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What is a Relative Rate Index (RRI)?
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Statewide Release of DMC Indicators
2007-2011

Summary: Relative Rate Index Compared with White Juveniles

Data with imputed race/ethnicity
Data displayed for Washington
Calendar year 2011
Relative Rates
Asian or Pacific American Indian
Number Black, non- Islander, non- or Alaska Native, All
of cases Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic non-Hispanic  Minorities
Juvenile Arrests® 23,004 1.80 ** 0.32 0.94 0.94
Referrals to Juvenile Court 32,446 248 1.16 043 1.88 1.24
with a Disposition Offense Category B+ or higher 1,566 1.69 1.09 0.79 1.09 1.27
with a Diversion Agreement Signed 11,392 0.64 0.83 1.20 0.70 0.78
Cases Filed (petitioned referrals) 16,292 118 1.20 0.83 1.38 1.18
Cases Adjudicated (guilty and deferred dispositions) 10,780 1.05 0.99 1.02 0.95 1.01
with JRA dispositions 852 1.57 0.80 047 0.96 1.07
Cases transferred to Adult Court 169 3.95 4.79 X X 3.98




Black and American Indian Youth More Than 2X as Likely To

Be Referred to Court
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Most Populations of Color are Less Likely to

Receive Diversion
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Similar Rates of Adjudication Across Populations

(Guilty and Deferred Dispositions)

Adjudicated cases
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Local and
National

Media
Attention
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Winner of Nine Pulitzer Prizes

Local News

Originally published Sunday, January 20, 2013 at 8:51 PM

Study: Minority vouth more often in state courts than
whites

Minority youth are more often arrested and in Washington state’s court sy stem than their white
counterparts, according to a recent study .

By Manuel Valdes

The Associated Press

Minority vouth are arrested and in the Washington state court system more often than their white
counterparts, a recent study commissioned by the state Supreme Court shows. But researchers
said that counties aren’t keeping complete dats on ethnicity and that the gap between minority
and white vouth is larger.

Between 2007 and 2011, African-American youth were nearly 250 percent more likely to be
referred to juvenile court for prosecution than their white counterparts. They are followed by
Mative-American youth, who are 80 percent more likely to be referred. Overall, minority vouth
are 22 percent more likely to be referred.

“Increasing the quality of data collected by courts 1s key to fully understanding how and where

racial and ethnic inequality arises,” Chief Justice Barbara Madsen said.




How \X/SCCR’s work is unique

e County level reports of decision points

e Courts are provided drill-down
Information to verify the RRI numbers

 County level reports on missing data on
race and/or ethnicity



 Develop best practices for collection of
DMC data

 Add analysis of DMC decision points that
statistically controls for offense history,
charge type, and charge severity

e Catalog statewide DMC reduction efforts

 Modify data collection systems to more
accurately record race and ethnicity
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