDP)
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2006

The JIDP Act provides each State with Formula Grants that meet the core requirements. Each
State’s allocation from OJJDP is based on the State’s under the age of 18 population. The first
priority for Formula Grant Program money is to bring the State into compliance with the JJIDP
core requirements. Once in compliance, States may then use the Formula Grant monies to fund
other juvenile justice and delinquency prevention programs and services.

The award for federal fiscal year 2006 was $875,000, which is a 15.3% decrease from last year.
Louisiana has three years in which to allocate and expend these funds. Based on the
Commission’s formula, these funds were divided among the eight local law enforcement districts
as follows:

District 1 — Northwest $64,253
District 2 - North Delta $45,226
District 3 — Red River Delta $55,174
District 4 — Evangeline $60,725
District 5 — Capital $90,220
District 6 — Southwest $58,759
District 7 — Jefferson/Metropolitan $91,840
District 8 — State Level*** $194,164
District 9 — Orleans $112,139

** District 8 encompasses state level funds used to fund
statewide training and planning/administration costs.

The FY 2006 awards issued to local and statewide programs are delineated in the attached tables.
Approximately 31 local law enforcement/governmental agencies and 12 private nonprofit
agencies received these funds to serve their juvenile community.

OJJDP developed 34 Federal Standard Program Areas that are eligible for funding. The
following sixteen program areas address the issues as stated in the 2006 Update to the 3-Year
State Plan. These areas have been found particularly effective for juveniles in Louisiana.

1.  Aftercare/Re-entry — Programs to prepare targeted juvenile offenders to successfully
return to their communities after serving a period of secure confinement in a training
school, juvenile correctional facility, or other secure institution. Aftercare programs focus
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on preparing juvenile offenders for release and providing a continuum of supervision and
services after release.

Alternative to Detention — Provides for the home monitoring and intensive supervision of
juveniles pending adjudication and disposition, in lieu of physical shelter or detention, and
In some cases, to serve as a diversion from court.

Child Abuse and Neglect Programs — Programs that provide treatment to juvenile
offenders who are victims of child abuse or neglect and to their families, in order to reduce
the likelihood that such juvenile offenders will commit subsequent violations of law.

Compliance Monitoring —Programs, research, staff support, or other activities designed
primarily to enhance or maintain a state’s ability to adequately monitor jails, detention
facilities, and other facilities, to assure compliance with Sections 223(a)(11), (12), (13),
and (14) of the JJDP Act of 2002.

Court Services — Programs designed to encourage courts to develop and implement a
continuum of pre-and post-adjudication restraints that bridge the gap between traditional
probation and confinement in a correctional setting. Services include expanded use of
probation, mediation, restitution, community service, treatment, home detention, intensive
supervision, electronic monitoring translation services and similar programs, and secure
community-based treatment facilities linked to other support services.

Delinquency Prevention Programs - Designed to reduce risk factors for delinquency in
at-risk families and youth, and to increase resilience and rehabilitative factors between
those youth and families who have already become involved in the juvenile justice system.
Programs should contain, at minimum, the following components: 1) parent training, 2)
children and youth skills training, 3) family life skills training. This is also commonly
referred to as “primary prevention” program. This program excludes programs targeted at
youth already adjudicated delinquent, and those programs designed specifically to prevent
gang-related or substance abuse activities that are undertaken as part of other Federal
Standard Program Areas.

Disproportionate Minority Contact — Programs, research, or other initiatives designed
primarily to address the disproportionate number of juvenile members of minority groups
who come into contact with the juvenile justice system, pursuant to Section 223(a)(22) of
the JJDP Act of 2002.

Juvenile Justice System Improvement — Programs, research, and other initiatives
designed to examine issues or improve practices, policies, or procedures on a systemwide
basis (e.g., examining problems affecting decisions from arrest to disposition, detention to
corrections, training, etc.)

Mental Health — Services include, but are not limited to, the development and/or

enhancement of diagnostic, treatment, and prevention instruments; psychological and
psychiatric evaluations; counseling services; and/or family support services.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Mentoring Programs - Programs designed to develop and sustain a one-to-one supportive
relationship between a responsible adult age 18 or older (mentor) and an at-risk juvenile
(mentee), which takes place on a regular basis.

Planning and Administration — Activity related to state plan development, other pre-
awarded activities, administration of the Formula Grant Program, including evaluation and
monitoring, pursuant to Section 222(c) of the JJDP Act of 2002 and the OJJDP Formula
Grant Regulation.

Restitution/Community Service Programs - Primarily diversion or pre-dispositional
programs in which juveniles are diverted in an informal or pre-adjudicatory hearing and
provides a means of making symbolic restitution to the community for offenses committed.

School Programs — Education programs and/or related services designed to prevent
truancy, suspension, and expulsion. School safety programs may include support for school
resource officers and law-related education.

Serious Crimes — Programs, research, or other initiatives designed to address serious and
violent criminal-type behavior by youth. This program area includes intervention,
treatment, and reintegration of serious and violent juvenile offenders.

State Advisory Group Allocation — Activities related to carrying out the State Advisory
Group’s (JJDP Advisory Board) responsibilities under Section 223(a)(3) of the JJDP Act of
2002.

Youth Court — Also known as teen courts, are juvenile justice programs in which peers
play an active role in the disposition of the juvenile offenders. Most youth courts are used
as a sentencing option for first-time offenders charged with misdemeanor or nonviolent
offenses who acknowledge their guilt. The youth court serves as an alternative to the
traditional juvenile court.

Each project approved for funding must submit a quarterly progress report on its performance
indicators and performance measurements to LCLE. Each Federal Standard Program Area has
designated mandatory and non-mandatory output and outcome measurements set by OJJDP that
each project must report. An annual performance report is submitted to OJJDP on each project’s
performance for the prior federal fiscal year (October — September). This report is due on
December 31% of each calendar year and specifically describes the progress made, the
effectiveness of the program, its activities, and status of compliance with the State Plan. The
OJJDP uses this information to supply Congress with accurate and complete data regarding
program effectiveness to justify continued funding to the states.
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FUTURE DIRECTION
FOR
JIDP PROJECTS

STEP-DOWN POLICY

The Step-Down Policy took effect with the FY 2004 funding. All awards are contingent upon
availability of funds. The Step-Down Policy is as follows:

Year 1 (FY 2004) 100%

Year 2 (FY 2005) 100%

Year 3 (FY 2006) 25% Reduction on Year 1 award

Year 4 (FY 2007) 50% Reduction on Year 1 award

Year 5 (FY 2008) 75% Reduction on Year 1 award, Final year of eligibility

Requirements for Applications:

1. Year 1 — A sustainability plan must be included in application. Plan must provide
partners/agencies that would assume financial responsibility, identifying specific parts of
the project covered by other sources. Following years — applicants not reaching
sustainability plans may be reduced at greater amounts than outlined in the policy.

a. Sustainability is maintaining the same or greater level of service stated in Year
1’s plan. This includes the project’s time period, number of juveniles and/or
parents served, and the services provided to the juveniles and/or parents.

2. Years2,3,4,and5: Applicants will be evaluated for proper management of the previous
year’s grant. Applicants will be required to demonstrate the ability to maintain the
operation, service delivery and project accomplishments equal to that proposed in the
first year of the grant.

3. The following will be exempt from the Step-Down Policy.

a. Subgrants supporting state activity required by the JJDP Act

b. District’s administrative funding

c. Subgrants identified as the disproportionate minority contact (DMC) project.
d. Subgrants that are one-time funded

The LCLE and the JJIDP Advisory Board will continue to fund programs determined to be
priorities after examination of problem areas within the state. It is our commitment that
Louisiana will remain in compliance with the four core requirements of the JJDP Act, and
therefore, continue to receive federal funds for juvenile justice and delinquency prevention
efforts.
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DISPROPORTIONATE MINORITY CONTACT (DMC)

Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC) is the fourth core requirement of the JJDP Act. This
requirement requires States to address “juvenile delinquency prevention efforts and system
improvement efforts designed to reduce, without establishing or requiring numerical standards or
quotas, the disproportionate number of juvenile members of minority groups who come into
contact with the juvenile justice system.”

States must collect data from contact points that a juvenile faces in the juvenile justice system,
which includes police, courts and corrections. Once the state determines that DMC exists, it must
provide a DMC compliance plan with the 3-Year Comprehensive State Plan and the Plan
Updates. The plan includes specific activities in data collection, data system improvement,
assessment, programmatic and system improvement strategies, evaluation, and monitoring
activities, as appropriate. The plan must also specify timeline, funding amount, and funding
source(s) designated to conduct each of the planned activities.

OJJDP determines the state’s DMC compliance based on the completeness of the DMC
compliance plan; the demonstration of actual, systematic, continuing and good-faith
implementation of their planned activities; and the progress reported each year. The JJDP Act of
2002 stipulates that OJJDP will reduce a state’s Formula Grant allocation if a state is found non-
compliant. Failure to achieve compliance reduces the Formula Grant to the state by 20 percent
for EACH core requirement not met. Further, the State must agree to expend 50 percent of the
amount allocated for such fiscal year to achieve compliance with each of the requirements for
which the State is non-compliant.

The JIDP Advisory Board is committed to aggressively addressing DMC, where it exists, in
Louisiana. The JIDP Advisory Board adopted a Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC)
Policy for the JJDP Formula Grant Program on February 9, 2005, and it received final approval
from the Commission at the February 10, 2005, meeting.

Reducing DMC is a workable goal. Louisiana has the opportunity to implement strategies that
will achieve results by aggressively utilizing JJDP funds focused on DMC where it exists.
Effective with the Federal Fiscal Year 2005 State Award, each law enforcement planning council
district has required to designate no less than twenty percent (20%) of the annual JJDP Formula
Grants Program district allocation to the development and enhancement of programs that address
DMC. Eligible programs were based on the OJIDP’s Relative Rate Index data, which the
Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement provides to each district. This policy will be
reviewed annually and the percentage adjusted as needed.

The majority of the programs funded in FY 2006 were a continuum of FY 2003 State Plan. The
goals, objectives and their planned activities remain the same with the exception of the new
activities stated below. It should be noted that this Board continues to address DMC through the
development and enhancement of programs including, but not limited to, the training of the
judiciary, law enforcement, and juvenile justice field personnel; supporting local probation,
diversion and alternatives to detention programs; and assessing mental health programs, school
programs and delinquency prevention programs.

18



Activities Implemented

LCLE and the SAG continue to address DMC with a three-fold approach. First, JJDP funding
priorities focus on programs attempting to prevent future delinquent behavior by youth and to
divert juveniles from secure confinement. Programs that fall under the Federal standard program
areas, such as, but not limited to, court services, delinquency prevention, disproportionate
minority contact, gender-specific services, mental health services, mentoring, school program,
and youth court, help steer at-risk juveniles and youth and families from being further involved
in the juvenile justice system. Other programs that fall under Federal Standard Program areas,
such as aftercare/reentry, alternatives to detention and serious crimes, provide the juvenile
alternatives to detention and secure confinement. Secondly, the state incorporated a 20%
minimum funding for DMC-focused projects beginning with FY 2005 funds. RRI data
collection will be conducted annually on DMC projects to determine the impact, if any, on the
reduction of disproportionate minority contact. The remaining FY 2006 funds will be used to
support programs that also serve minority youth within the state.

Finally, efforts will continue in the training of the juvenile justice professionals on DMC causes
and solutions. The Annual Governor’s Conference on Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention had to be rescheduled due to Hurricane Katrina. The focus of conference was DMC.
Previous years, the conference has trained approximately 450 professionals in the juvenile
justice system. Despite the cancellation and rescheduling the conference to another location
within a two-month period and the displacement of Louisiana’s citizens, the conference was well
attended by approximately 250 professionals. Four other trainings were held for law
enforcement officers. Seven P.O.S.T. certified law enforcement officers become certified
juvenile officers. Specialized trainings were provided to 30 officers in proper, structured
interviews of child victims of sexual assault and other acts against youth by predators and 45
officers in investigative skills to assist in the initial response and investigation of missing,
runaway and abducted children. The School Resource Officers (SRO) training certified 36
officers in basic SRO and 26 officers in advanced SRO. These trained SRO officers are placed
in schools that may have a higher minority rate and/or violence and/or truancy within the
schools. In all the trainings, officers are taught sensitivity and appropriate procedures to handle
situations that may arise in the schools and/or on the streets, thereby deterring students’ behavior
from escalating to an arrest.

Technical Assistance was provided to SAG members, local law enforcement planning councils
and LCLE staff in April, 2005. Mr. Michael Lindsey of Nestor Consultants provided a historical
brief on DMC, how the juvenile numbers at each juvenile justice contact point affects the
relative rate index (RRI) and how to identify which contact point needs addressing. The
identified contact point would be the determining factor for the type of project to be funded
within the designated parish of each council.

The DMC Chair maintained contact with other DMC Coordinators and Subcommittee Chairs
nationwide. Through these contacts, the DMC Chair networks with others regarding programs
and services that effectively address DMC issues. The DMC Chair attended the national DMC
conference and advised the SAG on updates.

19



Activities Not Implemented

In late summer 2005, the State of Louisiana was devastated by two hurricanes. Steps to conduct
a statewide assessment study on DMC were put on hold. Therefore, the technical assistance
request was not submitted requesting direction in this effort.

Specific Activities

Louisiana continues to work diligently toward improving data collected on juveniles coming into
contact with the juvenile justice system. The State has begun to refine and expand data
collection with the assistance of the Supreme Court, district attorneys, local courts, and law
enforcement. The JOIN-1JJIS database development is currently underway and will include the
required elements of the RRI contact points. An interim manual data collection and reporting
process has begun collecting initial filing data on race and ethnicity information by type of case.
Data will begin with the four designated juvenile courts and will be included in the 2005 Annual
Supreme Court report. To this end, it is expected that all data elements of the DMC Relative
Rate Index will be fulfilled.

Timeline, Funding Amount and Sources

As stated earlier, each law enforcement planning council must designate no less than twenty
percent (20%) of the district’s JJDP Formula Grants Program allocation to the development and
enhancement of programs that address DMC. To help steer the local level in this direction
Standard Program Areas #2 Alternatives to Detention, #25 Restitution/Community Services, #27
School Programs, and #34 Youth Courts were enhanced to address DMC as applicable in each
district. This also allowed the state and the local levels to obtain data from the areas designated
to be DMC-focused and develop new projects that will address the contact points that show a
significant under-representation at diversion and probation contact points and over-
representation at all other contact points.

The 2003 RRI spreadsheets will be reviewed by the local law enforcement planning councils and
LCLE staff for the contact point(s) that indicate under- and over-representation. The previous
designated DMC-focused projects will be reviewed to determine continued eligibility as a DMC-
focused project for the contact point(s) of concern. Additionally, the project’s previous quarterly
progress reports will be reviewed to determine the project achievement toward its goals and
objectives. If the previous project does not address the contact point or if the contact point
achieved a RRI of 1.00, funding will be redirected to other contact points that indicate a
significant over-representation. This process will be used to determine the project’s eligibility
throughout the three-year plan. Should a parish’s juvenile justice contact points overall meet the
RRI of 1.00, another parish in the state will be chosen for a new DMC-focused project. Any
changes will be noted in the FY 2007 and FY 2008 State Plan Updates. The JIDP Advisory
Board adopted a sustainability requirement in the application process. Applicants must provide a
plan for obtaining permanent financial support for the project at the conclusion of federal
funding. The plan must include the source of additional funding that maintains the level of
services and its strategy to involve other local organizations and volunteer support for project
continuation. Updates on obtaining permanent financial support are required in the Quarterly
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Progress Reports. Subgrantees are also encouraged to attend the Annual Governor’s Conference,
which includes DMC training.

Applicants with DMC-focused projects will be encouraged to visit the websites of OJIDP,
SAMHSA, and Blueprints for Violence Prevention for best model DMC projects that address the
areas of concern and can be replicated in their communities. LCLE will facilitate a technical
assistance request on behalf of those communities as needed.

Funding allocated to each project will be 20% of the district’s allocation, which is also
equivalent to 20% of the 66 2/3 per centum pass-through as allowed under Section 223(a)(5). It
is anticipated that eight DMC-focused projects will be funded at amounts ranging from $8,800 to
$21,000 for each year of this three-year plan.

Planned Formula Grant-supported Activities

Louisiana recognizes the disproportionate minority contact strategy is an integral part of the
State Plan. The State is committed to integrating aggressive and innovative DMC programming
within the State Plan and will continue to adopt and promote programs that address DMC, where
it exists, as a priority for funding.

The JIDP Advisory Board will continue to address DMC through the development and
enhancement of programs including, but not limited to, the training of the judiciary, law
enforcement, and juvenile justice field personnel; supporting local probation, support the DMC-
focused projects in achieving equal and fair treatment of all youth regardless of race/ethnicity
and other projects that help deter at-risk minority youth from entering into the juvenile justice
system.

Projects funded as a DMC-focused project will be determined by each locality’s contact point
RRI that will be addressed. Funded programs will directly address at least one of the nine
contact points of the juvenile justice system. The goals, objectives and performance
measurements will be monitored through the quarterly progress reports, on-site monitoring
visits, and the next year’s RRI spreadsheets. Also, under the Federal standard program area,
State Advisory Board, the DMC Chair will continue to be available to provide training
throughout the state, as requested, on the issues surrounding disproportionate minority contact.
The annual Governor’s Conference, Juvenile Officers and School Resource Officers trainings,
under the federal standard program area Juvenile Justice System Improvement, will continue to
include DMC components in the training of juvenile justice professional throughout the state.
Lastly, a member of the JJDP Advisory Board is currently serving as a member of the Coalition
for Juvenile Justice’s Ethnic and Diversity Subcommittee.
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TITLEYV -
COMMUNITY PREVENTION GRANTS PROGRAMS
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2006

The Title V program is the only Federal-funding source solely dedicated to delinquency
prevention efforts, which are initiated by a community-based planning process that focuses on
the reduction of risks and enhancement of protective factors that prevent youth from entering the
juvenile justice system. Funds can only be used for at-risk juveniles to “prevent” them from
entering the juvenile justice system or “early intervention” programs for juveniles with first-time
and non-serious offenses to keep them out of the juvenile justice system.

Because careful, systematic, strategic planning increases the efficacy of prevention efforts and
reducing service duplication, Title V requires:

+«+ The formation of a multidisciplinary community Prevention Policy Board comprised of
15 to 21 members. This board must demonstrate the ability to develop data-driven
prevention plans, employ evidence-based prevention strategies, and conduct evaluations
to determine program impact and effectiveness.

+« Units of local government are eligible recipients who must obtain the JJDP Advisory
Board’s certification of compliance with the JJDP Act core requirements.

«» Fifty percent (50%) matching funds (cash or in-kind) is required by the recipient unit of
local government.

These requirements are designed to promote collaboration between the community in developing
resources, sharing information, and obtaining additional funding to sustain projects over the long
term. Each awarded program may be funded in 12-month increments for up to three years.

OJJDP allocates Title V funds to qualifying states based on the relative number of juveniles
below the age of criminal responsibility. The award for FY 2006 was $56,250, which was a
74.5% decrease from last year. Louisiana has three years in which to allocate and expend these
funds.

Under the recommendation of the JIDP Advisory Board, the Commission approved the
distribution of these funds on a competitive basis to those Districts that did not have any Title V
FY 2004 and/or FY 2005 to fund their projects through September 30, 2008. The FY 2006 was
opened to new projects and those projects that had not met their 36-month limitation and no
additional Title V funds are available through their district office. Of the eight districts, only

22




three were eligible. Of the three eligible districts, funds were distributed equally between two
districts that required funding to continue their existing projects. Funds were distributed to:

District 1 — Northwest $28,125
District 4 — Evangeline $28,125

OJJDP developed 34 Federal Standard Program Areas that are eligible for funding under the
Title Il Formula Grants Program. From these 34 programs areas, OJJDP deemed 18 areas
eligible for Title V funding. Allocations to local units of government have funded the following
program areas for their community.

1. Delinquency Prevention Programs - Designed to reduce risk factors for delinquency in
at-risk families and youth, and to increase resilience and rehabilitative factors between
those youth and families who have already become involved in the juvenile justice
system. Programs should contain, at minimum, the following components: 1) parent
training, 2) children and youth skills training, 3) family life skills training. Commonly
referred to as “primary prevention”. This program excludes programs targeted at youth
already adjudicated delinquent, and those programs designed specifically to prevent
gang-related or substance abuse activities that are undertaken as part of other Federal
Standard Program Areas.

2. Job Training — Projects to enhance the employability of juveniles or prepare them for
future employment. Such programs may include job readiness training, apprenticeships,
and job referrals.

Each project approved for funding must submit a quarterly progress report on its performance
measures to LCLE. An annual performance report is submitted to OJJDP on each project’s
performance for the prior federal fiscal year (October — September). This report is due on
November 30" of each calendar year. This report specifically describes the progress made, the
effectiveness of the program, its activities, and status of compliance with the State Plan. The
OJJDP uses this information to supply Congress with accurate and complete data regarding
program effectiveness to justify continued funding to the states.
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JUVENILE ACCOUNTABILITY BLOCK
GRANT PROGRAM
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2005

OJJDP introduced the Juvenile Accountability Incentive Block Grants (JAIBG) Program in 1998
to help states and communities strengthen their juvenile justice systems. In November 2002, the
21% Century Department of Justice Appropriations Authorization Act (DOJ reauthorization)
(Public Law 107-273) was signed into law. It renamed the program to Juvenile Accountability
Block Grants (JABG) Program and placed it under Title I of the Omnibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act and increased the purpose areas from 12 to 16.

The JABG Program awards grants to States to address the growing problem of juvenile crime by
encouraging accountability-based reforms at State and local levels. Funds are allocated to states
by a Federal formula based on UCR reported juvenile crime, local law enforcement budgets, and
juvenile population. States are required to pass through a majority of the funding (75 percent) to
eligible units of local government. The Federal share for an approved project cannot exceed 90
percent of total project cost. The State or local recipient of a JABG award must contribute a 10%
cash match of the total program cost. (In the case of construction of permanent juvenile
corrections facilities, the cash match is 50 percent of the total program cost.)

All subgrantees must establish coordinated enforcement plans for reducing juvenile crime. The
Juvenile Crime Enforcement Coalition develops these local plans. This group consists of
individuals who work with local area juveniles in a variety of situations, and decide how best to
spend JABG funds in their communities. Principal members of these local coalitions represent
the police, department, sheriff’s office, school board, juvenile court, juvenile probation and the
district attorney.

Units of local government that otherwise qualify for an award can waive their right to a direct
award and designate a larger governmental unit (within which it is located) or a regional
planning unit (which plans for and administers JABG funds on behalf of two or more local
governments) to receive and administer the JABG award on its behalf.

This program is not passed through to the local law enforcement planning councils as the other
programs. The LCLE is responsible for the development of procedures by which units of local
government and state agencies may apply for JABG funds. Application is made directly to the
LCLE.

The federal award for fiscal year 2005 was $764,481, which is a 9% decrease from 2004.
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Louisiana has three years in which to allocate and expend these funds. Thirty-four (34) units of
local government and 2 statewide programs received awards. One unique aspect of the JABG
Program is the earned interest feature. Because the State receives all JABG funds in one
payment, it is required that the money be placed in an interest bearing account for the three years
that the grant is active. The same JABG spending rules apply to the interest earned by the
grantee.

Of the 17 purposes areas, the following purposes areas have been found particularly effective for
Louisiana.

1.

Accountability — Establishing and maintaining accountability-based programs designed to
reduce recidivism among juveniles who are referred by law enforcement personnel or
agencies.

Corrections/detention facilities - Building, expanding, renovating, or operating temporary
or permanent juvenile corrections or detention facilities, including training of correctional
personnel.

Court staffing and pretrial services — Hiring juvenile court judges, probation officers,
and court-appointed defenders and special advocates, and funding pretrial services
(including mental health screening and assessment) for juvenile offenders to promote the
effective and expeditious administration of the juvenile justice system.

Information Sharing — Establishing and maintaining interagency information-sharing
programs that enable the juvenile and criminal justice systems, schools, and social services
agencies to make more informed decisions regarding the early identification, control,
supervision, and treatment of juveniles who repeatedly commit serious delinquent or
criminal acts.

Juvenile courts and probation — Establishing and maintaining programs to enable
juvenile courts and juvenile probation officers to be more effective and efficient in holding
juvenile offenders accountable and reducing recidivism.

Juvenile drug courts — Establishing drug court programs to provide continuing judicial
supervision over juvenile offenders with substance abuse problems and to integrate
administration of other sanctions and services for such offenders.

Juvenile records system — Establishing and maintaining a system of juvenile records
designed to promote public safety.

Prosecutors (staffing) - Hiring additional prosecutors, so that more cases involving violent
juvenile offenders can be prosecuted and backlogs reduced.

Risk and needs assessment — Establishing and maintaining programs to conduct risk and
needs assessment of juvenile offenders that facilitates effective early intervention and the
provision of comprehensive services, including mental health screening and treatment and
substance abuse testing and treatment, to such offenders.
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10. School safety — Establishing and maintaining accountability-based programs that are
designed to enhance school safety.

Each project approved for funding must submit a quarterly progress report on its performance
measures to LCLE. An annual performance report is submitted to OJJDP on each project’s
performance for the prior federal fiscal year (October — September). This report is due on June
30™. This report specifically describes the progress made, the effectiveness of the program, its
activities, and status of compliance with the State Plan. The OJJDP uses this information to
supply Congress with accurate and complete data regarding program effectiveness to justify
continued funding to the states.
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JUVENILE DETENTION ALTERNATIVES INITIATIVE
(JDAI)

The Juvenile Detention Alternatives Initiative (JDAI) was designed to support the Annie E.
Casey Foundation’s vision that all youth involved in the juvenile justice system have
opportunities to develop into healthy, productive adults. After more than a decade of innovation
and replication, JDAI is one of the nation’s most effective, influential, and widespread juvenile
justice system reform initiatives. JDAI focuses on the juvenile detention component of the
juvenile justice system because youth are often unnecessarily or inappropriately detained at great
expense, with long-lasting negative consequences for both public safety and youth development.

JDAI promotes changes to policies, practices, and programs to:
« reduce reliance on secure confinement;
e improve public safety;
e reduce racial disparities and bias;
e save taxpayers’ dollars; and
o stimulate overall juvenile justice reforms

Since its inception in 1992, JDAI has repeatedly demonstrated that jurisdictions can safely
reduce reliance on secure detention. There are now approximately 80 JDAI sites in 21 states and
the District of Columbia.

The Juvenile Justice Reform Act 125, empowered the State to reform its juvenile justice system.
With the successful results of reforming our system, in November 2006 the Annie E. Casey
Foundation awarded Louisiana $150,000 to assist five parishes in implementing the core
strategies of JDAI. The Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement is the recipient of the
award. The Juvenile Justice Programs Manager is the State JDAI Coordinator whose role is to
coordinate and integrate work group activities, provide administrative support to work groups,
ensure the collection and use of all relevant data, and serves as liaison between the five parishes
and their assigned TA Team Leader. The state coordinator also serves as liaison between the
JDAI Executive Committee and coordination between the five parishes and the TA Team
Leader, as well as with state level officials/agencies.

The JDAI is a proven detention and system improvement model of eight core strategies that
enable juvenile courts to safely remove certain youth populations from secure detention. These
youth have not committed a serious crime, and are in fact youth who do not pose a risk to public
safety: youth charged with minor offenses, runaways, truants, youth without a home or available
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state placement, youth needing mental health services, or youth who have been detained for a
minor offense. The eight core strategies are:

JDAI Strategy Goal
1. Collaboration and Leadership Joint planning & policy development between juvenile
justice system
2. Data Driven Decision Making Use data analysis to continually improve juvenile justice
system outcomes

3. Detention Admission Policy Develop a risk assessment instrument to detain public
safety risk youth

4. Alternatives to Detention To hold youth accountable & appear/remain crime-free
pending court

5. Expedite Case Processing Reduce need for warrants & use of detention for probation
violations

6. Warrants & Probation Violations Reduce need for warrants & use of detention for probation
violations

7. Reduce Racial Disparities Obijective, equal, and fair processing of all youth in the
juvenile justice system

8. Conditions of Confinement Regular inspections of Detention Facilities to maintain

professional standards

The JJDP Advisory Board supports JDAI replication in Louisiana because it has been proven to
reduce disproportionate minority contact (DMC) and is successful in reducing the number of
non-offenders and status offenders held in secure detention. These two successes are two of the
core requirements of the JJDP Act, which this State must comply to receive JJDP and Title V
funding.

The five participating parishes are Caddo, Calcasieu, East Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and Orleans.
Each parish is required to have a coalition comprised of professional and community leaders at
the highest level (parish government, judges, police chiefs/sheriff, public defenders,
probation/parole/corrections, health care providers, detention alternative providers, data analyst,
and juvenile court administrators). At the onset of the JDAI effort, the Casey Foundation
conducts a thorough assessment and analysis of juvenile detention policies, programs and
practices to inform system reform activities and guide the overall process. Each parish’s
coalition then develops their work plan and activities that is consistent with the eight core
strategies.

Regional trainings were conducted quarterly throughout 2007 to the sites. Trainings included
building data capacity, risk assessment instrument development, alternatives to detention and
conditions of confinement self-inspections. Representatives from each parish attended the
National JDAI Conference, which offered a wide variety of workshops and to network with other
juvenile justice peers and professionals involved in the JDAI effort.

Although the JDAI effort had a slow onset, each parish developed and/or improved their Risk
Assessment Instrument which will be used to determine which youth requires secure detention
for public safety reasons, and which youth can be safely released to a variety of alternative
detention programs or released without condition. An evaluation of existing alternative to
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detention programs was conducted and new programs were implemented into their work plans.
These programs, included but not limited to, house arrest, day and evening reporting centers,
electronic monitoring and weekend alternative detention programs, are being used or will be
implemented to decrease the detention population, pre-adjudications re-offense rates or failure to
appear for court.

Each site reports quarterly to carefully measure public safety, use of detention alternatives,
effectiveness of detention risk assessment instruments, and monitoring disproportionate minority
confinement. As the parishes entered their second year of JDAI, each parish will visit one of
four JDAI Model Sites to learn the successes and challenges they faced when introducing the
JDAI effort in their state.

29



30



FEDERAL-FUNDED

PROGRAMS

TABLES



DISTRICT 1

NORTHWEST LAW ENFORCEMENT
PLANNING DISTRICT

Parishes:

Sabine, Webster

Bienville, Bossier, Caddo, Claiborne,
DeSoto, Lincoln, Natchitoches, Red River,

FY 2006 - TITLE Il - JUVENILE JUSTICE & DELINQUENCY PREVENTION

DMC Project: Youth Diversion - $19,038
Volunteers for Youth Justice

900 Jordan St.

Shreveport, LA 71101-4310

(318) 425-4413

Shonda Houston

Local Probation - $5,303
Bienville Parish Sheriff’s Office
PO Box 328

Arcadia, LA 71001-0328

(318) 263-2215

Sheriff John Ballance

Family Strengthening Program - $10,772
26" Judicial District Court

PO Box 310

Benton, LA 71006-0310

(318) 965-2217

Suzanne H. Stinson

Mentoring Program - $3,520
Boys & Girls Club of Natchitoches
PO Box 2063

Natchitoches, LA 71457-2063
(318) 352-6268

Jeremy Deming
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Mentoring Program — $9,060
Volunteers for Youth Justice
900 Jordan St.

Shreveport, LA 71101-4310
(318) 425-4413

Shonda Houston

Family Strengthening Program - $3,022
LA United Methodist Children & Family
Services, Inc.

PO Box 929

Ruston, LA 71273-0929

(318) 242-4650

Troy Luttgeharm

School Resource Officers Program - $8,518
Lincoln Parish Sheriff’s Office

PO Box 2070

Ruston, LA 71273-2070

(313) 513-6322

Wesley Harris

Delinquency Prevention Program - $3,354
Bossier Parish Sheriff’s Office

PO Box 850

Benton, LA 71006-0850

(318) 965-3431

Bobby Masters




FY 2006 - TITLE V

Job Readiness/Retention Skills - $28,125

Caddo Parish Commission
PO Box 1127

Shreveport, LA 71101-3042
(318) 222-0222

Eliot S. Knowles, Jr.

FY 2005 - JABG

Teen Court - $10,000

Natchitoches Parish Sheriff’s Office
PO Box 266

Natchitoches, LA 71457-0266
(318) 352-0279

Kathy Davenport

Drug Court - $10,000

26" Judicial District Attorney’s Office
PO Box 69

Benton, LA 71006-0069

(318) 965-2332

Charles Smith

SuEervision and Probation — $10,000
11" Judicial District Attorney’s Office
PO Box 1557

Many, LA 71449-1557

(318) 256-6246

Don Burkett

Truancy Reduction - $30,000

26" Judicial District Attorney’s Office
PO Box 69

Benton, LA 71006-0069

(318) 965-2332

Charles Smith
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Supervision and Probation - $31,804
Caddo Parish Commission

PO Box 1127

Shreveport, LA 71101-3042

(318) 226-6578

Laurie McGehee

Truancy Reduction - $10,000

3" Judicial District Attorney’s Office
PO Box 777

Ruston, LA 71273-0777

(318) 251-5100

Andy Shealy

Boot Camp - $13,630

Bossier Parish Sheriff’s Office
PO Box 850

Benton, LA 71006-0850
(318) 965-3431

Bobby Masters

Local Probation - $36,505
Caddo Parish Commission
PO Box 1127

Shreveport, LA 71101-3042
(318) 226-6757

Ted Cox




NORTH DELTA LAW ENFORCEMENT PLANNING

Parishes:

DISTRICT 2

DISTRICT

Caldwell, East Carroll, Franklin, Jackson,

Madison, Morehouse, Ouachita, Richland, H_;_‘.L-}k&ﬂ s
Tensas, Union, West Carroll —J f\k“?\:
B2V A\

FY 2006 - TITLE Il - JUVENILE JUSTICE & DELINQUENCY PREVENTION

DMC Project: Youth Court - $8,811 Mentoring Program - $10,998
Youth Services of Northeast Louisiana, Inc. Wellspring Alliance for Families, Inc.
PO Box 777 1515 Jackson St.

Monroe, LA 71210-0777 Monroe, LA 71202-2063

(318) 387-8286
Valisia Tisdale

(318) 323-9034
Jane Brandon

Report/Resource Center - $13,247 Delinquency Prevention Program - $10,997
City of West Monroe Bridge Builders Youth Academy

2305 North 7" st. 1101 DeSiard St.

West Monroe, LA 71291 Monroe, LA 71202-7605

(318) 4001 (318) 267-7757

Lana J. Bullock

Earnest Pratt

FY 2004 - JABG

Local Probation - $18,174 Detention Center Operations - $10,000
4™ Judicial District Attorney’s Office 6™ Judicial District Attorney’s Office
PO Box 1652 PO Box 1389

Monroe, LA 71201-1652 Tallulah, LA 71282-1389

(318) 327-1424
Robert E. Porter

(318) 766-3233
John D. Crigler

Juvenile Prosecutor - $10,000
2" Judicial District Attorney’s Office

PO Drawer 459

Joneshoro, LA 71251-0459

(318) 927-4862
James R. Hatch
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DISTRICT 3
RED RIVER DELTA ENFORCEMENT
PLANNING COUNCIL, INC.

Parishes: Avoyelles, Catahoula, Concordia, Grant,
LaSalle, Rapides, Vernon, Winn,

West Carroll

FY 2006 - TITLE Il - JUVENILE JUSTICE & DELINQUENCY PREVENTION

DMC Project: Youth Court - $12,460

Teen Court of Avoyelles, Inc.
PO Box 363

Marksville, LA 71351-3462
(318) 240-9600

Donna DeSoto

Not Allocated - $3,104
No project has been identified

Youth Court - $38,179

9™ Judicial District Court
PO Box 1431

Alexandria, LA 71309-1431
(318) 443-6893

Judge Patricia Koch

FY 2005 - JABG

Teen Court - $10,000
Rapides Parish Police Jury
PO Box 1150

Alexandria, LA 71301-1150
(318) 473-6691

Larry Spottsville, Sr.

Juvenile Prosecutor - $18,987

12" Judicial District Attorney’s Office
PO Box 1200

Marksville, LA 71351-1200

(318) 253-6587

Melissa Moreau

35




DISTRICT 4

EVANGELINE LAW ENFORCEMENT
COUNCIL, INC.

Parishes:

Vermilion

Acadia, Evangeline, Iberia, Lafayette,
St. Landry, St. Martin, St. Mary,

FY 2006 - TITLE Il - JUVENILE JUSTICE & DELINQUENCY PREVENTION

DMC Project $11,830
Not Identified

Mentoring Program - $8,660

Big Brothers/Big Sisters of Acadiana
PO Box 53267

Lafayette, LA 70501

(337) 269-0454

Betty Blair

Violence Prevention Program - $8,660
Boys & Girls Clubs of Acadiana

PO Box 62166

Lafayette, LA 70596-2166

(337) 268-9555

Arlene Armentor-Bonner

Violence Prevention Program - $6,500
St. Martin Parish Sheriff’s Office

PO Box 247

St. Martinville, LA 70582-0247

(337) 394-3071

Virginia “Ginny” Higgins

Family Strengthening Program - $5,000
City of Morgan City

PO Box 1218

Morgan City, LA 70381-1218

(985) 4808

Judge Kim Stansbury

Family Strengthening Program - $13,500
Lafayette Teen Court, Inc.

PO Box 3306

Lafaye