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SUMMARY

This report contains analysis of case progression data for the state of Nebraska's Child Wel-
fare and Juvenile Justice cases for state fiscal years 2013, 2014, and 2015. The report examines
the three year trends for the following hearings:

Protective Custody
First Appearance Detention
Adjudication First Appearance/Arraignment
Disposition Adjudication
Review Disposition
Permanency Case Closure
Case Termination

Sample

The data are derived from JUSTICE, the court's case management system. Cases with transfer in/
transfer out dates are excluded from the analysis, as are cases dismissed by the prosecution or
court within 30 days of the petition. For each hearing analyzed, only cases eligible for the hearing
and open long enough to progress to that particular hearing are included. As a result, the sample
for each hearing is different and noted within the description.

Analysis

For Child Welfare Protective Custody, First Appearance, Adjudication, Disposition, Review, and
Permanency Hearings, the analysis includes 3 year trends for median days/months to hearing,
timeliness of hearing, and percent of missing data. Additionally, each hearing analysis includes

a comparison of median days/months to hearing by Through the Eyes of the Child Team for the
current fiscal year. For Child Welfare Case Termination, the analysis includes 3 year trends for
median months, timeliness of hearing, and data for Cases Not Terminated. Median months to case
termination by Through the Eyes of the Child Team for the current fiscal year is also reported.

For Juvenile Justice Detention, First Appearance/Arraignment, Adjudication, and Disposition, the
analysis includes 3 year trends for median days/months to hearing, timeliness of hearing, and percent
of missing data. Additionally, each hearing analysis includes a comparison of median days/months

to hearing by Through the Eyes of the Child Team for the current fiscal year. For Juvenile Justice
Case Closure, the analysis compares delinquency and status offense data on 3 year trends for median
months and timeliness. Median months to case termination by Through the Eyes of the Child Team

for the current fiscal year is also reported.
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SUMMARY (CONTINUED)

Highlights of Findings

ail

TREND
ANALYSIS

W

» Reductions in days/months to First Appearance, Adjudication,
Disposition, Review, Permanency, and Case Termination for Child

Welfare cases.

» Reductions in percent data missing for Protective Custody, First
Appearance, Disposition, Review, and Permanency for Child Welfare

Cases.

» Significant missing data for Juvenile Justice Detention Hearings.

» Reductions in days/months to Adjudication, Disposition, and Case

Closure for Juvenile Justice cases.

CHILD WELFARE

SECTION STARTS ON PAGE 6

Gl

TREND
ANALYSIS

JUVENILE JUSTICE

SECTION STARTS ON PAGE 20
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PETITION TO PROTECTIVE CUSTODY HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between June 1, 2012 and May 31, 2015.
It includes only cases where a child was removed from the home. Cases with 90 or more
days between petition and protective custody hearing were assumed data entry errors and
excluded from the analysis.

The Protective Custody Hearing is the first hearing in any 3a case in which the child is
removed. In accordance with best practices, the protective custody hearing should be held
within 3 days of removal. Nebraska case law requires that this hearing is held within 14
days of removal.
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PETITION TO PROTECTIVE CUSTODY HEARING ORDER

PERCENT OF MISSING DATA
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PETITION TO FIRST APPEARANCE ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between June 1, 2012 and May 31, 2015.
Cases dismissed by the prosecutor within 30 days of the file date are excluded. Cases with
more than 120 days from petition to first appearance were assumed data entry errors and
excluded from the analysis.

The First Appearance Hearing is the first hearing at which one or both parents make a
formal appearance in the case. The judge informs the parents of their rights and possible
dispositions of the case. This hearing may happen at the same time as the Protective
Custody Hearing if the children were removed, or may happen at a later date if the parents
did not appear or were not served with a petition.
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PETITION TO FIRST APPEARANCE ORDER
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PETITION TO ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between April 1. 2012 and March 31,
2015. Cases dismissed by the prosecutor within 30 days of the file date are excluded. Cases
with more than 1 year between petition and adjudication were assumed data entry errors
and excluded from the analysis.

The Adjudication Hearing is the hearing at which the judge determines whether the
allegations in the petition are true and thus support state intervention on behalf of

the children. Parents may admit or deny the allegations in the petition. Nebraska Revised
Statute §43-278 requires the adjudication hearing to be held within 90 days of the filing
of the petition, unless there is good cause to extend the time period.
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PETITION TO ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER
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ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER TO DISPOSITION
HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with an adjudication hearing order date between April 1, 2012
and March 31, 2015. Cases with more than one year between adjudication and disposition
were assumed data entry errors and excluded from the analysis.

The Disposition Hearing is the hearing at which the court formally determines the custody
of the child and orders the parent to comply with the terms of the case plan. The National
Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges recommends that the disposition hearing take
place within 30 days of the adjudication hearing.

M E D IAN DAYS ......................................................................................................................... Py

60

50

40

30

20

10
0

SFY 2013 SFY 2014 SFY 2015
Tl M E Ll N ESS .............................................................................................................................. Py

100%
90%
80% B 75 days and up
70% . . M 60-74 days
60% 1 i ‘ ' :
50% 20.2% - 25.5% £45-59 days
40% B 30-44 days
2t B 15-29 days
20%
10% B 0D-14 days

0%

SFY 2013 SFY 2014 SFY 2015

JUSTICE Statewide Trend Analysis

12



ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER TO DISPOSITION

HEARING ORDER
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DISPOSITION HEARING ORDER TO FIRST REVIEW
HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a disposition hearing order date between January 1, 2012
and December 31, 2014. Cases with more than 2 years between disposition and review
hearing were assumed data entry errors and excluded from the analysis.

A Review Hearing is when the court reviews the status of the case, the parties’ progress,
and the adequacy of the offered services. Nebraska Revised Statute §43-278 requires the
court to review every case not less than once every 6 months.
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DISPOSITION HEARING ORDER TO FIRST REVIEW
HEARING ORDER
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FIRST REMOVAL TO FIRST PERMANENCY
HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between January 1, 2011 and December
31, 2013. Cases that were dismissed within 90 days of the file date, did not have a removal
date, or were closed in less than one year are not included. Cases with more than 2 years
between first removal and first permanency hearing were assumed data entry errors and
excluded from the analysis.

A Permanency Hearing is where the judge reviews the permanency plan for each child and
determines the permanency goal. Nebraska Revised Statute §43-1312 and federal IV-E law
requires a permanency hearing no later than 12 months after the child enters foster care
and annually thereafter.

MEDIAN MONTHS - -vcvveeeeeeeeeeesessessssosiiiiii ®
14

12

10

8

6

4

2

0 SFY 2013 SFY 2014 SFY 2015
TIMELINESS - eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee -

el e

100%
50%
80%
70% B 24 months and up
60% [ 18-23 months
50%
40% B 12-17 months
A0 H6-11 months
20%
10% H 0-5 months

0%

SFY 2013 SFY 2014 SFY 2015

JUSTICE Statewide Trend Analysis



FIRST REMOVAL TO FIRST PERMANENCY

HEARING ORDER
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TIME TO CASE TERMINATION

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between January 1, 2011 and December
31, 2013. Cases dismissed by the prosecutor within 30 days of the file date are excluded.
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TIME TO CASE TERMINATION

Case Status of all Cases Not Terminated by June 30, 2015

Appealed
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REMOVAL TO DETENTION HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between June 1, 2012 and May 31, 2015.
It includes only cases where a child was removed from the home. Cases with 90 or more
days between removal and detention hearing were assumed data entry errors and excluded

from the analysis.

The Detention Hearing is the first hearing in any Juvenile Justice case when the juve-

nile has been detained. According to Supreme Court Rule §6-104, juveniles should not be
detained for more than 48 hours without a probable cause finding from the appropriate
judicial authority.
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REMOVAL TO DETENTION HEARING ORDER

PERCENT OF MISSING DATA oo PY
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PETITION TO FIRST APPEARANCE/ARRAIGNMENT
ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between June 1, 2012 and May 31, 2015.
Cases dismissed within 30 days of the file date are excluded. Cases with more than 120 days
from petition to first appearance were assumed data entry errors and excluded from the
analysis.

The First Appearance/Arraignment Hearing is the hearing in which the juvenile is advised
of the allegations contained within the petition and his/her due process rights. This may
happen at the same time as the detention hearing for juveniles who are detained, or may
happen at a later date.
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PETITION TO FIRST APPEARANCE/ARRAIGNMENT

ORDER
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PETITION TO ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between April 1. 2012 and March 31,
2015. Cases dismissed within 30 days of the file date are excluded. Cases with more than

1 year between petition and adjudication were assumed data entry errors and excluded from
the analysis.

The Adjudication Hearing is the hearing at which the court determines whether the juvenile
comes within the meaning of Nebraska Revised Statute §43-247. This may be a formal trial,
or the juvenile may admit to part or all of the allegations. Supreme Court Rule §6-104 re-
quires the adjudication hearing to be held within 180 days of the filing of the petition.

M E D IAN DAYS ......................................................................................................................... PY
48
43
38
33
28
23
18
13
8
’ SFY 2013 SFY 2014 SFY 2015
TI M E LI N ESS .............................................................................................................................. PY

100%
90%
80% B 150 days and up
i W 120-149 days
60%
50% £ 90-119 days
s H60-89 days
30%
20% M 30-59 days
10%

0% H(-29 days

SFY 2013 SFY 2014 SFY 2015

25 JUSTICE Statewide Trend Analysis




PETITION TO ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER

PERCENT OF MISSING DATA
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ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER TO DISPOSITION
HEARING ORDER

This analysis includes cases with an adjudication hearing order date between April 1, 2012
and March 31, 2015. Cases with more than one year between adjudication and disposition
were assumed data entry errors and excluded from the analysis.

The Disposition Hearing is the hearing at which the court determines what services or
rehabilitation efforts the juvenile will receive if the adjudication hearing determined the
juvenile meets the criteria of Nebraska Revised Statute §43-247. Supreme Court Rule §6-104
requires the disposition hearing to be held within 60 days of the adjudication hearing
unless there is good cause to extend beyond 60 days.
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ADJUDICATION HEARING ORDER TO DISPOSITION
HEARING ORDER
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TIME TO CASE CLOSURE

This analysis includes cases with a petition filed date between January 1, 2011 and December
31, 2013. Cases dismissed within 30 days of the file date are excluded.
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*Only includes cases that have a “Jurisdiction Termination Date” in JUSTICE.

TIMELINESS: DELIQUENCY

100%

29

90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

SFY 2013

SFY 2014

SFY 2015

SFY 2015

B Delinquency ™ Status/Traffic

B No Termination Date/Missing
M 24 months and up

©18-23 months

M 12-17 months

M 6-11 months

H (-5 months

JUSTICE Statewide Trend Analysis



TIME TO CASE CLOSURE

TIMELINESS: STATUS OFEENSES - o
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TIME TO CASE CLOSURE

MEDIAN MONTHS BY TEAM | STATUS/TRAFFIC
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