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CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY:

THE MASS INCARCERATION OF
CHILDREN IN THE U.S.

“There can be no keener revelation of a society’s soul
than the way in which it treats its children.”

Nelson Mandela
May 8, 1995

PROLOGUE:

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REPORT

The United States has historically positioned
itself as a human rights leader within the larger
international community. In spite of this stance,
we have refused to ratify all, or portions of,
international treaties and conventions that protect
basic human rights for our most vulnerable
citizens — our children. The Convention on the
Rights of the Child (CRC) and the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR)
lay out universally accepted standards for the fair
and humane treatment of children in conflict with
the law based on the “inherent dignity of the
human person.” This report investigates the
human rights abuses that have resulted from our
failure to abide by our commitment under the
ICCPR, as well as our refusal to ratify the CRC.
Namely, the mass incarceration of children as
adults which is now one of the largest
government-sanctioned human rights abuses
against children in the world today.

In 2020, Human Rights for Kids issued the first-
ever National State Ratings Report which
examined how well or how poorly each state
protected the human rights of children in its
criminal justice system. The report outlined
twelve policies — rooted in human rights - that are
essential for providing basic legal protections for
children in conflict with the law. In our 2022
report, only ten states and the District of
Columbia achieved a Tier One or Tier Two
designation — meaning they had enacted several

laws to meet these basic human rights standards.
The other forty states fell notably short. The bulk
of these inhumane policies have been adopted
and implemented within the last 50 years, a
lifetime of impact for the children who were
initially subject to them.

In the late 2000’s it was estimated that the U.S.
was prosecuting 200,000 children in adult courts
annually. While that estimate has now fallen to
53,000 every year, it begs a far more important
question: What has happened to all of these
children? How were they sentenced? Who was
sentenced? Where are they now? And what will
happen to the children of tomorrow who continue
to be subject to these policies?

Tragically, no one has ever attempted to answer
these questions or track what happened to these
children...until now.

Criminal justice reformers, including advocates,
policymakers, and foundation officers, often look
to our adult justice system policies to understand
our current crisis of mass incarceration.
Unfortunately, in many circles, there is a
prevailing and mistaken view that the majority of
incarcerated children in the United States are
prosecuted and housed in a separate “juvenile”
justice system. This view has been buoyed by
annual statistics published by the Department of
Justice from its one-day count showing the total



number of youth held in secured juvenile
facilities, adult jails, and adult prisons across the
country. Over the past 20 years, reformers have
been lulled into a false sense of victory due to the
fact that the total number of youth in these
facilities — by and large — have fallen year over
year.

As a result, the national dialogue around criminal
justice reform has largely been silent when it
comes to children prosecuted as adults. And
foundations focused on criminal justice reform
have either moved resources away from
organizations working on behalf of youth or
never funded them to begin with. These
organizations have been relegated to an
afterthought by philanthropy, resulting in limited
resources that have squeezed the field to the
brink.

In order to understand the scope of these human
rights abuses, we gathered, for the first time', a
snapshot of everyone currently in prison who was
prosecuted, convicted, and incarcerated for
crimes they committed as children. This present
day data provides an overview of the staggering
number of lives we have casually discarded and
forgotten about for decades. We documented
that 32,359 people have been incarcerated
since childhood.  This is approximately
3% of the entire U.S. state prison population.
Before they became system involved, these

children were often victims of violence
themselves, but state governments found it easier
to discard them than to ask the most important
question of all: what happened to this child that
led them here?

Instead, these children were afforded a single
path of “justice,” a path into prison, where their
only purpose was to count the days, months, and
years while they watched themselves slowly
transform from children to middle aged and
elderly adults. Perhaps there is no greater
indictment of a nation under international law
then the ease in which it is comfortable
discarding the human rights — and lives — of
vulnerable children it was obligated to protect.
This report has unearthed evidence suggesting
that the United States’ treatment of children as
adults in the criminal justice system is not only a
violation of international law, but may also
constitute a crime against humanity under Article
7 of the Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Court.

We believe further investigation by the United
Nations and the international community is
therefore warranted.
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“Our failure to ratify the
Convention on the Rights of the
Child, coupled with the lack of
statutory protections at the state
level, have resulted in one of the
largest government-sanctioned
human rights abuses against
children in the world today.”
Jenny Egan and James Dold
Baltimore Sun, 2021

EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY

The extensive negative impact on children from
our practice of transferring them into the adult
criminal justice system and treating them as if
they were adults has been well-documented by
statet and federal government agencies,
researchers, advocates and the press. What has
not been documented to date, is the extent of the
impact of these policies. This report provides the
first ever snapshot and national estimate of the
number of people in our prisons who have been
there since they were children.

We gathered data from 45 states’ on every
individual currently incarcerated who was under
the age of 18 at the time of their offense. Our
findings revealed that U.S. prisons are filled with
at least 32,359 individuals whose crimes were
committed as children.

While the policies that enable this inhumane
treatment of children are morally compromised,
they are also in flagrant violation of international
law. As the Inter-American Commission on
Human Rights recently observed:

“As concluded by the Human Rights
Committee in its observations on the
United States’ compliance with this treaty
[International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights], the United States does
not limit its treatment of children as adults
to exceptional circumstances. The
Commission observes that the ambiguity
of this reservation has been converted into

an expansive gap in juvenile justice
systems across the U.S., resulting in the
violation of children’s human rights on
the federal, state, and local levels.”

Articles 10 and 14 of the ICCPR were adopted
specifically to protect the human rights of
children who come into conflict with the law. Yet,
the United States has engaged in a deliberate
effort to violate these children's human rights.

Article 7 of the Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Court states, in relevant part:

“crime against humanity” means any of
the following acts when committed as part
of a widespread or systematic attack
directed against any civilian population,
with  knowledge of the attack...
Imprisonment or other severe deprivation
of physical liberty in violation of
fundamental rules of international law...
[or] Torture...[or] Persecution against any
identifiable group...on...racial...grounds
that are wuniversally recognized as
impermissible under international law, in



connection with any act referred to [in
this section]...[or] Other inhumane acts of
a similar character intentionally causing
great suffering, or serious injury to body
or to mental or physical health...”

The United States’ practice of prosecuting and
incarcerating children as adults in violation of the
ICCPR meets this standard. It is bolstered by the
fact that the resulting harm these wvulnerable
children experience while incarcerated include
rape, violence, and solitary confinement. Many of
these children were originally given life or de
facto life sentences, and states still had indications
of the untold number of youth who initially
received death sentences, all of which constitute
torture for children. The U.S. has committed
human rights violations against millions of
children in the criminal justice system over the
past 50 years. This includes the more than 32,000
children - now adults — who remain incarcerated
in prisons across the country. Nearly 80% of this
population are children of color. Their prosecution
as adults was facilitated through policy changes in
the 1980°s and 90’s that were brought about
through a deliberate and sustained media
campaign aimed at dehumanizing children of
color, particularly Black children, who bore the
brunt of this assault on human rights.

Black life cannot matter to us, unless the lives of
Black children matter to us. And the lives of
Black children cannot matter to us unless we are
willing to protect their basic human rights.

Therefore, in order to rectify this grievous harm,
we call on all criminal justice reformers,
policymakers, and philanthropists to work
collaboratively to prioritize children in all
criminal justice reform efforts. Centering the
United States’ failure to comply with international
human rights law, and working to enact policies
enshrined in the CRC and ICCPR, is the only way
we can protect the human dignity of our children.
In the final analysis, the extent of what the
criminal justice reform movement can achieve in
the United States will be dictated by our success
in reforming the way children are treated.

METHODOLOGY

Beginning in the summer of 2021, we requested
data from departments of corrections in all 50
states and the District of Columbia on individuals
who are currently incarcerated in adult prisons

who committed their offense when they were
under the age of 18. We received data from 45
states. Our analysis surfaced trends and findings
across sentence length, decade of incarceration,
gender, race and ethnicity. In addition to
aggregating the data, we also conducted a
comparative analysis to highlight which state
practices constituted the worst human rights
violations across categories.

MAJOR FINDINGS

We are currently incarcerating approximately
32,359 individuals® in our prisons for crimes they
committed as children. Some were so young they
were still subject to truancy laws, and an
astonishing number weren’t even teenagers. They
comprise a full 3.1% of the United States’ overall
state prison population* — the equivalent of an
entire prison full of children in every state in the
country.’ Notably, this is close to the total number
of children in youth prisons of 36,469.° We
incarcerate more children as adults in our prison
system than the total combined prison
populations of Denmark, Iceland, Ireland,
Northern Ireland, Norway, Sweden and Scotland.
In fact, there are more people in our prisons for
crimes they committed as children than people in
prison who committed their crimes as adults in
76.68% of the countries and independent
territories in the world.

If they serve the entirety of their sentence, nearly
one third of the children who entered prison will
not exit until they are in their 50’s, having been
sentenced to 40 years or more behind bars. The
remaining children who were committed to adult

prison will spend on average more than a decade
behind bars.

The vast majority of the individuals convicted
and sent to prison as children are racial
minorities.

Our collective financial burden of having
imprisoned these children for the bulk of their
natural lives is more than 24 billion dollars, about
the same amount of money the federal
government currently spends on childcare and
early education.’
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STATE FINDINGS

We have failed these children on a national level. But children in some states fare far worse than in others.

PREVALENCE

Four states had a significantly higher percentage of their current prison population (6% or greater)
composed of people who had been incarcerated since childhood.

DISPARITIES

In nineteen states, 80% or more of the people incarcerated since childhood are racial minorities.




LIFE SENTENCES

In ten states, more than 30% of children were given life sentences.
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DE FACTO LIFE SENTENCES

In ten states, more than 20% of children were given de facto life sentences — that is, sentences of 40 years
or longer.
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE
CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM FIELD

Fortunately, there is hope. In the past decade
we’ve seen policymakers work across the
political aisle to enact laws to treat children in
conflict with the law with dignity and humanity.
We applaud this progress, and at the same time
call on child advocates, criminal justice
reformers, members of the philanthropic
community, and state and federal policy makers
to go further.

We must abandon the false notion that criminal
justice reform for children must necessarily be
separate and distinct from criminal justice reform
for adults. For when children are transferred into
the adult system, they are treated in every way
like an adult. If we can change the way children
are treated in the adult justice system, it becomes
a path to improve the treatment of all. Moreover,
if we only look at children subject to the
jurisdiction of the juvenile justice system we miss
half the problem. Forgetting about the children
who are transferred and tried as adults will hobble
our efforts to right-size and reform the criminal
justice system. As has been demonstrated time
and time again, however far we get with changing
the way children are treated, is as far as we will
get with everyone else. Therefore, every criminal
justice system reformer — regardless of their area
of focus - has a vested interest in changing the
way children are treated within these systems.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR STATE
AND FEDERAL POLICYMAKERS

Through our Model Law and National State
Ratings Report, Human Rights for Kids has
developed 12 policy reforms that would address
the rampant human rights violations taking place
against children in the U.S. criminal justice
system. These reforms are a helpful start to
address both front-end and back-end reforms that
are needed to stop more children from coming
into the system and providing retroactive relief to
those who are still in the system.

Beyond our current recommendations, we have
identified 8 key reforms that policymakers should
implement to begin addressing this human rights
crisis:

1. Raise the minimum age of transfer to Sixteen
(16): prohibit the transfer of children fifteen
(15) and younger into the adult criminal
justice system. Public safety considerations

can properly be balanced by extending
juvenile court jurisdiction for those children
who may need additional treatment up to age
twenty (25).

End direct file and statutory exclusions:
ensure that 16 and 17-year-old children who
are charged with a serious crime have their
transfer petitions heard by a juvenile court
judge prior to being transferred into the adult
criminal justice system.

Retroactive resentencing for young children
previously transferred and tried as adults:
permit courts to reconsider and resentence
individuals whose crimes were committed
when they were 15 or younger so as to reflect
the change in transfer laws noted above.

Child-status consideration when sentencing
children as adults: require courts to consider
the mitigating factors of youth, including
exposure to Adverse Childhood Experiences
and childhood trauma, prior to sentencing
children convicted in the adult criminal
justice system.

Restore judicial discretion when sentencing
children: allow courts to depart from any
otherwise applicable mandatory minimum,
sentencing enhancement, or suspend any
portion of a sentence, when a child is
sentenced in adult court.

Retroactive  resentencing for everyone
currently incarcerated for crimes they
committed as children so as to reflect the
change in sentencing laws noted above: allow
courts to reconsider and resentence
individuals in cases where the court did not
have the ability to impose a trauma-informed
and age-appropriate sentence due to
mandatory sentencing laws.

Release safety valve: permit all children
convicted and sentenced as adults to be
eligible for release through judicial or parole
review after no more than 15 years.

Mandatory data collection & transparency:
require the Department of Corrections/Public
Safety to regularly track the number of
individuals incarcerated for crimes committed
as children and to make this data more readily
accessible to human rights organizations.



RECOMMENDATIONS FOR
GOVERNORS AND THE PRESIDENT

Beyond providing political support for the
policies outlined above, there are a number of
critical steps State Governors and the President
can take to address this crisis, including:

1. Immediate review and consideration of
people who committed their crimes as
children for Executive Clemency and/or
Pardons with great weight given to child
status, growth, maturity, and rehabilitation;

2. Direct the paroling authority, under the
Department of Corrections or Public Safety
(or BOP), to prioritize the expedited review
of people who committed their crimes as
children;

3. Direct the paroling authority to issue or revise
guidelines specifically relating to children
who commit offenses to ensure that extensive
consideration is given to youthful immaturity,
trauma history, and the developmental
differences between children and adults
during parole hearings;

4. Issue an Executive Order banning the
placement of ALL children under the age of
eighteen (18) in adult jails or prisons; and

5. Require the Secretary of the Department of
Corrections or Public Safety (or BOP) to
conduct an annual accounting on every
person who is currently incarcerated for
crimes they committed as children. Allow this
information to be readily shared with human
and child rights organizations.

CONCLUSION

The United States is currently engaged in one of
the largest government-sanctioned human rights
abuses against children in the world today. It is in
violation of its treaty obligation under the
ICCPR, has refused to ratify and abide by the
CRC, and perpetuates human rights violations
that disproportionately impact minority children.
These children experience torturous conditions
which are prohibited under international law.

It doesn’t have to be this way. We can, as a
community, change the way we treat children
who come into conflict with the law and end this
shameful practice. In order to do so everyone
must step up. We need policymakers to champion
these reforms; we need criminal justice reformers

to prioritize children in reform efforts; we need
philanthropy to invest in this movement; and we
need the public to demand change.

The purpose of this report was to shine a light
into the U.S. prison system to find all of the
children we’ve been warehousing since the 20th
century and expose a pattern of human rights
abuses that are highly suggestive of crimes
against humanity. Our hope is for the U.S. to
resolve to do better and to take actions to be
better. In the interim, it is imperative that the
international community hold the U.S.
government and actors within its criminal justice
system accountable for its treatment of children.
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“Reforming the juvenile sentencing process is overdue in the U.S. For
too long, we've thrown young people into the justice system with an
inadequate understanding of why crimes occur and what can be done
to appropriately address them.”

Congressman Bruce Westerman (R-AR)

INTRODUCTION

The United States is currently incarcerating
32,359 people who were sent to prison for
offenses committed as children. Through the
continued practice of trying and sentencing
children as if they were adults, the U.S. is in
violation of Articles 10 and 14 of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights which was ratified by the U.S. Senate in
1992. Each one of the individuals we identified
while conducting the research for this report has
had their human rights violated. Instead of
receiving age-appropriate and trauma-informed
accountability measures that protected their
human rights, their child status was stripped
away, making it legally acceptable to place them
in inhumane conditions to serve their ‘adult’
sentence.

We lock up these children for decades and,
sometimes, for the duration of their natural lives.
While the policies that enable this inhumane
treatment of children are in violation of
international law, this pattern of practice is also
highly suggestive of conduct that constitutes
crimes against humanity under Article 7 of the
Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court.

This groundbreaking report gathers, for the first

time, data across 45 states on every individual
currently incarcerated in U.S. prisons for crimes
they committed as children. We have collected
data on children who were committed to prison
as recently as 2022 and as far back as the 1950°s.
We aggregated the data across the country to
identify larger themes and highlight individual
states that have engaged in severe violations of
children’s rights.

The story the data tells us is as tragic as the
conclusions we’ve drawn from it. Mass
incarceration is not something that only impacts
adults in the criminal justice system. Rather, it is
a feature of the American justice system that does
not discriminate based on age.

Fortunately, there is hope. In the past decade,
we’ve seen legislators work across the political
aisle to enact laws that treat justice system-
involved children with the dignity and humanity
they deserve. While we applaud this progress, we
continue to encourage policymakers, advocates,
and foundations to advance the additional
policies outlined in this report to ensure that our
treatment of children in conflict with the law is in
alignment with our aspirational standing to be a
moral leader on the international stage.
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NORMALIZATION OF CHILD
RIGHTS ABUSES IN THE

UNITED STATES

A concerted effort to dehumanize children in conflict with the law, especially
children of color, made it socially and morally acceptable to violate their

human rights

The international community — within which we
have historically positioned ourselves as a moral
leader® —reached a broad, unanimous consensus
on what it means to honor children’s human
rights. In 1959, the United Nations adopted the
Declaration on the Rights of the Child. Thirty
years later, the world reaffirmed its commitment
to protecting vulnerable children by adopting the
Convention on the Rights of the Child. Additional
child rights protections were enshrined through
the CRC’s Optional Protocols, as well as in other
human rights treaties such as the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

While the international community was
embracing a child rights framework for children
in conflict with the law, the United States went in
the opposite direction — eliminating protections
and making it easier to treat children as if they
were adults. The primary mechanisms used to
accomplish this are known as transfer laws,
whereby states permit, or require children as the
case may be, to be tried in the adult criminal
justice system where they are subject to the same
procedures, penalties, and incarceration as adults.
In some U.S. jurisdictions, there are no lower age
limits® for when a child may forfeit their “child”
status and be viewed, in the eyes of the law, as an
adult. Such treatment — where child status is null
and void - flies in the face of basic moral decency
and human rights standards as agreed upon by the
entire global community.

Why is it that the United States has failed to
embrace the tenets of and implement policies that
would protect the human rights of its most
vulnerable children? To answer that, we have to
look at the historical treatment of Black and
Brown children who make up the vast majority of
youth transferred and tried in the adult criminal
justice system.

FROM SLAVERY TO MASS
INCARCERATION: THE EVOLUTION
OF THE U.S. JUSTICE SYSTEM

The foundation of the modern U.S. criminal
justice system emerged from the era of chattel
slavery, which had been the economic driver for
the colonies.”” Colonists created policies that
provided a bulwark to slavery’s existence, a
reification of the division of people based on
country of origin and/or racial categorizations,
and the overall justification for treating people as
less than human. For example, miscegenation
laws, first enacted in the 1600’s, made it a felony
to engage in inter-racial marriage and/or sexual
relations. Our early criminal justice policies were
explicitly racialized. Southern slave-holding
states established their first police forces in the
17th and 18th centuries to patrol for enslaved
people who were running for their freedom.!' The
now-infamous Dred Scott case, shows just how
deeply the tentacles of racism permeated our
legal system during this time.'? In that case, the
U.S. Supreme Court ruled that a man who had
been enslaved could never be a citizen under the
Constitution. In affirming the practice of slavery
and the protection afforded to slave owners under
U.S. law, the Court emphasized:

“...the right of property in a slave is
distinctly and expressly affirmed in the
Constitution. The right to traffic in it, like
an ordinary article of merchandise and
property, was guaranteed to the citizens of
the United States, in every State that
might desire it, for twenty years. And the
Government in express terms is pledged
to protect it in all future time, if the slave
escapes from his owner. This is done in
plain words — too plain to be
misunderstood.”"

When the 13th Amendment to the Constitution



simultaneously abolished slavery while extending
its existence as “punishment for crime,” Southern
states utilized this loophole to establish “black
codes” that criminalized activities such as
loitering as a path to “re-enslave” individuals
who were unemployed or underemployed. Black
codes became a convenient way to extend the
free labor afforded by enslaved people — by first
locking out formerly enslaved people from
economic opportunities, arresting them for being
unemployed, and then farming them back out to
labor on the plantations from which they had just
been freed.'

After Reconstruction following the Civil War,
states continued to come up with creative laws to
systematically  target newly-freed African
Americans. In 1898, delegates in Louisiana, for
example, convened at a state Constitutional
Convention with the stated purpose of
“establishing the supremacy of the white race.”"”
One of the tools deployed to this end was to
allow non-unanimous jury convictions against
Black defendants in criminal cases. One local
paper endorsing the change in law wrote at the
time, “nine times out of ten” non-unanimous
juries removed the need for “popular justice.”'®
This was echoed by the Judiciary Chairman who
defended the new law: “we have also so changed
the judicial system that the delays which have so
often resulted in a man being hung by a mob will
disappear.”'’” At the time, media in the state
regularly commented on the fact that “juries in
these . . . localities seem to think that it is their
bounden duty to render a verdict of ‘guilty as
charged,” because the accused has black skin.”'®
The non-unanimous jury rule was a facially-
neutral legal mechanism by which Louisiana
could circumvent the 13th and 14th Amendments
in order to lynch black defendants in open court
or re-enslave them.

These efforts were particularly pernicious for
Black children throughout the 20th century.
Black boys and men were the targets of “facially
neutral laws” that regularly violated their
constitutional and human rights. One example is
that of fourteen-year-old George Stinney Jr. who
was convicted of murder in 1944 in South
Carolina."” The all White-jury deliberated for all
of ten minutes before George was sentenced to
death. Because of his small size, at 5ft 1in and
weighing just 95lb, the guards had difficultly
strapping him to the electric chair.?® As he was
being killed “the death mask slipped from his
face revealing the tears falling from his scared,
open eyes.”?! He was exonerated 70 years after
his murder.
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Localities in states across the country also
practiced ‘popular justice’ whereby Black boys
were lynched and their murderers subsequently
protected from prosecution or accountability. In
1955, fourteen-year-old Emmett Till was brutally
tortured and lynched in Mississippi for allegedly
offending a White woman in her family store.?
His murderers were acquitted by an all-White
jury.” Between the end of Reconstruction in 1877
and 1950 at least 4084 African Americans were
lynched in twelve Southern states.*

Throughout U.S. history African Americans have
been simultaneously targeted for prosecution by
the criminal justice system and denied access to
justice when extrajudicial violence was visited
upon them.

This genesis of our criminal justice system finds
its natural — and unsurprising — outgrowth in
current justice system policies and practices.
Today, for example, five states — Alabama,
Arkansas, Georgia, Mississippi and Texas —
continue to force people who are imprisoned to
work without pay.*® This includes individuals
who were prosecuted as adults for crimes they
committed as children.

Despite Jim Crow being thought of as a relic of
the past, it is still very much present in the U.S.
criminal justice system. For example, while the
Supreme Court struck down non-unanimous jury
convictions in Louisiana in 2020, nearly 100
Black people who were convicted as children
under the law remain incarcerated with no hope
of relief.?

And although the Supreme Court struck down the
death penalty for children in 2005,%” our research
shows that there are still individuals whose
sentence indicates they were “condemned” or
sentenced to death as a child. Additionally, there
are nearly 10,000 children serving death
sentences by another name: life imprisonment or
de facto life. Some of these children are afforded
no opportunity for release, depending on the laws
and practice of their state.

These are but a few examples of how the
racialized beginnings of the criminal justice
system are still seen and felt today by Black and
Brown children across the United States.

THE SUPER-PREDATOR THEORY &
EFFORTS TO DEHUMANIZE BLACK
AND BROWN CHILDREN

A brief increase in crimes committed by children
between 1987-1994% led to a concerted effort to
dehumanize children of color in order to violate
their human rights. The press fed the narrative by
depicting ‘teen killers’ and ‘young thugs’
primarily as children of color.”® One study found
that minority youth appeared in crime news
significantly more than white youth (52% versus
35%).%° This narrative led to a wave of draconian
policies that were rooted, in part, by racism.
“These reforms lowered the minimum age for
transfer, increased the number of transfer-eligible
offenses, or expanded prosecutorial discretion
and reduced judicial discretion in transfer
decision- making.”?! As a result, over a six year
period beginning in 1993, the number of children
housed in adult jails more than doubled.’’ By
2009, approximately 200,000 children were being
charged as adults annually.*

This policy shift occurred alongside the
emergence of the “super-predator theory’* that
proclaimed the appearance of a new wave of
children who were more violent and less
remorseful than ever before.” Characterizing
these kids as “Godless” “jobless” and “fatherless”
monsters with “no respect for human life,”*® a
major proponent of this now discredited theory
emphasized that “the trouble will be greatest in
“Black inner-city neighborhoods.”’

The theory became so mainstream in American
culture at the time that its messaging even
permeated out of the White House. In 1996, then-
first lady Hilary Clinton said to media: “They are
often the kinds of kids that are called ‘super-
predators.’ No conscience, no empathy, we can
talk about why they ended up that way, but
first we have to bring them to heel.”*

The impact of this history is critical for
understanding how the public and criminal justice
system actors view Black children generally. One
study suggests that being primed “over and over
through exposure to Black individuals or racially
coded language could produce changes in judges’
and juries’ perceptions of culpability and their
ensuring punitive judgements.”® The association
between “Black™ and criminality depicted in the
study, raises concerns about “lay people’s typical
notions about the innocence of juveniles.”*
Another study noted that “dehumanization is a
necessary precondition for culturally and/or state-
sanctioned violence.”! In this study, beginning at



the age of 10, “participants began to think of
Black children as significantly less innocent than
other children at every age group.”* The authors
rthetorically asked, “What might be the
consequences of this innocence gap in criminal
justice contexts, where perceiving someone as
not innocent has the most severe
consequences?”’®

One consequence of this campaign to
dehumanize Black and Brown children was to
make it morally, socially, and legally acceptable
to violate their human rights. After so much
historical and social conditioning Black and
Brown children are not seen as innocent as White
children oftentimes. This has made the American
public and public policymakers more comfortable
treating them as adults and violating their human
rights.

The passage of transfer laws that stripped away
child status, coupled with increases in mandatory
minimums and truth in sentencing laws during
the 1980’s and 90’s, has resulted in the mass

incarceration of more than 32,000 children in the
United States. Every year thousands* of children,
who are disproportionately children of color®, are
tried in the adult criminal justice system where
their child status is deemed irrelevant. This is the
outcome that the public and actors in the criminal
justice system have been conditioned to accept
over the past 40 years.

This was made possible by racist ideologies that
can be traced back to the dehumanization of
enslaved people in America. During chattel
slavery Black Americans were equated with
animals and described as having lower
intelligence, laziness and hyper-aggression,*
which made it morally and socially acceptable to
enslave them. Similarly, the dehumanization
efforts that Black children faced in the 1990’s as
a result of the mainstreaming of the “Super
Predator Theory” and campaign slogans like
“adult time for adult crime” made it acceptable to
treat them as ‘sub-human monsters’ undeserving
of human rights protection in the criminal justice
system.?’

Incarceration of Children by Decade and Race/Ethnicity
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The policies that were enacted during this era then worked exactly as they were intended. For example,
our data shows that incarceration rates of children pre-1970 remain fairly consistent across racial
demographics. However, in the ensuring decades between 1980 — 1990, 1990 — 2000, 2000 — 2010, and
2010 — 2020, we see a marked increase in the number of minority children, especially Black children,
who were prosecuted as adults and remain incarcerated today.

Of particular note is the spike in adult prosecutions and continued incarceration rate of Black children
post-1990 where we see the consequences wrought by the policies of the Super Predator Era. Today,
many policymakers and the American public accept this practice as the norm, rather than as the human
rights abuse that it is. It emerges from justice policies that are grounded in a history of chattel slavery,
which in turn informed our ingrained and continued cultural dehumanization of all children of color.
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HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES

Experienced by children who were prosecuted and sentenced as adults in the

United States criminal justice system

The severe harms that children face when placed
in adult jails and prisons have been well-
documented. They include physical and sexual
violence, solitary confinement, lack of mental
health  treatment, lack of educational
programming, and isolation from family. These
forms of child abuse frequently follow children
as they age and become adults in prison.

Physical and Sexual Violence

Children in adult prisons are five times more
likely to be assaulted,” and are nine times more
likely to die of suicide than those in facilities for
children.* Abuse of children in prison is so
pervasive that they intentionally commit
infractions in order to be moved to solitary
confinement to escape their abusers.>

Solitary Confinement

Some adult facilities preemptively move children
into permanent solitary as a “protective” policy.”!
The result is that indefinite solitary confinement
becomes the norm for many children in adult jails
and prisons. Solitary confinement has long been
recognized as a form of torture under the CRC
and the UN Convention Against Torture.”> Such
treatment holds unique harm for children whose
normative maturation process takes place in the
context of family, peers and community.*

Lack of Mental Health Treatment

Many children who come into conflict with the
law have experienced past trauma and Adverse
Childhood Experiences (ACEs), which can
include abuse or neglect, witnessing violence, or
untreated drug abuse or mental illness in their
households. One study revealed that 90% of
children in the justice system experienced at least
two ACEs. The same study also showed that 27%
of boys and 45% of girls experienced at least five
of these early childhood traumas.** For girls,
sexual abuse is particularly acute with an
estimated 80% having been previously
victimized.”> Adult prisons neither have
appropriate trauma-related treatment for children,
nor do they provide ideal conditions for
meaningful therapy.

Lack of Educational Programming

The educational programs that adult prisons
provide—mostly geared towards GEDs or
professional training, are not designed for a child
seeking a high school diploma, so much so that
their time in class may not even be credited as
progress.*® There are no individualized programs
or accommodations for special needs,”” and if the
prison imposes a period of isolation on or takes
disciplinary action against a child, then what little
educational programming that is provided may
grind to a halt.>® In any event, children are often
unable to participate in educational programming
within jails or prisons due to ‘sight and sound’
restrictions that are meant to protect them from
physical or sexual violence at the hands of older
adults in prison. Children who were given
lengthy prison terms, like life or de facto life
sentences, are often prohibited from participating
in programming.

Isolation from Family

By removing children from naturally occurring
supports, such as connections to family, school
and community mentors, children are denied
pathways to build their resiliency and address the
trauma at the root of their behavior.”
Furthermore, such removal inhibits the
development of important familial connections,
hindering development and negatively impacting
children’s mental health.
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U.S. TREATMENT OF CHILDREN

The United States’ treatment of children in conflict with the law and Article 7
of the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court

Over the last 75 years the United States has been
deeply engaged in crafting and signing numerous
treaties that put us in league with the larger
international community. These treaties include
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights
(adopted in 1948) in which the U.S. agreed that
“no one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.”

Of the many treaties, covenants and agreements
that provide an international context to U.S.
policies, two stand out as particularly salient. The
first is the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights (ICCPR),* which states that “all
persons deprived of their liberty shall be treated
with humanity and with respect for the inherent
dignity of the human person™!, that prisons

should be focused on rehabilitation®” and that
justice processes should take into account the age
of children.®

Article 10 of the ICCPR specifies that “juvenile
offenders shall be segregated from adults and be
accorded treatment appropriate to their age and
legal status,” while Article 14 states that
procedures for children “shall be such as will take
account of their age and the desirability of
promoting their rehabilitation.”

During the Senate ratification of the ICCPR, the
United States stated that it “reserves the right, in
exceptional circumstances, to treat children as
adults, notwithstanding paragraphs 2(b) and 3 of
Article 10 and paragraph 4 of Article 14.”%

The U.S. prison population of individuals who were convicted as adults for crimes they committed as
children (32,359) is greater than the total, combined prison populations of Denmark, Iceland, Ireland,
Northern Ireland, Norway, Sweden and Scotland. In fact, this incarcerated population in the U.S. is
larger than 171 other countries and independent territories, or, put another way, larger than the total
number of people in prison in almost 80% of the countries and territories in the world.® The vast
majority of these individuals in the U.S. are children of color.



However, the U.N. Human Rights Committee
observed that “the United States does not limit its
treatment of children as adults to exceptional
circumstances.” The Inter-American Commission
on Human Rights subsequently found that the
“ambiguity of this reservation has been
converted into an expansive gap in juvenile
justice systems across the U.S., resulting in the
violation of children’s human rights on
federal, state, and local levels.”

The second is the U.N. Convention on the Rights
of the Child (CRC), which is a treaty that has
been ratified by every country in the world except
the United States. Articles 37 and 40 provide a
road map for the fair treatment of children in
conflict with the law, including the establishment
of a minimum age of criminal responsibility,
increased due process protections at the point of
arrest, and treating children by different standards
than those used for adults.®® While not technically
bound by the CRC, the absence of the United
States as a treaty-party to the Convention speaks
volumes about our commitment to children’s
human rights.

Nevertheless, the U.S. is a party to the ICCPR
which is violated every time a child is tried in the
adult criminal justice system under circumstances
that are anything but “exceptional” or “rare.”
Federal law permits the trial of children as adults
in federal court when a crime involves drugs or
violence.®” Under 18 USC 5032, children 15 and
older charged with a wviolent felony, drug
trafficking, drug smuggling, or arson can be
transferred to adult court. If the offense involved
a firearm, the laws permit a child as young as 13
to be prosecuted in the federal system. And if the
child is 16 or 17, and has previously been
convicted of a felony drug or violent offense, he
or she is automatically prosecuted as an adult,
regardless of the child’s circumstances.®

The federal government is not alone, however, in
its routine violations of the ICCPR. Every U.S.
state also allows children to be tried as adults.®’
Some states, like Georgia, Texas, and Wisconsin,
exclude 17-year-olds from juvenile court
altogether — regardless of the alleged offense.
Others automatically exclude certain children
from juvenile court based on their age and/or
alleged offense. States like Florida, vest
prosecutors with immense discretion on which
children they can prosecute as adults. And yet
others, like Maryland, presume most children are
adults by starting their cases in criminal court and
letting judges decide which kids should have
their child status restored.

Particularly disturbing are the 29 states
highlighted below which allow children under the
age of fourteen to be convicted and sentenced as
an adult. It is not uncommon in some of these
states to see children as young as 10, 11, or 12
brought before judges in criminal court.

The prevalence of transferring children into the
adult criminal justice system is anything but
“exceptional” or “rare” in the United States. It is
more the rule than the exception, especially for
children of color. Against this backdrop, the
argument that the U.S. Abides by Articles 10 and
14 of the ICCPR cannot be seriously maintained.
There are real consequences to such policies and
the data in this report shows that. The U.S. is
currently engaged in one of the largest
government-sanctioned human rights abuses
against children in the world today.

In addition to being out of step with the CRC and
in violation of the ICCPR, the United States’
treatment of children in the adult criminal justice
system may very well constitute an international
crime. Under Article 7 of the Rome Statute of the
International Criminal Court, a crime against
humanity is defined as:

“...any of the following acts when
committed as part of a widespread or
systematic attack directed against any
civilian population, with knowledge of the
attack:...Imprisonment or other severe
deprivation of physical liberty in violation
of fundamental rules of international
law...[or]  Torture...[or]  Persecution
against any identifiable group...on...
racial...grounds that are universally
recognized as impermissible under
international law, in connection with any
act referred to [in this section]...[or]
Other inhumane acts of a similar character
intentionally causing great suffering, or
serious injury to body or to mental or
physical health...””

—
Py,
>
]
<
[Tl
Z
—]
O
it
O
L
I
9,
Py,
M
Z




CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY

Under the statute, “torture” is defined as the
intentional infliction of severe pain or suffering
upon a person in the custody of the accused; and
“persecution” is the intentional and severe
deprivation of fundamental rights contrary to
international law by reason of the identity of the
group or collectivity. Unlike genocide, “crimes
against humanity do not need to target a specific
group,” but rather can be perpetrated on any
civilian population. Nor is it necessary to prove
specific intent; it is sufficient to have the “simple
intent” to commit acts that cause intentional pain
and suffering.

The deliberate and wide-spread practice of trying
children in the adult criminal justice system and,
consequently, exposing them to additional human
rights violations such as the death penalty (before
it was banned), life without the possibility of
parole, physical and sexual violence in adult jails
and prisons, and long-term placement in solitary
confinement meets this standard. Every year it is
estimated that approximately 53,000 children are
charged in adult criminal court across the United
States.”! This practice has resulted in the mass
incarceration of more than 32,000 children
nationally. Approximately 29.24% of this
population are serving life or de facto life
sentences (40 years or more). And most of these
children — 79.69% — are racial minorities.

International human rights law recognizes that
such treatment and punishment of children who
have committed offenses are forms of torture
pursuant to the CRC and ICCPR. Current U.S.
policies and practice were driven by the now

debunked and racist Super Predator Theory in an
effort to target children in conflict with the law,
especially Black and Brown children. As a result
of a sustained multi-year effort these children
were painted and seen as ‘monsters’ undeserving
of human rights protections. In light of the
actions and statements by mainstream media,
influencers, elected officials, and members of the
White House, Black and Brown children were
persecuted. Their child status was ripped away
from them. Instead of asking the hard, but most
important questions of why and how so many
children were ending up in the justice system,
officials chose to systematically violate their
human rights by treating them as adults and
exposing them to a hellacious prison environment
few could ever imagine.

To be clear, treating White children as adults in
the criminal justice system is also a severe
violation of human rights. Because of their status
as children in conflict with the law, they were
also deliberately targeted by U.S. officials. We
call special attention to the treatment of Black
and Brown children due to our long history of
racialized justice policies, the impact of the Super
Predator Era and the significant disparate racial
impact produced by the resulting policies. In the
final analysis, the United States’ treatment of
ALL children in the adult criminal justice system,
resulting in their mass incarceration, is a violation
of its treaty obligation pursuant to the ICCPR and
meets the legal definition for Crimes Against
Humanity under Article 7 of the International
Criminal Court.
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DATA COLLECTION
AND STUDY METHODOLOGY

Conducting the background research for this
report was a laborious and illustrative exercise in
the opacity of state-based correctional and
criminal justice systems and the difficulties that
anyone who wishes to utilize a data-driven
approach to understanding their practices will
encounter. We believe that the default for state
departments of corrections should be to facilitate
public access to data. It should be easy to shine a
light into the criminal justice system, especially
when it comes to the treatment of children who
have been subjected to human rights violations.

DATA GATHERING

Beginning in the summer of 2021 we submitted
requests to the departments of correction in all 50
states and the District of Columbia asking for a
snapshot of the people currently in prison who
were under the age of 18 at the time they
committed the offense for which they were
incarcerated.”” When we began our research, we
had little insight into the vagaries or the
limitations of the data systems of each state. As
our research progressed, and some departments
were able to clarify the structure of their data
systems, we refined our data request so that
departments would more easily be able to provide
us with the data that we needed. The full text of
these data requests can be found at the end of this
report in the Appendix.

Five states (Alaska, Delaware, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Virginia) and the District of Columbia
did not provide usable data in response to our
request. In almost all circumstances, states
provided data only after repeated follow up
requests. One state, New York, took more than a
year and a half to provide the data. States
frequently charged us to provide the data. In total,
thousands of dollars were spent to acquire this
data. This project would not have been possible if
it were not for generous pro bono and financial
support provided by the Polsinelli Law Firm. We
are especially grateful to shareholder and HRFK
board member, Tony Torain, II, who made the
completion of this project a priority for the firm.

In response to our requests, we received 45
unique and uniquely different data sets. Some

states only track sentencing dates, rather than
offense dates, while others only track the date of
commitment to prison. (See Appendix for a
detailed list of what data states provided in
response to our request). Some states gave us
data in PDF format while others were able to
provide it in an Excel or Access spreadsheet. On
several occasions, states were unable to provide a
specific pull of the data in response to our query
and instead provided us with their full data sets of
all individuals who were incarcerated at that time.
States rarely provided full or even partial data
dictionaries.

Gathering demographic data proved to be another
challenge. Some states provided us with the
demographic data we requested (sex, race,
ethnicity, nationality) while others gave us one or
sometimes none of these details. Even when
state’s provided race and ethnicity data, we
approached it with caution. Minnesota, New
Mexico, New York and Kansas were the only
states that had separate designations for race and
ethnicity. Unfortunately, in order to enable state
comparisons and compile national aggregate
numbers, we had to count ethnicity as a race even
for states that disaggregated this data. Our count
of Native people who were incarcerated as
children is certainly an undercount, as many
states still don’t disaggregate Native people in
their demographic data or they count them as
“other.”” Only one state, Colorado, provided us
with information on country of origin. Having
accurate demographic data is crucial to
understanding the practice of incarcerating
children; state departments of correction should
improve how they collect and store this kind of
data.

At times the data we received was perplexing.
Several states had records that indicated that
children were incarcerated with adults at the age
of ten or younger. Nevada had an individual
incarcerated at age five; Mississippi had an
individual at age seven, and Tennessee had an
individual at age eight. Because we did not have
identifying information, we could not verify the
accuracy of this data. Other states still had
individuals with a death sentence on the books,
even though the 2005 Supreme Court’s decision
in Roper v. Simmons retroactively banned the
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death penalty for children. While this latter was
indicative of the vagaries of the data system’s
penchant for retention of initial sentences, it also
demonstrates that the data we received was at
times difficult to parse and may have some
inaccuracies. States themselves seemed confused
by their own data. Michigan initially provided a
data set with 3,775 individuals, but days before
this report was to go to the printer, they informed
us that the data they sent was significantly
inaccurate, requiring us to rerun all of our
national comparisons.

DATA CLEANING

Most of the data sets required some level of
cleaning. We did this either by hand or through
spreadsheet queries. In all data cleaning we
defaulted to the most conservative approach, so
that our totals are likely an undercount. Our
cleaning included the following:

1. Removing individuals who are currently
incarcerated for a violation of parole on their
original offense.

2. Removing individuals who had served their
full sentence, were released and who
subsequently reoffended.

3. Removing individuals with multiple records,
usually a separate record for each offense and
concomitant sentence. In these circumstances, we
chose the sentence record with the longest
sentence.

4. Determining sentence length by adding
sentences for multiple offenses in which the
records indicated that they were to run
consecutively or utilizing the longest sentence
when the records indicated that the sentences
were to run concurrently or when it was unclear
how the sentences were structured.

DATA ANALYSIS

We imported the data into an Access file and ran
a first stage analysis to get counts in the
following categories:

1. Sex

2. Race and ethnicity

3. Age

4. Decade of Offense

5. Numbered Sentences

6. Life Sentences (including when provided, a
breakdown of Life with the Possibility of Parole
and Life without Parole)

We then ran the following cross tabs on the data:

1. Numbered or life sentences by race
2. Length of sentence by race

3. Race and Age

4. Decade and sentence type

5. Decade and race

6. Race and gender

De Facto Life

We created a category of de facto, or virtual life
sentences, those sentences that are equal to or
greater than 40 years. These are sentences that are
for all practical purposes a life sentence in that
the individual will likely die or live the majority
of their life in prison. The United States
Sentencing Commission defines the cutoff for de
facto life at 470 months, just short of 40 years.”
We sorted the data to acquire this additional
count of people who received numbered
sentences but were in fact sentenced for their
natural lives. We should note that since we cannot
know if an individual will be eligible for parole
or release sooner than 40 years, these are top line
sentences and may constitute an over count of
actual time served.

Race and Ethnic Disparity

We utilized 2020 census data to get a rough
comparison of how the race and ethnic
percentages of the prison population compared to
the current percentage of the racial and ethnic
population overall in that state. Although the
individuals in prison had been committed over
the past six decades in which the racial and ethnic
population in that state had surely shifted, we
provide an inexact — yet still generally illustrative
— assessment of disparate treatment by our
criminal justice systems of children of color.

Calculating Race:
Prison to State Population Ratio

To calculate the ratio of each state’s prison racial
makeup to its overall state population, we divided
the percentage of each race by the overall state
percentage taken from 2020 Census Data.”” For
example, we divided Arizona’s percentage of
people incarcerated as a child who are white
(18.9%) by the state percentage of white people
(73.7%) to get a prison to state ratio of 0.26:1. A
value of 1 would indicate that the state’s prison
population of a certain race/ethnicity is the same



COST CALCULATION

We developed a calculation to determine the annual cost for the individuals who are currently
incarcerated utilizing publicly available costs per year per inmate in each state. And finally, we
generated a back of the envelope cost estimate of the total cost of incarcerating these individuals for the
full duration of their sentences. To do this we used the current annual cost for a year in prison by state,
which will be an overestimate for prior years and an underestimate for future years, particularly because
the estimate does not include the future costs of individuals who already require — or will in the future —
additional and expensive medical attention as they age. When calculating the cost of individuals
sentenced to life or de facto life sentences, we used the more conservative and lower estimate of 40
years for everyone.

Thus, to find the total sum of the costs to imprison individuals in every state who were convicted when
they were children, we used the following calculation:

Current annual prison costs multiplied by:

[average sentence length* for everyone who received a numbered sentence (not including de facto
life sentences) X the number of people with numbered sentences]

Plus
Current annual prison costs multiplied by:
[the number of people with de facto and/or life sentences X 40]

= total summary costs of incarcerating this current population of children for the duration of their
sentences.

*If there were minimum and maximum sentences, we used the maximum sentence to compute this average.

as that of the overall state population.

LIMITATIONS OF DATA ANALYSIS

There are important limitations to bear in mind
when reading this report. First, the accuracy of
the data itself. It should be noted that the
accuracy of each state analysis in this report, and
the aggregated national analysis we drew from
the state data, is completely dependent on the
transparency and accuracy of each state’s data
keeping practices. Early on it became clear that
some states were more accurately tracking
children in their criminal justice system than
others. For purposes of this report, when a state
responded directly to our request we relied
heavily on the assumption that the data provided
was accurate. Although our data requests were
very specific, we recognize that human error and
flaws in software, limit the accuracy of the data
turned over to us. Second, while we tried to clean
the data the best we could, it is possible that some
records that should have been removed actually
remained and some records that were removed
should have been retained. Furthermore, the data
we collected provides a snapshot in time over a

two-year period. Since we started this project
several people we identified have since been
released, while new children have simultaneously
entered the criminal justice system.

These nuances provide important contextual
background to how this report should be viewed.
The data is not 100% accurate. Rather, it provides
a broad overview and estimate based on
information returned to us by the states on the
impact of mass incarceration on children in
America.

This project was a massive undertaking with
several staff, consultants, and volunteers working
for the better part of two years to distill and
analyze national data to provide the first national
estimate of the number of people incarcerated in
U.S. prisons for crimes committed as children.
We are grateful to all of them and our funders
who made this report possible.
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CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY

MAJOR FINDINGS &
NATIONAL STATISTICS

From the start of 2021 to mid-2022, Human
Rights for Kids requested data from the
departments of corrections in all states and the
District of Columbia on individuals who are
currently incarcerated in prisons for crimes they
committed while under the age of 18. The data
we received from 45 states’ tells a horrific story
of the collective impact of our practice of
sentencing children to adult prison terms.

Overall Impact of Our Policies

The U.S. is currently incarcerating 32,359
individuals who were placed in prison before
they had the ability to drive, vote, or make their
own independent decisions. Some were so young
they were still subject to truancy laws, and far too
many weren’t even teenagers. They comprise
3.1% of our current overall state prison
population’” — enough people to fill a prison in
every state in the country.” This number is near
the total census of children in youth prisons for
delinquency adjudications, which stood at 36,469
as 0f 2019.7

Absent intervention, nearly one third of the
children who entered adult prison will not exit

until they are in their 50’s, having spent 40 years
or more behind bars.*® Children who were lucky
enough not to receive life sentences, will spend,
on average, between 14.59 to 21.72 years behind
bars.?!

Fiscal Impact

It’s difficult to calculate — or even grasp — the
collective human toll that these policies have
engendered. It is far easier to catalog the fiscal
impact. Our collective financial burden of having
imprisoned these children for the bulk of their
natural lives is more than 24 billion dollars®,
about the same amount of money the federal
government currently spends on childcare and
early education.®® The lost earning — and tax
paying — potential of removing these children
from the workforce is equally as staggering.
Assuming a median wage from the year 2000 of
$32,000% and that all individuals in prison
(including those who will be there for decades
more) will serve on average 25 years, we have
left on the table more than approximately $25.9
billion® in GDP as well as concomitant state and
federal tax revenue.




RACIAL DEMOGRAPHICS

The U.S. practice of prosecuting and incarcerating children as adults has a disparate impact on children
of color. There are 25,784 individuals who are identified as people of color who have been incarcerated
since childhood. This represents 79.69% of the total number of people in prison we’ve identified who
were prosecuted and incarcerated for crimes committed as children.

Figure 1: Racial/Ethnic Breakdown (Total Count)*

KEY RACE/ETHNICITY COUNT PERCENTAGE
ASIAN AMERICAN/ 0
PACIFIC ISLANDER 241 0.74%
- BLACK 18.819 58.17%
—
HISPANIC 5,860 18.11%
NATIVE AMERICAN 373 1.15%
OTHER 491 1.52%
WHITE 6,570 20.31%

*Hawaii provided no breakdown on Race/Ethnicity, and is not represented in

this graph.

SEVERITY OF SENTENCE

Many children sentenced and incarcerated as
adults will spend more than two decades in prison

and will not re-integrate back into their
communities until they are middle aged.
AVERAGE SENTENCE YEARS
Including de facto life
sentences 21.72
Excluding de facto life
sentences 14.59

Life Sentences Imposed on Children

We found that 6,301 individuals were sentenced
to a life term®, some with and some without
parole. This represents 19.47% of the total
number of individuals who have been
incarcerated since they were children.

De Facto Life Sentences Imposed on
Children

Even if a child is not sentenced to a technical
“life” term, he or she may be incarcerated for the
duration of their natural lives. The U.S.
Sentencing Commission considers a sentence
over 39 years, effectively a life sentence. An
additional 3,162 individuals are serving de facto
life sentences. This represents 9.77% of the total
population of children sentenced as adults to
prison.

Figure 2: Nationwide Sentence Types

KEY

TYPE CHILDREN | PERCENTAGE
DE FACTO LIFE 3,162 9.77%
LIFE 6,301 19.47%
NUMBERED 22,896 70.76%
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Children of color are sentenced to longer prison terms than White children when given numbered a
sentences. Children of color also receive more life sentences than White children. The average longest O
sentence was almost 60 years greater for Black children than White children.®’ Py,
Figure 3: Numbered Sentences Figure 4: Life Sentences 1
by Race/Ethnicity by Race/Ethnicity Z
S
Z
@ AAPI G)
‘ w
® BLACK
® HISPANIC —
® NATIVE AMERICAN
® OTHER
@ WHITE ’

RACE/ AVG.OVERALL | AVG.SHORTEST | AVG.LONGEST | NUMBERED LIFE
ETHNICITY SENTENCE SENTENCE SENTENCE SENTENCES SENTENCES
ALL 21.66 213 187.40 (SEE FIGURE 3) (SEE FIGURE 4)
AAPI 36.87 10.75 76.39 0.7% 0.8%
BLACK 21.40 313 171.51 59.7% 51.7%
HISPANIC 22.19 3.63 93.46 16.6% 24.8%
NATIVE 19.36 10.31 81.13 1.2% 1.0%
OTHER 19.57 10.30 36.86 1.2% 2.7%
WHITE 21.72 4.21 110.57 20.6% 19.0%

Minimum Sentences

On the other side of sentencing severity,
Black, Hispanic and White children have
significantly  lower average minimum
sentences. To address potential questions
about specific offenses attributed to this
population, these low sentences indicate a
barrier to entry in the adult system that is not
specific to the most severe or violent offenses;
rather, it indicates that moving children into
the adult system is a pervasive practice,
instead of a last resort for only the most
serious offenses. The average minimum
sentence is lowest for Black children,
meaning they have the lowest barrier of entry
to be treated as an adult.

Figure 5: Average Minimum Sentence Length
By Race
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Note: Data not provided for Hawaii.
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AGE DEMOGRAPHICS

The majority of children sentenced as adults — 58.28% — either committed their offense, were sentenced,
or were booked into prison at the age of 17, while 16-year-olds comprised 27.43% of those in prison.
Children 14 years of age and younger, comprised 3.49% of the total population.

Figure 6: Sentencing Age Breakdown
20,000

15,000

10,000

5,000
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Note: Data not provided for Texas and Montana.

AGE & RACIAL DEMOGRAPHICS

Black children are the majority of youth tried, sentenced, and incarcerated as adults at every age. This
trend increases as youth get older where 60% of individuals incarcerated for crimes committed at 16 or
17 years old are Black. Overall children of color make up between 73% and 80% of this incarcerated
population across all age ranges.

Figure 7: Age Breakdown by Race/Ethnicity

@® AAPI @®BLACK @HISPANIC @ NATIVE AMERICAN ~ ® OTHER @ WHITE

AGE 14
AGE 15
AGE 16
AGE 17
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
PERCENTAGE

Note: Data not provided for Hawaii, Texas, and Montana.
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“My parents in the household
swore at me and assaulted me,
they put me down and
humiliated me, they acted in a
way that made me afraid they
would physically hurt me, I was
pushed, I was grabbed, I was
slapped, and I was thrown. I was
hit very hard that I would have
marks and was injured. An adult
in my household touched me,
fondled me, and sexually
assaulted me. I often felt that no
one in my family loved me or
thought I was important or
special.”

Anonymous woman incarcerated
since childhood




GENDER DEMOGRAPHICS

Girls comprised a smaller, but still significant, proportion of the overall population of children convicted
and incarcerated as adults.®®

Figure 8: Gender/Sex of Incarcerated Children

KEY GENDER/SEX COUNT PERCENTAGE
- BOYS 25,354 96.90%
GIRLS 812 3.10%

<
>
a
O
A
il
Z
U
Z
@
N

GENDER & RACIAL DEMOGRAPHICS

While girls are a much smaller proportion of the  Figure 9: Racial/Ethnic Breakdown of the
population  of children prosecuted and  Gender of Incarcerated Children
incarcerated as adul.ts, th'e da?a' still shows Fhe @ BOYS GIRLS

same troubling racial disparities. Black girls
constitute nearly 42% of the overall female
population. Girls of color also make up 75%
approximately 60% of the women who have been
incarcerated since childhood. For boys, these

100%

50%

numbers are 62% and 77%, respectively.* 25%
0 <
N
s?‘
Figure 9: Race/Ethnicity of Figure 10: Race/Ethnicity of
Incarcerated Boys Incarcerated Girls
@ AAPI
® BLACK
® HISPANIC
® NATIVE AMERICAN
® OTHER
@ WHITE
GE;‘EXERI AAPI BLACK HISPANIC NATIVE OTHER WHITE
BOYS 0.7% 61.6% 13.4% 1.1% 0.7% 22.4%
GIRLS 0.4% 41.6% 15.9% 1.1% 1.0% 40.0%

Note: Data for gender of incarcerated children not provided for California, Hawaii, Maryland, New Mexico, and North Carolina.
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“Both my father and my stepmother were very abusive. My first
experience with direct abuse was at the age of 3 and it was from m

father. I have felt hopelessness off and on my entire life, and from the

f
age of 8 to 40, I've had nightmares and flashbacks.”
Anonymous woman incarcerated since childhood



DECADE OF INCARCERATION

Starting in the 1980°s we begin to see a significant increase in the number of children who were
convicted as adults. These numbers sharply increased during the Super-Predator Era and have remained
steady due to the policies of that time which made it easier to treat children as adults. It is worth noting
that in recent years’ children given life sentences has declined, while those given numbered sentences
has increased. This is perhaps a consequence of the Supreme Court decisions in Graham v. Florida and
Miller v. Alabama, which significantly limited states’ ability to impose life sentences on children.” *!

Figure 11: Children Sentenced as Adults and Incarcerated in Adult Prisons By Decade
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5,000
0

Q Q

0,\96 0,\"’«
S S
9 o

Figure 12: Sentence Type by Decade

20,000 ® LIFE
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Note: Data not provided for Nevada.
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DECADE OF INCARCERATION BY RACE

There is no single visualization that conveys the impact of the Super Predator Era on children like the
graphs and chart below. While the incarceration rate of people sent to prison as children remained fairly
consistent across racial demographics before 1990, we see a massive increase in the number of Black
children who remain incarcerated for offenses that occurred over the past 30 years. It is important to note
that many of the statutory and legal changes that made it easier to send children to adult courts remain

with us today.*?

Figure 13: Incarceration of Children by Decade and Race/Ethnicity

12,500 ©® AAPI
® BLACK
10.000 Vi ® HISPANIC
' ® NATIVE AMERICAN
©® OTHER
7,500 / © WHITE
5,000 /
2,500
0
o o o o O S o
& S & & S S o
4 0/ Q/ 0/ P 0/ ,
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Figure 14: Sentencing Per Decade by Race/Ethnicity
® AAPI @®BLACK @HISPANIC @ NATIVE AMERICAN @ OTHER © WHITE
1990s
2000s
2010s
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

PERCENTAGE

Note: Data not provided for Hawaii and Nevada.
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CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY

HOW STATES COMPARE TO ONE ANOTHER

We have failed our children on a national level. But children in some states fare far worse than in others.

We provide the following charts as a way of comparing how every state stacks up to one another based
on the following parameters:

1.

S A

The extent to which the state sentenced children to terms in adult prison.

The extent to which the overall prison population is composed of people who have been there since
childhood.

The number of children serving numbered or term-of-years sentences.

The number of children serving de facto life sentences.

The number of children serving life sentences.

The state’s average sentence length, including and excluding de facto life sentences.

The percentage of people of color in prison who have been incarcerated since childhood.

The extent to which the state’s sentencing policies disparately impacted AAPI, Black, Hispanic,
Native, and White children.

L —




INCARCERATION PERCENTAGE BASED ON GENDER

Overall boys are disproportionately impacted by state practices of charging and incarcerating children as
adults. In every state we analyzed boys comprised 90% or more of the total population of individuals
incarcerated as children who are still incarcerated in prisons across the U.S. There are seven states —
Connecticut, Georgia, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, and West Virginia — where girls
comprise 5% or more of this incarcerated population.

ALABAMA 98.5% 1.5% MONTANA 100.0% 0.0%
ALASKA N/A N/A NEBRASKA 97.4% 2.6%
ARIZONA 95.6% 4.4% NEVADA 96.0% 4.0%
ARKANSAS 97.7% 2.3% NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A
CALIFORNIA 0.0% 0.0% NEW JERSEY 97.7% 2.3%
COLORADO 97.1% 2.9% NEW MEXICO N/A N/A
CONNECTICUT 94.8% 5.2% NEW YORK 98.0% 2.0%
DELAWARE N/A N/A NORTH CAROLINA N/A N/A
FLORIDA 96.6% 3.4% NORTH DAKOTA 91.3% 8.7%
GEORGIA 94.8% 5.2% OHIO 97.3% 2.7%
HAWAII N/A N/A OKLAHOMA 93.2% 6.8%
IDAHO 100.0% 0.0% OREGON 94.4% 5.6%
ILLINOIS 98.1% 1.9% PENNSYLVANIA 98.2% 1.8%
INDIANA 99.1% 0.9% RHODE ISLAND 100.0% 0.0%
IOWA 96.3% 3.7% SOUTH CAROLINA 97.9% 21%
KANSAS 97.9% 21% SOUTH DAKOTA 93.1% 6.9%
KENTUCKY 100.0% 0.0% TENNESSEE 97.0% 3.0%
LOUISIANA 98.4% 1.6% TEXAS 95.7% 4.3%
MAINE 100.0% 0.0% UTAH 96.6% 3.4%
MARYLAND 0.0% 0.0% VERMONT N/A N/A
MASSACHUSETTS 98.9% 1.1% VIRGINIA N/A N/A
MICHIGAN 98.6% 1.4% WASHINGTON 96.4% 3.6%
MINNESOTA 98.9% 1.1% WEST VIRGINIA 92.1% 7.9%
MISSISSIPPI 98.2% 1.8% WISCONSIN 98.6% 1.4%
MISSOURI 96.0% 4.0% WYOMING 100.0% 0.0%
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> PERCENTAGE OF OVERALL PRISON POPULATION

— Four states — Louisiana, Wisconsin, South Carolina and Maryland — had a significantly higher

Z percentage of their current prison population comprised of people who are incarcerated for crimes

< committed as children (6% or greater). Nine states — California, Florida, Louisiana, South Carolina,

Z North Carolina, Georgia, Wisconsin, Maryland, and Missouri — have at least 1,000 people or more

») serving prison sentences for crimes they committed as children.”

L
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Z LOUISIANA 2,277 7.20% PENNSYLVANIA 822 1.80%

< WISCONSIN 1,709 7.13% UTAH 118 1.77%

SE SOUTH CAROLINA 1,139 6.12% NEW MEXICO 115 1.71%

@p) MARYLAND 1,132 6.09% COLORADO 306 1.55%

LLl

Z MISSOURI 1,091 4.19% SOUTH DAKOTA 58 1.53%

E MISSISSIPPI 770 3.97% MICHIGAN 554 1.46%

O IOWA 353 3.81% NORTH DAKOTA 23 1.28%
NORTH CAROLINA 1,179 3.46% ALABAMA 338 1.26%
TEXAS 5,272 3.33% OHIO 588 1.17%
OREGON 484 3.24% NEW JERSEY 216 1.16%
TENNESSEE 841 3.19% INDIANA 214 0.79%
CALIFORNIA 3,762 3.07% RHODE ISLAND 16 0.58%
ARKANSAS 532 3.00% OKLAHOMA 147 0.57%
FLORIDA 2,638 2.75% WEST VIRGINIA 38 0.56%
WASHINGTON 494 2.56% WYOMING " 0.44%
ILLINOIS 981 2.56% MONTANA 17 0.36%
CONNECTICUT 210 2.40% MAINE 5 0.23%
GEORGIA 1,249 2.31% IDAHO 21 0.22%
ARIZONA 933 2.28% HAWAII 5 0.16%
MASSACHUSETTS 182 2.22% KENTUCKY 11 0.05%
NEW YORK 749 2.19% ALASKA N/A N/A
NEVADA 274 2.13% DELAWARE N/A N/A
NEBRASKA 117 2.06% NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A
KANSAS 188 1.89% VERMONT N/A N/A
MINNESOTA 180 1.80% VIRGINIA N/A N/A




“I got sentenced to 60 years to life plus 9 months. I grew up with a
mother and a stepdad. My real dad is dead. I watched my mom get
abused growing up but he was also abusive towards me. I grew up
with older brothers who were violent and into drugs and the gang
scene. I grew up in the hood. I had a lot of mental health issues I
struggled with. I tried to commit suicide multiple times. I let my anger
build up from being abused mentally, physically, sexually. It led me to
take someone’s life which I regret.”

Anonymous woman incarcerated since childhood
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> CHILDREN SERVING NUMBERED SENTENCES

— e : .

— There are 22,896 individuals who were sent to prison as children to serve a numbered or term-of-years

Z sentence. Texas, Florida, California, Louisiana, Wisconsin, and Missouri have 1,000 or more people who

< have been incarcerated since childhood serving this type of sentence.

Z Note: This data excludes de facto life sentences.
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P OHIO 588 107 18.20%

Z . o

< UTAH 18 40 33.90%

(<'IE RHODE ISLAND 16 6 37.50%

W HAWAII 5 2 40.00%

LLl

Z CALIFORNIA 3,762 1,71 45.48%

E MASSACHUSETTS 182 84 46.15%

O INDIANA 214 99 46.26%
WEST VIRGINIA 38 18 47.37%
GEORGIA 1,249 675 54.04%
OKLAHOMA 147 80 54.42%
IDAHO 21 12 57.14%
PENNSYLVANIA 822 502 61.07%
MARYLAND 1132 694 61.31%
ALABAMA 338 212 62.72%
WYOMING 1 7 63.64%
NEW YORK 749 489 65.29%
NEBRASKA n7 77 65.81%
NEW MEXICO 15 78 67.83%
COLORADO 306 208 67.97%
MONTANA 17 12 70.59%
KENTUCKY 1 8 72.73%
LOUISIANA 2,277 1,656 72.73%
TEXAS 5,272 3,844 72.91%
ILLINOIS 981 77 73.09%
NORTH DAKOTA 23 17 73.91%




IOWA 353 266 75.35%
CONNECTICUT 210 160 76.19%
TENNESSEE 841 652 77.53%
SOUTH DAKOTA 58 45 77.59%
FLORIDA 2,638 2,058 78.01%
ARKANSAS 532 416 78.20%
NORTH CAROLINA 1179 931 78.97%
MISSISSIPPI 770 620 80.52%
SOUTH CAROLINA 1139 921 80.86%
MINNESOTA 180 147 81.67%
NEVADA 274 227 82.85%
NEW JERSEY 216 183 84.72%
ARIZONA 933 795 85.21%
MICHIGAN 554 474 85.56%
WISCONSIN 1,709 1,495 87.48%
KANSAS 188 165 87.77%
OREGON 484 434 89.67%
WASHINGTON 494 472 95.55%
MISSOURI 1,091 1,075 98.53%
MAINE 5 5 100.00%
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A
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> CHILDREN SERVING DE FACTO LIFE SENTENCES

— L . . .

— There are 3,162 individuals who were sent to prison as children to serve a de facto life sentence. Only

Z six states - Arizona, Hawaii, Idaho, North Dakota, Maine, and Kentucky - did not subject their children

<l: to de facto life sentences. Ten states have sentenced more than 20% of their children to de facto life

Z sentences. Additionally, seven states have 100 or more individuals serving de facto life sentences.

D Note: This data looks at sentences over 40 years.
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=7 UTAH 18 78 66.10%

< INDIANA 214 03 43.46%

(<% COLORADO 306 98 32.03%

@p) PENNSYLVANIA 822 242 29.44%

LLl

Z MONTANA 17 5 29.41%

o NEBRASKA n7 29 24.79%

O ILLINOIS 981 242 24.67%
CONNECTIUT 210 50 23.81%
WEST VIRGINIA 38 8 21.05%
SOUTH DAKOTA 58 12 20.69%
MARYLAND 1132 214 18.90%
RHODE ISLAND 16 3 18.75%
GEORGIA 1,249 218 17.45%
ARKANSAS 532 82 15.41%
TEXAS 5,272 785 14.89%
IOWA 353 44 12.46%
OHIO 588 60 10.20%
LOUISIANA 2,277 230 10.10%
NEW JERSEY 216 21 9.72%
FLORIDA 2,638 251 9.51%
WYOMING 1 1 9.09%
KANSAS 188 15 7.98%
SOUTH CAROLINA 1,139 85 7.46%
MISSISSIPPI 770 44 571%
NEW MEXICO 115 6 5.22%
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ALABAMA 338 16 4.73%
WASHINGTON 494 22 4.45%
WISCONSIN 1,709 73 4.27%
OKLAHOMA 147 6 4.08%
TENNESSEE 841 25 2.97%
MICHIGAN 554 15 2.71%
NEVADA 274 7 2.55%
NORTH CAROLINA 1,179 28 2.37%
MINNESOTA 180 3 1.67%
MISSOURI 1,091 16 1.47%
OREGON 484 6 1.24%
MASSACHUSETTS 182 2 1.10%
CALIFORNIA 3,762 26 0.69%
NEW YORK 749 1 0.13%
ARIZONA 933 0 0.00%
HAWAII 5 0 0.00%
IDAHO 21 0 0.00%
KENTUCKY 11 0 0.00%
MAINE 5 0 0.00%
NORTH DAKOTA 23 0 0.00%
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A




> CHILDREN SERVING LIFE SENTENCES
|: There are 6,301 individuals who were sent to prison as children to serve a life sentence. In ten states
Z more than 30% of the sentences given to children were life sentences. Additionally, fifteen states had
<Zl: 100 or more children sentenced to life imprisonment.
| [ [romrorwmon | CRERRITUT | pecmmac |
L
— OHIO 588 421 71.60%
% HAWAII 5 3 60.00%
<_l: CALIFORNIA 3,762 2,025 53.83%
g% MASSACHUSETTS 182 96 52.75%
o)) RHODE ISLAND 16 7 43.75%
LIZJ IDAHO 21 9 42.86%
E OKLAHOMA 147 61 41.50%
O NEW YORK 749 259 34.58%
ALABAMA 338 110 32.54%
WEST VIRGINIA 38 12 31.58%
GEORGIA 1,249 356 28.50%
KENTUCKY 11 3 27.27%
WYOMING 11 3 27.27%
NEW MEXICO 115 31 26.96%
NORTH DAKOTA 23 6 26.09%
MARYLAND 1,132 224 19.79%
TENNESSEE 841 164 19.50%
NORTH CAROLINA 1,179 220 18.66%
LOUISIANA 2,277 391 17.17%
MINNESOTA 180 30 16.67%
ARIZONA 933 138 14.79%
NEVADA 274 40 14.60%
MISSISSIPPI 770 106 13.77%
FLORIDA 2,638 329 12.47%
TEXAS 5,272 643 12.20%




IOWA 353 43 12.18%
MICHIGAN 554 65 11.73%
SOUTH CAROLINA 1,139 133 11.68%
INDIANA 214 22 10.28%
PENNSYLVANIA 822 78 9.49%
NEBRASKA 117 11 9.40%
OREGON 484 44 9.09%
WISCONSIN 1,709 141 8.25%
ARKANSAS 532 34 6.39%
NEW JERSEY 216 12 5.56%
KANSAS 188 8 4.26%
ILLINOIS 981 22 2.24%
SOUTH DAKOTA 58 1 1.72%
COLORADO 306 0 0.00%
CONNECTICUT 210 0 0.00%
MAINE 5 0 0.00%
MISSOURI 1,091 0 0.00%
MONTANA 17 0 0.00%
UTAH 118 0 0.00%
WASHINGTON 494 0 0.00%
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A
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AVERAGE SENTENCE LENGTH FOR CHILDREN N
Thirty-five states sentenced children to 15 years or more on average. Four states — Colorado, Utah, :[_>|
Indiana and Ohio — sentenced children convicted as adults to 40 years or more on average. I'_I|'I
O
RIS e e
ALABAMA 23.62 20.90 MONTANA 29.11 13.85 Z
ALASKA N/A N/A NEBRASKA 28.40 14.26 E
ARIZONA 8.65 8.65 NEVADA 10.98 9.82 §)
ARKANSAS 22.39 17.23 NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A O
CALIFORNIA 18.23 17.80 NEW JERSEY 19.56 16.15 %
COLORADO 187.97 14.95 NEW MEXICO 23.65 17.34
CONNECTICUT 29.84 13.29 NEW YORK 12.27 12.19
DELAWARE N/A N/A NORTH CAROLINA 13.32 11.13
FLORIDA 19.21 15.09 NORTH DAKOTA 8.69 8.69
GEORGIA 28.70 20.07 OHIO 41.06 21.66
HAWAII 20.00 20.00 OKLAHOMA 20.26 15.15
IDAHO 14.06 14.06 OREGON 9.53 8.84
ILLINOIS 31.58 23.27 PENNSYLVANIA 30.80 19.72
INDIANA 43.58 17.94 RHODE ISLAND 26.93 18.69
IOWA 22.07 16.56 SOUTH CAROLINA 18.70 15.93
KANSAS 17.61 14.95 SOUTH DAKOTA 30.08 13.55
KENTUCKY 15.81 15.81 TENNESSEE 13.41 12.17
LOUISIANA 19.49 13.74 TEXAS 20.79 13.76
MAINE 21.00 21.00 UTAH 69.75 10.78
MARYLAND 25.69 17.01 VERMONT N/A N/A
MASSACHUSETTS 13.72 12.86 VIRGINIA N/A N/A
MICHIGAN 15.38 14.26 WASHINGTON 15.28 13.67
MINNESOTA 15.09 14.59 WEST VIRGINIA 30.40 22.50
MISSISSIPPI 17.25 14.68 WISCONSIN 12.45 9.75
MISSOURI 15.41 14.98 WYOMING 23.78 8




> PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN OF COLOR IN THE PRISON POPULATION
|: The prison population of people incarcerated for crimes committed as children is comprised of 80% or
<Z[ more people of color in nineteen states.
>
= EENETTNE
T CALIFORNIA 93.97% KANSAS 72.34%
(|7) RHODE ISLAND 93.75% OKLAHOMA 71.43%
z ILLINOIS 91.13% COLORADO 70.92%
(<-|§ MARYLAND 90.46% MINNESOTA 70.56%
<]: NEW YORK 89.19% OHIO 70.41%
& ALABAMA 87.87% WISCONSIN 66.94%
Z MISSISSIPPI 86.36% WYOMING 63.64%
% NEW JERSEY 86.11% MISSOURI 62.97%
PENNSYLVANIA 84.55% IOWA 60.62%
GEORGIA 84.55% UTAH 60.17%
CONNECTICUT 84.29% SOUTH DAKOTA 56.90%
LOUISIANA 83.44% KENTUCKY 54.55%
TENNESSEE 82.76% NORTH DAKOTA 47.83%
NORTH CAROLINA 82.53% WASHINGTON 43.32%
NEVADA 81.75% MONTANA 41.18%
ARIZONA 81.14% OREGON 34.30%
SOUTH CAROLINA 80.95% IDAHO 33.33%
NEW MEXICO 80.87% WEST VIRGINIA 26.32%
TEXAS 80.65% ALASKA N/A
MICHIGAN 78.88% DELAWARE N/A
NEBRASKA 77.78% NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A
ARKANSAS 75.75% VERMONT N/A
INDIANA 75.23% VIRGINIA N/A
FLORIDA 74.11% HAWAII N/A
MASSACHUSETTS 72.53% MAINE N/A
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“My first experience with abuse was when I was 3 years old. I was
sexually abused from 3-5, then physical abuse started around 6 to 7
years old. Even my foster dad started it. My mother was in and out of
jail my entire life. She had me at a women’s prison in 1990. I didn’t

see her again until I was 9 years old.”

Anonymous woman incarcerated since childhood
57




> RACIAL DISPARITIES AMONG AAPI CHILDREN
= : : : . :
o Two states — Rhode Island and Utah — showed a disparate impact for Asian American and Pacific
<Z]: Islander (AAPI) children.
o e [ecowr [ ARGRGn | recawmace | osearmveamo |
T RHODE ISLAND 2 12.50% 4.40% 2.84
(|7) UTAH 9 7.63% 3.80% 2.01
z SOUTH DAKOTA 1 1.72% 2.10% 0.82
(<_I§ WASHINGTON 47 9.51% 12.20% 0.78
<]: KANSAS 5 2.66% 3.80% 0.70
& COLORADO 8 2.61% 4.90% 0.53
Z IOWA 5 1.42% 3.00% 0.47
% MINNESOTA 4 2.22% 6.30% 0.35
WISCONSIN 21 1.23% 3.70% 0.33
MICHIGAN 7 1.26% 4.10% 0.31
INDIANA 2 0.93% 3.10% 0.30
MASSACHUSETTS 4 2.20% 8.30% 0.26
OREGON 8 1.65% 6.50% 0.25
NEVADA 6 2.19% 11.40% 0.19
TENNESSEE 4 0.48% 2.60% 0.18
MISSISSIPPI 2 0.26% 1.50% 0.17
MISSOURI 5 0.46% 2.90% 0.16
ARIZONA 7 0.75% 4.90% 0.15
SOUTH CAROLINA 4 0.35% 2.40% 0.15
PENNSYLVANIA 4 0.49% 4.60% 0.1
GEORGIA 7 0.56% 5.30% 0.11
NEW YORK 8 1.07% 10.80% 0.10
NORTH CAROLINA 4 0.34% 4.10% 0.08
ARKANSAS 1 0.19% 2.30% 0.08
CALIFORNIA 44 1.17% 17.80% 0.07




%
>
M
@)
O
<
U
>
2y,
@p)
@)
Z
0p)

TEXAS 12 0.23% 6.30% 0.04
MARYLAND 3 0.27% 8.10% 0.03
ILLINOIS 2 0.20% 6.80% 0.03
ALABAMA 0 0.00% 2.00% 0.00
CONNECTICUT 0 0.00% 5.70% 0.00
FLORIDA 0 0.00% 3.90% 0.00
IDAHO 0 0.00% 2.60% 0.00
KENTUCKY 0 0.00% 2.20% 0.00
LOUISIANA 0 0.00% 2.40% 0.00
MAINE 0 0.00% 1.90% 0.00
MONTANA 0 0.00% 1.60% 0.00
NEBRASKA 0 0.00% 3.50% 0.00
NEW JERSEY 0 0.00% 11.30% 0.00
NEW MEXICO 0 0.00% 2.60% 0.00
NORTH DAKOTA 0 0.00% 2.40% 0.00
OHIO 0 0.00% 3.20% 0.00
OKLAHOMA 0 0.00% 3.10% 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 0 0.00% 1.20% 0.00
WYOMING 0 0.00% 1.60% 0.00
HAWAII N/A N/A N/A N/A
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A N/A




> RACIAL DISPARITIES AMONG BLACK CHILDREN

|: Every state, with the exception of Maine and Wyoming, tried, sentenced, and incarcerated Black

<Z[ children as adults at a greater rate than their percentage in the overall state population.

[ oo [EXSNS [ SNEARRR™ [ ooeanrveatio |

D)

T MONTANA 3 17.65% 1.20% 14.71

(|7) IOWA 175 49.58% 5.40% 9.18

z NEBRASKA 60 51.28% 6.40% 8.01

(<_I§ WISCONSIN 1,033 60.44% 7.70% 7.85

<l: KANSAS 95 50.53% 7.60% 6.65

P IDAHO 2 9.52% 1.50% 6.35

LLl

Z UTAH 15 12.71% 2.10% 6.05

% MINNESOTA 92 51.11% 8.50% 6.01
INDIANA 142 66.36% 11.20% 5.92
PENNSYLVANIA 614 74.70% 12.70% 5.88
COLORADO 92 30.07% 5.50% 5.47
OKLAHOMA 76 51.70% 9.70% 5.33
WEST VIRGINIA 10 26.32% 5.00% 5.26
MICHIGAN 409 73.83% 15.30% 4.83
OHIO 402 68.37% 14.40% 4.75
CONNECTICUT 128 60.95% 13.00% 4.69
KENTUCKY 5 45.45% 9.70% 4.69
MASSACHUSETTS 81 44 .51% 9.50% 4.68
NEW JERSEY 153 70.83% 15.20% 4.66
MISSOURI 652 59.76% 13.00% 4.60
TENNESSEE 668 79.43% 17.30% 4.59
ILLINOIS 693 70.64% 15.50% 4.56
WASHINGTON 126 25.51% 5.80% 4.40
ARKANSAS 380 71.43% 16.50% 4.33
OREGON 66 13.64% 3.20% 4.26
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RHODE ISLAND 6 37.50% 9.10% 4.12
FLORIDA 1,815 68.80% 17.20% 4.00
CALIFORNIA 1,067 28.36% 7.10% 3.99
ARIZONA 226 24.22% 6.20% 3.91
NEVADA 125 45.62% 12.10% 3.77
NEW YORK 460 61.42% 17.50% 3.51
TEXAS 2,414 45.79% 13.60% 3.37
NORTH CAROLINA 857 72.69% 22.50% 3.23
ALABAMA 295 87.28% 27.20% 3.21
SOUTH CAROLINA 896 78.67% 26.80% 2.94
SOUTH DAKOTA 5 8.62% 3.00% 2.87
MARYLAND 920 81.27% 32.00% 2,54
LOUISIANA 1,896 83.27% 33.10% 2.52
GEORGIA 1,000 80.06% 33.00% 2.43
MISSISSIPPI 656 85.19% 37.90% 2.25
NEW MEXICO 8 6.96% 3.20% 2.17
NORTH DAKOTA 1 4.35% 4.40% 0.99
MAINE 0 0.00% 2.70% 0.00
WYOMING 0 0.00% 1.70% 0.00
HAWAII N/A N/A N/A N/A
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A N/A
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> RACIAL DISPARITIES AMONG HISPANIC CHILDREN
Z Twenty-one states disproportionately tried, sentenced, and incarcerated Hispanic children as adults.
-~ s Jcowr | ZNRNS | SRchwmaet” | DSPARTYRATO |
I RHODE ISLAND 7 43.75% 16.60% 2.64
(|7) KENTUCKY 1 9.09% 4.60% 1.08
z UTAH 35 29.66% 15.10% 1.96
(<_I§ MASSACHUSETTS 45 24.73% 12.60% 1.96
<l: SOUTH DAKOTA 5 8.62% 4.40% 1.96
& WYOMING 2 18.18% 10.20% 1.78
Z NEBRASKA 25 21.37% 12.00% 1.78
% ARIZONA 461 49.41% 30.70% 1.61
CALIFORNIA 2,202 58.53% 39.40% 1.49
COLORADO 99 32.35% 21.90% 1.48
NEW MEXICO 78 67.83% 47.70% 1.42
KANSAS 34 18.09% 13.00% 1.39
CONNECTICUT 48 22.86% 17.30% 1.32
MINNESOTA 14 7.78% 6.10% 1.28
NEW YORK 178 23.77% 19.50% 1.22
IOWA 29 8.22% 6.80% 1.21
NEVADA 91 33.21% 28.70% 1.16
OREGON 75 15.50% 13.90% 1.11
PENNSYLVANIA 74 9.00% 8.10% 1.11
IDAHO 3 14.29% 13.00% 1.10
ILLINOIS 195 19.88% 18.20% 1.09
NORTH DAKOTA 1 4.35% 4.30% 1.01
OKLAHOMA 17 11.56% 11.90% 0.97
TEXAS 1,810 34.33% 39.30% 0.87
INDIANA 13 6.07% 8.20% 0.74
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MARYLAND 60 5.30% 11.80% 0.45
MISSOURI 23 2.11% 4.90% 0.43
ARKANSAS 19 3.57% 8.50% 0.42
TENNESSEE 24 2.85% 6.90% 0.41
GEORGIA 48 3.84% 10.50% 0.37
MICHIGAN 10 1.81% 5.60% 0.32
MISSISSIPPI 6 0.78% 3.60% 0.22
FLORIDA 126 4.78% 26.50% 0.18
LOUISIANA 2 0.09% 6.90% 0.01
ALABAMA 0 0.00% 5.30% 0.00
MAINE 0 0.00% 2.00% 0.00
MONTANA 0 0.00% 4.20% 0.00
NEW JERSEY 0 0.00% 21.60% 0.00
NORTH CAROLINA 0 0.00% 10.70% 0.00
OHIO 0 0.00% 4.40% 0.00
SOUTH CAROLINA 0 0.00% 6.90% 0.00
WASHINGTON 0 0.00% 13.70% 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 0 0.00% 1.90% 0.00
WISCONSIN 0 0.00% 7.60% 0.00
HAWAII N/A N/A N/A N/A
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A N/A




> RACIAL DISPARITIES AMONG NATIVE AMERICAN CHILDREN
— Eleven states disproportionately tried, sentenced, and incarcerated Native children as adults. Wyoming
<Z[ and North Dakota had by far the greatest disparities for children of Native descent.
o [ [eowr  [RRNPon | Percawiace | Dseanmyeatio |
T WYOMING 5 45.45% 4.80% 9.47
(|7) NORTH DAKOTA 9 39.13% 7.20% 5.43
z MINNESOTA 17 9.44% 2.80% 3.37
(<_I§ SOUTH DAKOTA 21 36.21% 11.10% 3.26
<l: MONTANA 4 23.53% 9.30% 2.53
& UTAH 8 6.78% 2.70% 2.51
Z WISCONSIN 86 5.03% 2.50% 2.01
% NEBRASKA 6 5.13% 2.80% 1.83
IDAHO 1 4.76% 3.60% 1.32
WASHINGTON 21 4.25% 4.10% 1.04
NORTH CAROLINA 32 2.71% 3.00% 0.90
ARIZONA 47 5.04% 6.30% 0.80
IOWA 5 1.42% 1.80% 0.79
NEW YORK 11 1.47% 2.00% 0.73
COLORADO 7 2.29% 3.60% 0.64
OREGON 12 2.48% 4.40% 0.56
OKLAHOMA 12 8.16% 16.00% 0.51
MICHIGAN 6 1.08% 2.40% 0.45
MARYLAND 10 0.88% 2.10% 0.42
NEW MEXICO 5 4.35% 12.40% 0.35
CONNECTICUT 1 0.48% 1.70% 0.28
KANSAS 2 1.06% 3.80% 0.28
CALIFORNIA 34 0.90% 3.60% 0.25
NEVADA 2 0.73% 3.40% 0.21
ARKANSAS 2 0.38% 3.80% 0.10
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MISSOURI 3 0.27% 3.00% 0.09
OHIO 1 0.17% 2.00% 0.09
ILLINOIS 1 0.10% 2.20% 0.05
FLORIDA 2 0.08% 1.80% 0.04
GEORGIA 1 0.08% 2.00% 0.04
LOUISIANA 2 0.09% 2.20% 0.04
TEXAS 2 0.04% 2.70% 0.01
ALABAMA 0 0.00% 2.60% 0.00
INDIANA 0 0.00% 2.10% 0.00
KENTUCKY 0 0.00% 2.00% 0.00
MAINE 0 0.00% 2.50% 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 0 0.00% 1.30% 0.00
MISSISSIPPI 0 0.00% 1.80% 0.00
NEW JERSEY 0 0.00% 1.60% 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 0 0.00% 1.50% 0.00
RHODE ISLAND 0 0.00% 2.10% 0.00
SOUTH CAROLINA 0 0.00% 2.10% 0.00
TENNESSEE 0 0.00% 2.30% 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 0 0.00% 2.10% 0.00
HAWAII N/A N/A N/A N/A
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A N/A




> RACIAL DISPARITIES AMONG WHITE CHILDREN
= : : : L :
o With the exception of Maine, White children were sentenced and incarcerated as adults at a rate lower
<Z[ than their prevalence in the state population.
- e [eowr [ ARGRGn | recawmace | osearmveamo |
T MAINE 5 100.00% 95.40% 1.05
(|7) WEST VIRGINIA 28 73.68% 94.40% 0.78
z OREGON 318 65.70% 84.80% 0.77
(<_I§ IDAHO 14 66.67% 90.20% 0.74
<l: WASHINGTON 280 56.68% 76.70% 0.74
& MONTANA 10 58.82% 90.90% 0.65
Z NORTH DAKOTA 12 52.17% 88.00% 0.59
% KENTUCKY 5 45.45% 87.50% 0.52
SOUTH DAKOTA 25 43.10% 85.70% 0.50
UTAH 47 39.83% 86.80% 0.46
MISSOURI 404 37.03% 83.40% 0.44
IOWA 139 39.38% 89.80% 0.44
WYOMING 4 36.36% 92.00% 0.40
WISCONSIN 565 33.06% 86.20% 0.38
OKLAHOMA 42 28.57% 75.50% 0.38
OHIO 174 29.59% 82.40% 0.36
MASSACHUSETTS 50 27.47% 76.80% 0.36
MINNESOTA 53 29.44% 83.20% 0.35
FLORIDA 683 25.89% 73.20% 0.35
COLORADO 89 29.80% 82.40% 0.35
KANSAS 52 27.66% 84.80% 0.33
ARKANSAS 129 24.25% 77.00% 0.31
INDIANA 53 24.77% 83.30% 0.30
TEXAS 1,020 19.35% 67.00% 0.29
SOUTH CAROLINA 217 19.05% 68.70% 0.28
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NEW MEXICO 22 19.13% 70.20% 0.27
GEORGIA 193 15.45% 58.00% 0.27
LOUISIANA 377 16.56% 62.30% 0.27
MICHIGAN 117 21.12% 79.80% 0.26
NEBRASKA 26 22.22% 85.40% 0.26
ARIZONA 176 18.86% 73.70% 0.26
NORTH CAROLINA 206 17.47% 68.30% 0.26
NEVADA 50 18.25% 73.80% 0.25
MISSISSIPPI 105 13.64% 59.40% 0.23
TENNESSEE 145 17.24% 77.80% 0.22
NEW JERSEY 30 13.89% 63.50% 0.22
CONNECTICUT 33 15.71% 74.70% 0.21
PENNSYLVANIA 127 15.45% 80.40% 0.19
ALABAMA 41 12.13% 68.80% 0.18
NEW YORK 81 10.81% 62.00% 0.17
MARYLAND 108 9.54% 55.40% 0.17
ILLINOIS 87 8.87% 69.70% 0.13
CALIFORNIA 227 6.03% 54.60% 0.11
RHODE ISLAND 1 6.25% 78.40% 0.08
HAWAII N/A N/A N/A N/A
ALASKA N/A N/A N/A N/A
DELAWARE N/A N/A N/A N/A
NEW HAMPSHIRE N/A N/A N/A N/A
VERMONT N/A N/A N/A N/A
VIRGINIA N/A N/A N/A N/A







ALABAMA Trends Over Time
5

338 (5 girls, 333 boys)
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ALASKA

Alaska did not respond to our request for data, and as such they are not represented in our study.
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ARIZONA Trends Over Time wm
600 —
Total Incarcerated Children 500 :[_>|
933 (41 girls, 892 boys) 200 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
2.28% g % Z
Annual Cost G 200 :%
$23,695,401.00% 100 %
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T
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Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
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ARKANSAS Trends Over Time
400

532 (12 girls, 520 boys)
Percentage of State Prison Population
3%

Annual Cost 100
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300
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o o
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CALIFORNIA Trends Over Time Cil)
Total Incarcerated Children 2K :[_>|
3,762 (no gender/sex data) L5k M
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S >
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COLORADO Trends Over Time
200

306 (9 girls, 297 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
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Annual Cost 50

$12,026,718.00'

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0
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CONNECTICUT Trends Over Time
5
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The District of Columbia did not respond to our request for data, and as such they are not represented in
our study. Accordingly, anybody incarcerated in the federal system is not accounted for as well.
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DELAWARE

Delaware did not respond to our request for data, and as such they are not represented in our study.
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FLORIDA

2,638 (91 girls, 2,547 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
2.75%

Annual Cost

$50,304,022.00'°

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration

$1,034,592,790.18'7
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Trends Over Time

1500

1,250

1000

+«= 750
c
8 500
o

250

0
1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Decade

® BLACK

@ HISPANIC
126 (4.8%)

® NATIVE
2 (0.1%)

® OTHER
12 (0.4%)

® WHITE
683 (25.9%)

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15
16

1,815 (68.8%)

Prison to State Population Ratio
Value of 1 means no disparity

5.00
Rel
5 400
[+ 4
)
o 3.00
5
c 200
o
o
[0) 1.00
o
0.00 N n o «
Q 19 % J &
SR
e Q;\Y %Qv & Q
N

0 200 400 600 800

1.2K 1.4K 1.6K 1.8K 2K

Count

Life Sentences: ALL 19.21 1.00 1,000.00
329 (12.47%) BLACK 19.47 1.00 1,000.00
gsellz;c;(l);;;fe Sentences: HISPANIC 19.91 3.00 75.00
Average Sentence Length: NATIVE 15.50 15.00 16.00
(1 195.?019},;::1; without De Facto Life) OTHER 2105 158 40.00

WHITE 18.31 1.27 155.00




GEORGIA Trends Over Time cﬁ
Total Incarcerated Children 800 :[_>|
1,249 (65 girls, 1,184 boys) 500 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
2.31% € 400 Z
Annual Cost S 200 :%
$24,951,273.00!% W
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$724,305,333.25'% Decade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
7 (0.6%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK o 250
1,000 (80.1%) 2 200
/ ® HISPANIC m
48 (3.8%) “8’, 150
©® NATIVE T 100
1(0.1%) 3
© WHITE g 0°0
193 (15.5%) 0.00
K &

Age Breakdown

0 80 160 240 320 400 480 560 640 720 800
Count

356 (28.50%) AAPI 4750 45.00 50.00
?fglggtzslg}of)e Sentences: BLACK 28.59 2.00 185.00
Average Sentence Length HISPANIC 37.44 3.00 152.00
28.7 years WHITE 26.81 2.00 90.00
(20.07 years without De Facto Life) i i i




HAWAII Trends Over Time
20

5 (no gender/sex breakdown)

Percentage of State Prison Population
0.16%

Annual Cost 05

$147,125.00'°

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$4,708,000.00""!

Count

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

No race/ethnicity data provided.

>_
=
Z
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>
)
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Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

Count

ALL 3 2

De Facto Life Sentences:
0

Average Sentence Length:

112

20 years




IDAHO Trends Over Time Cil)
Total Incarcerated Children :[>
10 -
21 (0 girls, 21 boys) o M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
= 6
0.22% < Z
Annual Cost s * :[>
113 2 -U
$465,822.00 W
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T
1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$11,728,067.0411% becade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
2 (9.5%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@ HISPANIC
3(14.3%) L 800
O
@ NATIVE @
1 (4.8%) 3 600
= ® OTHER £ 400
' 1(4.8%) 3
© WHITE g 200
14 (66.7%) 0.00 - " ” ”
< & J &
¥ © S < &
e Q;\Y \»{gv & Q

Age Breakdown

Life Sentences: ALL 14.06 5.70 28.80
9 (42.86%) BLACK 9.08 8.60 9.60
})’e Facto Life Sentences: HISPANIC 7.58 5.70 9.50
Average Sentence Length; NATIVE 14.67 14.70 14.70
14.06 years OTHER 14.50 14.50 14.50

WHITE 17.69 7.40 28.80
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ILLINOIS

Trends Over Time
981 (19 girls, 962 boys) 200
Percentage of State Prison Population
2.56% g %
Q 200

Annual Cost

$32,870,367.00'"3
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$912,884,477.13'6

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

o
100

|

0
1970s 1980s 1990s

Decade

2000s  2010s

©® AAPI
2 (0.2%)

@ BLACK
693 (70.6%)

@ HISPANIC
195 (19.9%)

® NATIVE
1(0.1%)
©® OTHER
3(0.3%)

® WHITE
87 (8.9%)

L/

Age Breakdown

Prison to State Population Ratio
Value of 1 means no disparity

5.00
Re]
5 400
[2 4
()
g 300
O
T 200
s 2
o
& 100
[«
0.00 ~ . = =
Q Y Q &
¥ © S S N

0 60 120 180 240 300

360 420 480 540 600

Count

ALL 31.58 4.00 199.00
AAPI 24.28 19.15 29.41
?legzt_g;;/iof)e Sentences: BLACK 31.45 4.00 199.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 30.35 7.58 75.00
?213.?287},;:;5 without De Facto Life) NATIVE 2867 28.67 28.67
OTHER 17.87 8.00 35.63
WHITE 36.47 8.00 39.00




INDIANA Trends Over Time Cil)
Total Incarcerated Children 125 :[_>|
214 (2 girls, 212 boys) 100 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn

= 75
0.79% c Z
Annual Cost o °° :%
$3,865,910.00""7 2 %
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T
s 1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s O
$115,183,523.90 Decade ~
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
2 (0.8%) Value of 1 means no disparity

® BLACK 6.50
142 (66.4%)

® HISPANIC
13 (6.1%)

. ®OTHER
‘ 4 (1.9%)
@ WHITE

53 (24.8%)

6.00

450
3.00
150
’ &

Percentage Ratio

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

0 200 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 43.58 0.20 195.00
22 (10.28%) AAPI 56.00 11.00 101.00
l9)3e (Eg_c;z)l)“ife Sentences: BLACK 42.95 0.60 195.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 40.41 0.50 97.00
?135984},;::155 without De Facto Life) OTHER 13.33 4.00 30.00

WHITE 47.50 0.20 135.00
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IOWA Trends Over Time

300

Total Incarcerated Children 250

353 (13 girls, 340 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population

3.81%

Annual Cost

$13,381,524.00'° 50

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$298,903,063.68'2°

200

150

100

Count

Al

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio

5 (1.4%) Value of 1 means no disparity

@ BLACK o 10.00

175 (49.6%) 2 500

® HISPANIC @

29 (8.2%) “8’, 6.00

©® NATIVE € 400

5 (1.4%) 3

© WHITE g 20

.\ 139 (39.4%) 0.00 — == . ” =
< © Q &
¥ © S < &
A ¥

Age Breakdown

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 22.07 4.00 100.00
43 (12.19%) AAPI 2375 10.00 50.00
4D: (lgﬁgo};;fe Sentences: BLACK 21,63 5.00 80.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 28.70 5.00 75.00
?126(.)576},;:;5 without De Facto Life) NATIVE 1525 10.00 26.00

WHITE 2155 4.00 100.00




KANSAS Trends Over Time cﬁ
Total Incarcerated Children 100 :[_>|
188 (4 girls, 184 boys) 5 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
1.89% £ 50 Z

S >

8 >
$4,608,068.00!2! W
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$83,012,629.25'2 becade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio

5 (2.7%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@ BLACK 10.00
95 (50.5%) 2 soo
® HISPANIC
34 (181%) 6.00
® NATIVE 4.00
\ 2 (11%)
' ® WHITE 200

52 (27.7%) 0.00
Age Breakdown

Percentage Ratio

0 0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 17.61 2.42 51.50
8 (4.26%) AAPI 19.90 15.83 27.08
11)59 g‘:‘;;&)])“ife Sentences: BLACK 18.22 275 51.50
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 17.52 417 50.00
(1 174.6915}’;:;?8 without De Facto Life) NATIVE 9-50 675 1225

WHITE 16.67 2.42 50.00
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KENTUCKY Trends Over Time

Total Incarcerated Children 4
11 (0 girls, 11 boys)'*

Percentage of State Prison Population

0.05%

Annual Cost

$183,491.00'*

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$4,111,532.88!'%

3

Count

o

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
5 (45.5%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@ HISPANIC 5.00

1(91%) .

@ WHITE

5 (45.5%)

Percentqge Ratio
SO - N w b
o o o o o
© © & o o
—q
<

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

17
18 AND

UP

4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 16.04 2.00 30.00
0 BLACK 12.30 2.00 22.00
;)?2F732c;&)1)ﬂfe Sentences: HISPANIC 10.00 5.00 15.00
Average Sentence Length: WHITE 19.00 10.00 30.00

15.81 years



Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$773,440,993.441%7

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade

LOUISIANA Trends Over Time Cilj
Total Incarcerated Children 195K :[_>|
2,277 (37 girls, 2,240 boys) « Ml
Percentage of State Prison Population wn

= 750
7.2% < Z
>
$37,003,527.00'2¢ 250 %)
I
—
w

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
1,896 (83.3%) Value of I means no disparity
® NATIVE 3.00
/ 2 (0.1%) % 250
@ WHITE @
2.00
377 (16.6%) >
2 150
c
8 100
]
& 050

0.00

Age Breakdown

0 200 400 600 800 1K 1.2K 1.4K 1.6K 1.8K 2K
Count

387 (17%) BLACK 19.95 0.78 299.00
%eoF(gcltg;;/’Of)e Sentences: HISPANIC 6.00 2.00 10.00
Average Sentence Length NATIVE 20.00 20.00 20.00
19.49 years

. . WHITE 17.22 1.00 109.82
(13.74 years without De Facto Life)
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MAINE Trends Over Time
.

5 (0 girls, 5 boys)
Percentage of State Prison Population
0.23%

Annual Cost
$218,865.00!28 ‘ .
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$4,596,165.00'%

Count

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
© WHITE Prison to State Population Ratio
5 (100%) Value of 1 means no disparity

2.50

2.00

1.50

1.00

Percentage Ratio

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15
16

Count

Life Sentences:
0

De Facto Life Sentences:

()

Average Sentence Length:
21 years



MARYLAND Trends Over Time cﬁ
Total Incarcerated Children 500 :[_>|
1,132 (no gender/sex breakdown) 200 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn

= 300
6.09% < Z
Annual Cost G 200 :%
$50,488,332.00'° 100 %
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T
1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$1,307,921,648.94"3! Decade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
8 (0.7%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK 3.00
/ 920 (81.3%) 2 250
O
® HISPANIC € 500
60 (5.3%) o)
8 150
@ NATIVE c
5 (0.4%) g 100
® OTHER & 050
31(2.7%)
© WHITE T o+ O o &
\)
108 (9.5%) vy & &S
\»
Age Breakdown
0 70 140 210 280 350 420 490 560 630 700

Count

Life Sentences: 25.69 2.36 236.00
224 (19.79%) AAPI 22.63 7.00 40.00
?&Fggt_g%fe Sentences: BLACK 25.44 2.36 124.54
Average Sentence Length:'* HISPANIC 24.81 3.00 55.00
?lsf()gly;:erlis without De Facto Life) NATIVE 75.99 10.00 236.00

OTHER 28.91 13.00 50.00

WHITE 25.20 3.00 90.01
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MASSACHUSETTS Trends Over Time
80

182 (2 girls, 180 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population

2.22%

Annual Cost 20

$10,040,940.00"**

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$275,863,240.80"**

60

40

Count

)

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio

4 (2.2%) Value of 1 means no disparity

@ BLACK o 5.00

81 (44.5%) 2 o0

® HISPANIC @

45 (24.7%) “8’, 3.00

® OTHER T 200

2 (11%) 8

© WHITE S 10

50 (27.5%) 0.00 —m . . - -
R J K
¥ © S < &

A ¥

Age Breakdown

0 M 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

96 (52.75%) AAPI 20.00 20.00 20.00
??lFf'Ocot/:’)L’fe Sentences: BLACK 13.42 2.00 60.00
Average Sentence Length HISPANIC 13.93 4.00 25.00
13.72 years

. . WHITE 13.84 3.00 40.00
(12.86 years without De Facto Life)




MICHIGAN

Total Incarcerated Children 300

554 (8 girls, 546 boys)'*

Percentage of State Prison Population 200

1.7%

Annual Cost

$19,838,186.00"%¢

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$356,630,425.16"7

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

©® AAPI
7 (1.3%)

® BLACK

10 (1.8%)
©® NATIVE
6 (11%)

® OTHER
5 (0.9%)

® WHITE
17 (21.1%)

Age Breakdown

409 (73.8%)
® HISPANIC

Trends Over Time

250

150

Count

100
50

1970s 1980s

1990s
Decade

Prison to State Population Ratio
Value of 1 means no disparity

5.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

Percentage Ratio

1.00

0.00

2000s

_al

%
>
=
0p)
Z
>
>
0p)
T
O
__4
0p)

2010s

0 50 100 150

200

Life Sentences:

250
Count

300

350

400

450

500

65 (11.73%)

De Facto Life Sentences:

15 (2.71%)
Average Sentence Length:

15.38 years
(14.26 years without De Facto Life)

ALL 15.38 0.50 103.75
AAPI 11.96 3.83 17.42
BLACK 14.83 0.50 94.83
HISPANIC 13.50 6.58 26.25
NATIVE 20.83 14.25 27.58
OTHER 17.40 3.83 28.08
WHITE 17.31 1.33 103.75
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MINNESOTA Trends Over Time

Total Incarcerated Children 100
180 (2 girls, 178 boys)

75
Percentage of State Prison Population
1.8% % 50
Annual Cost O
$7,445,880.00'3
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0
139 1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$143,322,021.18 Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
4 (2.2%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@ BLACK o 10.00
92 (51.1%) 2 500
® HISPANIC @
14 (7.8%) “8’, 6.00
® NATIVE T 400
17 (9.4%) 3
© WHITE g 20
53 (29.4%) 0.00 - " ” ”
Q o Q &
Note: 13 Hispanic people designated as white; 1 designed as Native \2{?

American

Age Breakdown

0 M 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 15.09 1.00 40.00
30 (16.67%) BLACK 15.10 150 40.00
??ng;(f/:)’)L‘fe Sentences: HISPANIC 17.80 4.00 38.00
15.09 years

. . WHITE 13.28 1.00 30.58
(14.58 years without De Facto Life)




MISSISSIPPI Trends Over Time
500

770 (14 girls, 756 boys) 200

Percentage of State Prison Population

3.97% € 300

Annual Cost § 200

$15,098,006.00'4 100
0

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$296,109,152.48'4!

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
2 (0.3%) Value of 1 means no disparity

@ BLACK 2.50

/ 656 (85.2%) 200
@ HISPANIC
1.50
1.00
0.50
0.00
K NG

6 (0.8%)

® OTHER
1(0.1%)

© WHITE
105 (13.6%)

Percentage Ratio

Age Breakdown

0 40 80 120 160 200 240 280 320 360 400
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 17.25 0.00 135.00
106 (13.64%) AAPI 14.00 8.00 20.00
4Df (l;a; f&)l)“ife Sentences: BLACK 17.52 0.00 135.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 9.83 3.00 20.00
(1 174.3658},;:;5 without De Facto Life) OTHER 500 ©.00 ©.00

WHITE 16.10 2.00 90.00

%
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>
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MISSOURI Trends Over Time
800
1,091 (44 girls, 1,047 boys) 500
Percentage of State Prison Population
4.19% € 400
$24,206,017.00'*
0

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$371,488,034.50'+

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
5 (0.5%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@ BLACK o 5.00
652 (59.8%) 2 o0
@ HISPANIC x
23 (2.1%) “8’, 3.00
® NATIVE T 200
3(0.3%) 3
\ ® OTHER g Mo
4 (0.4%) 0.00 = e = <
® WHITE S o NS Q &
X Ca K NS
404 (37.0%) & Y\\ézv S

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1K
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 15.41 2.00 45.00
0 AAPI 1.00 4.00 15.00
11)69 (l;f'scot/:’)mfe Sentences: BLACK 16.71 3.00 45.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 15.00 3.00 30.00
15.41 years NATIVE 18.00 4.00 30.00

(14.98 years without De Facto Life)

OTHER 9.50 3.00 15.00
WHITE 13.44 2.00 45.00




MONTANA Trends Over Time
2

17 (0 girls, 17 boys) 10

Percentage of State Prison Population

0.36%

Annual Cost

$570,826.00'*

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration

$12,296,263.60'%

Count

||
1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade

%
>
=
0p)
Z
>
>
0p)
T
O
_|
0p)

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
3(17.8%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® NATIVE 15.00
° o
4 (235%) £ 100
@ WHITE x
10 (58.8%) “8’, 9.00
€ 6.00
[
o
$ 300

o
o
o

Age Breakdown

No age data provided.

Life Sentences: ALL 29.1 3.00 100.00
0 BLACK 14.33 3.00 30.00
?le;if ff))/ol)“ife Sentences: NATIVE 32,50 10.00 80.00
Average Sentence Length: WHITE 3220 4.00 100.00

29.11 years
(13.85 years without De Facto Life)
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NEBRASKA Trends Over Time
80

117 (3 girls, 114 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
2.06%

Annual Cost 20

$4,458,623.1314¢

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$102,815,849.38'%7

60

40

Count

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
60 (51.3%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® HISPANIC 10.00
9 o
25 (21.4%) 2 500
® NATIVE x
6 (5.1%) “8’, 6.00
@ WHITE T 400
26 (22.2%) 3
® 200
o
0.00 > - ¢ NS &
R o \ S &
¥ s > S X

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

0 0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

11 (9.4%) BLACK 3112 0.00 120.00
?99 (l;zc;g;;;fe Sentences: HISPANIC 2112 4.00 125.00
28.4 years

. . WHITE 26.05 2.00 80.00
(14.26 years without De Facto Life)




NEVADA

Total Incarcerated Children

274 (11 girls, 263 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
2.1%

Trends Over Time
No data provided for incarcerations per decade.

Annual Cost

$4,891,174.00'4

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration

$73,352,258.14'%

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
I/

J

Age Breakdown

©® AAPI
6 (2.2%)

® BLACK

91 (33.2%)

® NATIVE
2 (0.7%)

© WHITE
50 (18.2%)

14 AND
UNDER

15
16

125 (45.6%)
@ HISPANIC

Prison to State Population Ratio
Value of 1 means no disparity

5.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

Percentage Ratio

1.00

0.00

0 20 40 60 80

100 120

Count

140

200

Life Sentences: ALL 10.98 2.5 50.00
40 (14.6%) AAPI 10.67 6.00 20.00
??;g%o Life Sentences: BLACK 101 3.00 50.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 11.07 2.50 50.00
(1908928 ;’:gss without De Facto Life) NATIVE 28.75 750 °0.00

WHITE 12.47 4.00 50.00

%
>
[Tl
0p)
Z
>
U
0p)
T
O
_|
0p)




NEW HAMPSHIRE

New Hampshire did not respond to our request for data, and as such they are not represented in our
study.
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NEW JERSEY Trends Over Time cﬁ
Total Incarcerated Children 125 :[_>|
216 (5 girls, 211 boys) 100 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn

= 75
1.16% < Z
Annual Cost g %0 :%
$13,306,248.00'° 2 %
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T
1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$263,380,546.35'5! becade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
153 (70.8%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® OTHER o 5.00
33 (15.3%) 2 400
@ WHITE @
30 (13.9%) “8’, 3.00
T 200
8
E 1.00

0.00

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15
16

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 19.56 0.50 75.00
12 (5.56%) BLACK 19.43 0.50 55.00
gf(Fga_l;E&)I)Jife Sentences: OTHER 20.79 5.00 60.00
Average Sentence Length: WHITE 18.59 4.00 75.00
19.56 years

(16.15 years without De Facto Life)
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NEW MEXICO

Trends Over Time

Total Incarcerated Children

N
1.71% g *
§
$4,235,680.00' 10
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0
§104,327.376.6415 1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s

115 (no gender/sex breakdown)

Decade

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio

8 (7.0%) Value of 1 means no disparity

® HISPANIC 2.50

9 o

77 (67.9%) 2 200

® NATIVE x

5 (4.3%) ﬂgg 150

® OTHER T 100

2 (1.7%) 8

® WHITE g 050

22 (19.1%) 0.00 —— - " n
< ¢ S Q
(s 9 3 Q &

s '

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

0 0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 23.31 3.00 142.59
31 (26.96%) BLACK 18.25 10.00 25.00
16)?51_722'(;:)0 Life Sentences: HISPANIC 24.63 3.00 142,59
Average Sentence Length: NATIVE 2752 12.00 68.00
?1%.634},;:;5 without De Facto Life) OTHER 30.00 30.00 30.00

WHITE 18.51 3.00 60.00




$51,946,895.00'>*
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$1,134,710,913.05'%°

NEW YORK Trends Over Time
Total Incarcerated Children 400
749 (15 girls, 734 boys) 200
Percentage of State Prison Population
2.19% £ 200
o]

Annual Cost O 10

0

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

%
>
[Tl
0p)
Z
>
U
0p)
T
O
_|
0p)

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
8 (11%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK 5.00
/ 460 (61.4%) e
® HISPANIC 5 400
178 (23.6%) 2 300
® NATIVE e}
1 (1.5%) § 2.00
1 (1.5%) o
@ WHITE 0.00 N n 5 < <
81 (10.8%) K RO & &
Note: Of the Hispanic people: 46 are Black, 3 are Native American, 86 are Q{"’ )

Other, and 40 are White.

Age Breakdown

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 12.27 2.00 50.00
259 (34.58%) AAPI 1410 7.00 2150
ll)fol_Tf';(f/:)’)Life Sentences: BLACK 12.47 2.00 50.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 12.21 2.00 25.00
(1 122.?179},;::1; without De Facto Life) NATIVE 1.00 4.00 20.00

OTHER 1,63 3.00 22.00

WHITE 1.26 2.00 25.00
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NORTH CAROLINA

Trends Over Time

Total Incarcerated Children 600

1,179 (no gender/sex breakdown)

Percentage of State Prison Population

3.46%
Annual Cost

450

$35,582,220.00"%

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$612,111,665.40'%7

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

@ AAP Prison to State Population Ratio

1(0.3%) Value of 1 means no disparity

® BLACK o 5.00

857 (72.7%) 2 400

® NATIVE @

32 (2.7%%) “83 3.00

® OTHER Tt 200

80 (6.8%) 8

© WHITE g 100

206 (17.5%) 0.00 —== . .<o ==

R o ¥ S &

\a ¥ > < N

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1K
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 1271 | 002 23981
220 (18.66%) AAPI 22.46 22.46 22.46
?89 (l;‘:';;%“ife Sentences: BLACK 1.93 0.02 129.53
Average Sentence Length: NATIVE 1.03 0.72 31.80
(1 12i.7113y;:;rss without De Facto Life) OTHER 14.07 002 74.30
WHITE 15.53 0.48 239.81




NORTH DAKOTA Trends Over Time

Total Incarcerated Children

23 (0 girls, 23 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
1.28%

Annual Cost

$887,823.00'®

‘

Count
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Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
5o 1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$14,966,765.73 Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
1(4.3%) Value of 1 means no disparity
‘ ® HISPANIC 8.00
o, o
1(4.3%) 2 600
® NATIVE x
9 (39.1%) “8’, 450
© WHITE T 3.00
12 (52.2%) 3
o 150
o
0.00
K &

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15
16

o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Count

Life Sentences: 8.69 1.00 35.00
6 (26'09%) BLACK 20.00 20.00 20.00
ge Facto Life Sentences: NATIVE 2 88 0 o5 20.00
Average Sentence Length: WHITE 8.05 1.00 35.00

8.69 years
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OHIO Trends Over Time

Total Incarcerated Children 200

588 (16 girls, 572 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
1.17%

Annual Cost 50

$15,587,292.00'%

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$571,470,948.581¢!

150

100

Count

1970s 1980s 1990s

Decade

2000s  2010s

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
402 (68.4%)  Value of 1 means no disparity
® NATIVE 5.00
o o
1(0.2%) 2 400
® OTHER x
1 (1.9%) “8’, 3.00
@ WHITE T 200
174 (29.6%) 3
¢ 100
o
0.00 - e - = ’_
R 9 \ Q &
\a ¥ > < N

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 41.06 3.75 265.00
421 (71.6%) BLACK 38.88 3.75 265.00
gg(l;gc;g;;;fe Sentences: OTHER 55.38 28.00 78.50
Average Sentence Length: WHITE 46.00 4.50 210.00
41.06 years

(21.66 years without De Facto Life)




OKLAHOMA

Total Incarcerated Children 80

147 (10 girls, 137 boys) 60
40 I I
0

Percentage of State Prison Population
0.57%

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
Decade

Trends Over Time

Count

Annual Cost
$2.,425,059.00¢2

N
o

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$64,206,324.00'¢3

%
>
=
0p)
Z
>
>
0p)
T
O
_|
0p)

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
76 (51.7%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® HISPANIC 6.00
17 (11.8%) % 5.00
® NATIVE x

4.00
12 (8.2%) “8’,
© WHITE g 300
42 (28.6%) 8 200

& 100
0.00
NG

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER
15
16
17
18 AND
UP
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Count
61 (41.5%) BLACK 23.56 2.00 250.00
lg?fﬁ;:f Life Sentences: HISPANIC 12.39 2.00 35.00
20.26 years
. . WHITE 19.1 3.00 40.00
(15.15 years without De Facto Life)
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OREGON Trends Over Time
400

484 (27 girls, 457 boys)

300

Percentage of State Prison Population
3.24%
Annual Cost

$21,306,164.00'

Count

—_ N

o o

o o o

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$256,931,207.76'%

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
8 (1.6%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK o 5.00
66 (13.6%) 2 400
@ HISPANIC x
75 (15.5%) “8’, 3.00
® NATIVE T 200
12 (2.5%) 3
¢ ® OTHER g oo
5 (1.0%) 0.00 = e < <
® WHITE S o NS Q &
X Ca K NS
318 (65.7%) & Y\\ézv S

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

0 20 40 60 8 100 120 140 160 180 200
Count

ALL 9.53 0.28 110.27
AAPI 6.20 1.70 1.08
16)?11_725':(}/00)”& Sentences: BLACK 7.66 120 2753
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 9.44 0.64 34.54
?5834}’;:;; without De Facto Life) NATIVE 8.73 267 191
OTHER 5.46 4.1 8.01
WHITE 10.11 0.28 110.27




PENNSYLVANIA Trends Over Time ﬂ
Total Incarcerated Children 400 :[_>|
822 (15 girls, 807 boys) 200 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
1.8% c 200 Z
Annual Cost O 10 :%
$35,121,594.001'6¢ W
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$969,878,972.881¢7 becade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
4 (0.5%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK 6.00
/ 614 (74.7%) % 5.00
® HISPANIC x
® OTHER g 3%
3(0.4%) 8 200
© WHITE £ 100
127 (15.5%)
000 > N ¢ & &
R Q Q
= @) D QA N
LN \»%Qv RO
Age Breakdown'®®
14 AND
UNDER
15
16
17
18 AND
up
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

Count

ALL
AAPI 42.00 48.00 70.00
gleggt_z 41;/i0f)e Sentences: BLACK 2873 3.00 297.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 29.08 6.00 80.00
?179.2.3782},;::155 without De Facto Life) OTHER 4067 3000 °2.00
WHITE 2231 4.00 99.00
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RHODE ISLAND

Trends Over Time

Total Incarcerated Children 8

16 (0 girls, 16 boys)

6

Percentage of State Prison Population

0.58%
Annual Cost

Count

$1,577,128.52'

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$29,992,966.96'7°

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

@ AAP Prison to State Population Ratio
2 (12.5%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK o 5.00
6 (37.5%) S 400
® HISPANIC @
7 (43.8%) “8’, 3.00
© WHITE T 200
1(6.3%) )
® 100
o
0.00 > - ¢ NS &
Q S S
(s o N Q
s '

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

0 10

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

7 (43.75%) AAPI 40.03 40.03 40.03
??ll;a;;%“’fe Sentences: BLACK 23.45 5.59 4012
Average Sentence Length HISPANIC 17.51 5.00 30.02
26.93 years

. . WHITE 50.03 50.03 50.03
(18.69 years without De Facto Life)




SOUTH CAROLINA Trends Over Time
800

1,139 (24 girls, 1,115 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
6.12%

600

Annual Cost 200

$22,840,367.00'"

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$469,070,351.09'"

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade

%
>
[Tl
0p)
Z
>
U
0p)
T
O
_|
0p)

Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® AAP Prison to State Population Ratio
4 (0.4%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@® BLACK 3.00
896 (78.7%) % 250
® OTHER x
2.00
e 20 (19%) 3
© WHITE g 0
217 (19.1%) 8 100
£ 050

0.00

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15
16

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1K
Count

133 (11.68%) AAPI 23.75 15.00 30.00
gse (ng%hfe Sentences: BLACK 19.13 0.00 130.00
Average Sentence Length: OTHER 16.55 4.00 45.00
18.70 years

. . WHITE 16.97 0.00 55.50
(15.93 years without De Facto Life)
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SOUTH DAKOTA

Trends Over Time
Total Incarcerated Children 40
58 (3 girls, 55 boys) 20
Percentage of State Prison Population
1.53% £ 20
[e]
Annual Cost °
$1,203,384.00'7
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0
174 1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$23,440,053.00 Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
1(1.7%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@ BLACK o 5.00
5 (8.6%) 2 o0
® HISPANIC x
5 (8.6%) “8’, 3.00
® NATIVE T 200
21 (36.2%) 3
® OTHER g 100
1(1.7%) 0.00 . . < <
® WHITE < o NS N N
25 (43.1%) v Lo

Life Sentences:
1 (1.72%)

De Facto Life Sentences:
12 (20.69%)

Average Sentence Length:
30.08 years
(13.55 years without De Facto Life)

ALL 30.08 2.00 261.00
AAPI 19.50 19.50 19.50
BLACK 23.26 9.00 48.20
HISPANIC 27.76 2.00 77.90
NATIVE 19.86 4.00 88.50
OTHER 13.00 13.00 13.00
WHITE 41.60 5.00 261.00




TENNESSEE Trends Over Time Cil)
Total Incarcerated Children 800 :[_>|
841 (25 girls, 816 boys) 500 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
3.19% £ 400 Z
Annual Cost S 200 :%
$19,736,588.00'7 W
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$363,632,905.12!" becade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
4 (0.5%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK o 5.00
668 (79.4%) 2 400
’ ® HISPANIC x
24 (2.9%) “8’, 3.00
© WHITE T 200
145 (17.2%) 3
$ 100
0.00
K &

Age Breakdown

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Count

164 (19.5%) AAPI 27.75 6.00 40.00
?se (l;a;;%“’fe Sentences: BLACK 13.35 1.00 99.00
Average Sentence Length HISPANIC 12.20 2.00 40.00
13.41 years

. . WHITE 13.44 1.00 55.00
(12.17 years without De Facto Life)
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TEXAS Trends Over Time
ax

5,272 (229 girls, 5,043 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population

3.33%

Annual Cost K

$116,047,264.00'"7

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$2,421,615,841.28'"

3K

Count

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
12 (0.2%) Value of 1 means no disparity
@ BLACK o 5.00
2,414 (45.8%) 2 400
® HISPANIC @
1,810 (34.3%) “8’, 3.00
©® NATIVE € 200
2 (0.04%) 3
® OTHER g 10
14 (0.3%) 0.00 - e = .
® WHITE S o NS Q &
v v Q Q
1,020 (19.3%) & Y\\ézv N

Age Breakdown

No age data provided.

Life Sentences: ALL 20.79 050 219.00
643 (12.20%) AAPI 17.33 5.00 40.00
?86351?;?291;/10? Sentences: BLACK 2110 0.50 219.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 20.78 0.70 112.00
%{)3.7796},;255 without De Facto Life) NATIVE 14.50 100 18.00

OTHER 46.38 11.00 85.00

WHITE 19.89 0.50 198.00




UTAH Trends Over Time Cil)
Total Incarcerated Children 80 :[_>|
118 (4 girls, 114 boys) 50 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
1.77% € 40 Z
Annual Cost S 20 :%
$2,610,042.00'7° o))
Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0 T

1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$78,548,992.80'%° Decade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
9 (7.6%) Value of 1 means no disparity
‘ @ BLACK o 10.00
15 (12.7%) 2 500
® HISPANIC x
35 (29.7%) “8’, 6.00
@ NATIVE T 4.00
8 (6.6%) 3
@ 200
o

® OTHER

\ 4 (3.4%) 0.00 - . e =
Q 19 % J &
© WHITE S R

47 (39.8%)

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

o
6 |

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 69.75 1.00 100.00
0 AAPI 71.67 15.00 100.00
17)8e (%2?}3()}; ;fe Sentences: BLACK 45.40 1.00 100.00
Average Sentence Length: HISPANIC 67.14 5.00 100.00
69.75 years NATIVE 68.13 15.00 100.00

(10.78 years without De Facto Life)

OTHER 76.25 5.00 100.00
WHITE 78.83 5.00 100.00




VERMONT

Our analysis of publicly available data on Vermont was not able to yield a viable population of
individuals where we could determine with a high amount of confidence that everybody committed their
relevant offense before the age of 18. As such, they are not included in our nationwide analysis.
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VIRGINIA

The Virginia Department of Corrections refused to comply with our request. We did, however, receive
information from the Virginia Sentencing Commission which revealed a population of 1,540 children
who had been sentenced as adults during the previous ten years. However, we had no way of
determining, without additional labor-intensive work, which of these people were still incarcerated, and
so this number is not included in any of our nationwide statistical breakdowns.
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WASHINGTON Trends Over Time
400

494 (17 girls, 477 boys)

Percentage of State Prison Population
2.56% £ 200
Annual Cost S 100
$18,693,454.00'!

0

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration
$277,459,293.84'%2

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown

® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio

47 (9.5%) Value of 1 means no disparity

@ BLACK o 5.00

126 (25.5%) 2 o0

® NATIVE x

21 (4.3%) “8’, 3.00

® OTHER T 200

20 (4.0%) 3

© WHITE g 100

I 280 (56.7%) 0.00 . " - -
< © J &
¥ © S < &
ks v

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15

16

50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Count

o

Life Sentences: ALL 15.28 0.00 83.30
0 AAPI 14.51 0.00 40.02
?2‘* (Eig&;ife Sentences: BLACK 15.30 0.00 50.03
Average Sentence Length: NATIVE 14.36 0.00 66.54
15.28 years OTHER 12.81 3.00 31.68

(13.67 years without De Facto Life)

WHITE 15.65 0.00 83.30




WEST VIRGINIA Trends Over Time Cil)
Total Incarcerated Children :[>
25 -
38 (3 girls, 35 boys) 20 M
Percentage of State Prison Population wn
= 15
0.56% < Z
Annual Cost g " :%
$1,043,404.00' ° %
Cost of Incaarcerations for Sentence Duratio 0 T
1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s
$33,086,890.00!% Decade O
—
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown op
® BLACK Prison to State Population Ratio
10 (26.3%) Value of 1 means no disparity
© WHITE 6.00
28 (73.7%) 2 500
O
S 400
(2]
S 300
C
8 200
& 100
000 l
&

Age Breakdown

14 AND
UNDER

15
16

0o 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Count

Life Sentences: ALL 30.38 5.00 80.00
12 (3 1 58%) BLACK 20.63 10.00 40.00
g?zﬁag;&)];lfe Sentences: WHITE 34.72 5.00 80.00

Average Sentence Length:
30.38 years
(22.5 years without De Facto Life)
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$66,042,596.00'%

WISCONSIN Trends Over Time
I

1,709 (24 girls, 1,685 boys) 250

Percentage of State Prison Population

7.12% £ 500

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$894,077,245.00'%¢

1970s 1980s 1990s  2000s  2010s

Decade
Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® AAPI Prison to State Population Ratio
21 (1.2%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® BLACK 10.00
1,033 (60.4%) 800

el
® NATIVE &
86 (5.0%) “8’, 6.00
® OTHER T 400
4 4(0.2%) 8
\ © WHITE S 200
565 (33.1%) 0.00 = " =
R Y S &
¥ © S < &
A ¥
Age Breakdown
14 AND
UNDER
15
16
17
18 AND
uP
0 200 400 600 800 1K 1.2K 1.4K 1.6K 1.8K 2K

Count

Life Sentences: ALL 12.45 0.2 219.80
141 (8.25%) AAPI 14.36 0.29 34.23
17)3e (Tj'zc;&)])“ife Sentences: BLACK 13.01 0.2 219.80
Average Sentence Length: NATIVE 10.63 0.33 191.83
(192;155 ;,:;rrss without De Facto Life) OTHER 6.61 159 1922

WHITE 1.63 0.50 110.13




WYOMING Trends Over Time
.

Count

$516,449.451%7 !

Cost of Incarcerations for Sentence Duration 0

$10,141,189.20'%

11 (0 girls, 11 boys) A
Percentage of State Prison Population
0.44% ’

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
Decade
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Race/Ethnicity Breakdown
® HISPANIC Prison to State Population Ratio

2 (18.2%) Value of 1 means no disparity
® NATIVE 10.00
9 o
5 (45.5%) 2 500
© WHITE x
4 (36.4%) “8’, 6.00
© 4.00
[
o
o 200
o

0.00

Age Breakdown'™®

14 AND
UNDER

Count

Life Sentences: ALL 23.78 3.00 95.00
3(27.27%) HISPANIC 4.50 4.00 5.00
1D?91.7"519cot/:))Life Sentences: NATIVE 21.00 3.00 60.00
Average Sentence Length: WHITE 50.00 5.00 95.00
23.78 years

(8 years without De Facto Life)




RECOMMENDATIONS

The findings outlined in this report affords us an
unprecedented opportunity to view the
prevalence and impact of prosecuting and
sentencing children as adults. This inhumane
practice, which contravenes international law and
universally accepted human rights norms,
stretches back more than fifty years and continues
to this day. Sadly, people who were incarcerated
as children comprise a significant portion of our
current prison population. We know that current,
and laudable efforts to right size our adult justice
systems will stall out without an approach that
includes reforms for individuals who have
committed violent offenses. Given that many of
the children locked up in adult prisons have
committed more serious offenses,'* policy shifts
that provide relief for these children and prevent
this practice from continuing will accelerate these
larger criminal justice reform goals.

FOR THE FIELD

Fortunately, there is hope. In the past decade
we’ve seen policymakers work across the
political aisle to enact laws to treat children in
conflict with the law with dignity and humanity.
We applaud this progress, and at the same time
call on child advocates, criminal justice
system  reformers, members of the
philanthropic community, and state and federal
policy makers to go further.

We must abandon the false notion that criminal
justice reform for children must necessarily be
separate and distinct from criminal justice reform
for adults. For when children are transferred into
the adult system, they are treated in every way
like an adult. If we can change the way children
are treated in the adult justice system, it becomes
a path to improve the treatment of all. Moreover,
if we only look at children subject to the
jurisdiction of the juvenile justice system we miss




half the problem. Forgetting about the children
who are transferred and tried as adults will
hobble our efforts to right-size and reform the
criminal  justice system. As has been
demonstrated time and time again, however far
we get with changing the way children are
treated, is as far as we will get with everyone
else. Therefore, every criminal justice system
reformer — regardless of their area of focus - has a
vested interested in changing the way children
are treated within these systems.

FOR PHILANTHROPY

Members of the funding community should
depart from a binary child/adult approach to
criminal justice reform and should instead make
criminal justice reform for children a priority.
There are many organizations who have proven
quite effective in their approaches over the years.
These organizations should be fully resourced
and their models replicated to bring about long-
term systemic change. Critical to these models is
the embrace of both a grassroots and grass tops
strategy that brings together unlikely allies and
expands political support among both Democrats
and Republicans. Any efforts that do not center a
bipartisan approach are doomed to fail. It is for
these reasons that Philanthropy must also
prioritize funding state-based AND national
organizations. State-based groups are often more
effective at on the ground grassroots organizing,
whereas national organizations bring in outside
expertise and are often effective at implementing
grass tops strategies.

FOR STATE AND FEDERAL
POLICYMAKERS

Through our Model Law and National State
Ratings Report, Human Rights for Kids has
developed 12 policy reforms that would address
the rampant human rights violations taking place
against children in the U.S. criminal justice
system. These reforms are a helpful start to
address both front-end and back-end reforms that
are needed to stop more children from coming
into the system and providing retroactive relief to
those who are still in the system.

Beyond our current recommendations, we have
identified 8 key reforms that policymakers should
implement to begin addressing this human rights
crisis:

Raise the minimum age of transfer to Sixteen
(16): prohibit the transfer of children fifteen
(15) and younger into the adult criminal
justice system. Public safety considerations
can properly be balanced by extending
juvenile court jurisdiction for those children
who may need additional treatment up to age
twenty (25).

End direct file and statutory exclusions:
ensure that 16 and 17-year-old children who
are charged with a serious crime have their
transfer petitions heard by a juvenile court
judge prior to being transferred into the adult
criminal justice system.

Retroactive resentencing for young children
previously transferred and tried as adults:
permit courts to reconsider and resentence
individuals whose crimes were committed
when they were 15 or younger so as to reflect
the change in transfer laws noted above.

Child-status consideration when sentencing
children as adults: require courts to consider
the mitigating factors of youth, including
exposure to Adverse Childhood Experiences
and childhood trauma, prior to sentencing
children convicted in the adult criminal
justice system.

Restore judicial discretion when sentencing
children: allow courts to depart from any
otherwise applicable mandatory minimum,
sentencing enhancement, or suspend any
portion of a sentence, when a child is
sentenced in adult court.

Retroactive  resentencing for everyone
currently incarcerated for crimes they
committed as children so as to reflect the
change in sentencing laws noted above: allow
courts to reconsider and resentence
individuals in cases where the court did not
have the ability to impose a trauma-informed
and age-appropriate  sentence due to
mandatory sentencing laws.

Release safety valve: permit all children
convicted and sentenced as adults to be
eligible for release through judicial or parole
review after no more than 15 years.

Mandatory data collection and transparency:
require the Department of Corrections/Public
Safety to regularly track the number of
individuals incarcerated for crimes committed
as children and to make this data more readily
accessible to human rights organizations.



FOR GOVERNORS & THE PRESIDENT

Beyond providing political support for the
policies outlined above, there are a number of
critical steps State Governors and the President
can take to address this crisis, including:

1. Immediate review and consideration of
people who committed their crimes as
children for Executive Clemency and/or
Pardons with great weight given to child
status, growth, maturity, and rehabilitation;

2. Direct the paroling authority, under the
Department of Corrections or Public Safety
(or BOP), to prioritize the expedited review
of people who committed their crimes as
children;

3. Direct the paroling authority to issue or revise
guidelines specifically relating to people who
committed their crimes as children to ensure
that extensive consideration is given to
youthful immaturity, trauma history, and the
developmental differences between children
and adults during parole hearings;

4. Issue an Executive Order banning the
placement of ALL children under the age of
eighteen (18) in adult jails or prisons; and

5. Require the Secretary of the Department of
Corrections or Public Safety (or BOP) to
conduct an annual accounting on every
person who is currently incarcerated for
crimes they committed as children. Allow this
information to be readily shared with human
and child rights organizations.

FORBETTER DATA COLLECTION

A core tenet of the fundamental social compact
between citizens and the state mandates that
when the state engages in the serious exercise of
removing anyone’s fundamental rights of
personal liberty, it assumes an equally grave
responsibility to do so in a manner that protects
that individual’s humanity and dignity. When
citizens allow the state to hold this power over
them, they do so with the understanding that the
state will only wield it with due restraint and
caution. Yet, without full and clear knowledge of
the state’s actions, citizens cannot be sure that the
state is holding up its end of the bargain. Only by
being fully transparent about its actions can the
state assure its citizenry that it is acting in good
conscience.

In the process of writing this report, we did not
experience a level of transparency into state
actions that one would expect in a robust
democracy. Rather, we encountered an elongated,
frustrating, and sometimes expensive process in
which the data we received, if we received it at
all, was often incomplete and sometimes
confounding.

State departments of corrections must facilitate
public access to data. Doing so might entail
departments of correction to institute a culture of
sharing data rather than concealing data, increase
staffing to facilitate data transfer to the public,
and/or create software programs that translate
data from sometimes archaic database systems
into utilizable spreadsheet formats.

States should ensure ongoing data transparency
and accessibility through statutory frameworks
that enshrine the right to data about their criminal
justice systems operations. The data should
include at a minimum: age at offense, age at
incarceration, date of incarceration, length of
sentence, gender, race and ethnicity, and offense.



The United States is currently engaged in one of
the largest government-sanctioned human rights
abuses against children in the world today. It is in
violation of its treaty obligation under the
ICCPR, has refused to ratify and abide by the
CRC, and perpetuates human rights violations
that disproportionately impact minority children.
These children experience torturous conditions
which are prohibited under international law. It
doesn’t have to be this way. We can, as a
community, change the way we treat children
who come into conflict with the law and end this
shameful practice. In order to do so everyone
must step up. We need policymakers to champion
these reforms; we need criminal justice reformers
to prioritize children in reform efforts; we need
philanthropy to invest in this movement; and we
need the public to demand change. The purpose
of this report was to shine a light into the U.S.
prison system to find all of the children we’ve
been warehousing since the 20th century and
expose a pattern of human rights abuses that are
highly suggestive of crimes against humanity.
Our hope is for the United States to resolve to do
better and to take actions to be better. In the
interim, it is imperative that the international
community hold the U.S. government and actors
within its criminal justice system accountable for
its treatment of children.
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APPENDIX

Department of Corrections Data Requests

We used a simple data request in order to facilitate the provision of data from the many departments of
correction (DOC). When we began our research in June of 2021, we had little insight into the vagaries or
the limitations of the data systems of the state departments of correction. As our research progressed, and
some departments were able to clarify the structure of their data systems, we refined our data request so
that departments would be able to more easily provide us with the data that we needed. In three instances,
states provided their full roster of people in prison, and we cleaned and sorted the data ourselves.

Twenty-six states provided data in response to the below data request:

To whom it may concern:

I am reaching out to request information relating to prisoners who are currently serving sentences in
(insert state). We are seeking to compile information across all fifty states and the District of Columbia on
prisoners convicted as adults who were under the age of 18 at the time of the offense for which they were
convicted as adults.

Specifically, we are requesting information for all prisoners who are currently incarcerated in adult prisons
and children prisons (if possible) and serving a sentence in {insert state] for violations of state law
committed when they were under the age of 18, but for which they were convicted in the adult criminal
justice system, including the following:

(1) Name (or non-identifying number if name cannot be released)

(2) DOC Number

(3) Date of Birth

(4) Demographic Information (Race, Gender, and Nationality)

(5) Date of Offense for which they are serving time (or, if unavailable, at date of sentencing
or date of admission)

(6) Age at Time of Offense (or, if unavailable, at age at sentencing or age at admission)

(7) Sentence Length

(8) Whether any portion of Sentence was a Mandatory Minimum Sentence

(9) Current Facility Location within the Department of Corrections
We would appreciate it if the information could be provided in Excel spreadsheet format. If DOC is not
able to release names of prisoners, a non-identifying number could be used in place of the name.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need further clarifications. Before this information is
provided, please let us know of any estimated costs for providing this information.



Nineteen states provided data in response to an earlier version of the data request. This version read as
follows:

I am reaching out to request information relating to juvenile offenders who are currently serving sentences
in your state. We are seeking to compile information on prisoners who were juveniles (less than 18 years
of age) at the time of their offense(s) across all fifty states and the District of Columbia.

Specifically, we are requesting information for all prisoners currently incarcerated and serving an adult
sentence in your state for violations of state law committed when under the age of 18, including the
following:

(1) Name

(2) DOC Number

(3) Date of Birth

(4) Demographic Information (Race, Gender, and Nationality)

(5) Date of Offense

(6) Age at Time of Offense

(7) Sentence Length

(8) Whether any portion of Sentence was a Mandatory Minimum Sentence

(9) Assigned Location

The states that responded to this earlier version include:

1. CcO
2. CT
3. HI
4. IA
S. KY
6. LA
7. MD
8. MN
9. MO
10. NM
11.  NC
12. ND
13.  OK
14. OR
15. RI
16. SC
17.  TX
18. WA
19. WV
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approximate number of individuals incarcerated in state prison, 1,042.000, can be found at https://www.
prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2022.html

8 With 1,566 state prisons and 1,042,000 state prisons (see Prison Policy Initiative) the average sized prison
hold 665 individuals. Using this average, we can determine that the present day population of children
incarcerated with adults would fill 50 separate prisons.
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8 Life Sentences plus de facto life sentences totals 19,739.

81 The average of all numbered sentences = 21.72 years. The average of numbered sentences, not including de
facto life sentences = 14.59 years.
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section starting at pg. 70.

8 https://www.epi.org/publication/whos-paying-now-costs-of-the-current-ece-system/
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8 ($32,000 median wage X 25 years served X 32,359 people = $25,887,200,000)

% Note that this includes 13 individuals who still had a death sentence on the books.
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87 The averages for this chart are slightly different than the averages shared previously because Hawaii, which
did not provide a breakdown on race/ethnicity, is not included in the averages for this chart.

88 States that did not include gender/sex data: Hawaii, New Mexico and North Carolina.

8 States missing for Race/Ethnicity breakdown of Boys and Girls: California, Hawaii, Maryland, New Mexico,
North Carolina, Virginia

% Nevada did not provide data on decade of incarceration, and so is not included in this count.

! States not included: Colorado, Connecticut, Missouri, Montana, Nevada, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Utah,
Washington.

92 States not included: Hawaii, Jowa, Nevada, North Carolina.

% Statistics on State Prison Population: National Institute of Corrections, State Statistics Information: 2019
National Average (n.d.).

4 $14,780 annually per person X 338 people = $4,995,640.00 per year

% ($14,780 X 212 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 20.9 average years served) + ($14,780
X 126 people X 40 years) = $139,978,424.00

% $25,397 annually per person X 933 people = $23,695,401 per year

7 ($25,397 X 795 numbered sentences under 40 years X 8.65 average years served) + ($25,397 X 138 people
serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $31,840,259.75

%8 $20,915 annually per person X 532 people = $11,126,780 per year

% ($20,915 X 416 numbered sentences under 40 years X 17.23 average years served) + ($20,915 X 116 people
serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $246,957,627.20

100-$64,642 annually per person X 3,762 people = $243,183,204.00 per year

101 ($64,642 X 1,711 numbered sentences under 40 years X 17.8 average years served) + ($64,642 X 2,051
people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $7,271,953,503.60

102.$39,303 annually per person X 306 people = $12,026,718.00 per year

103 ($39,303 X 208 numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.95 average years served) + ($39,303 X 98 people
serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $276,284,368.80

104°$62,159 annually per person X 210 people = $13,053,390.00 per year

105 (862,159 X 160 numbered sentences under 40 years X 13.29 average years served) + ($62,159 X 50 people
serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $256,492,897,60

106-$19,069 annually per person X 2,639 people = $50,304,022.00 per year

107($19,069 X 2,058 numbered sentences under 40 years X 15.09 average years served) + ($19,069 X 580
people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $1,034,592,790.18

108 $19,977 annually per person X 1,249 people = $25,670,445.00 per year

19($19,977 X 675 numbered sentences under 40 years X 20.07 average years served) + ($19,977 X 574 people
serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $729,305,333.25

110°$29,425 annually per person X 5 people = $147,125 per year

11 ($29,425 X 2 people serving a numbered sentence under 40 years X 20 average years served) + ($29,425 X 3
people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $4,708,000.00

12 We assumed that individuals with multiple sentences were running concurrently.
113 °§22,182 X 21 people = $465,822 per year

114 (822,812 X 12 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.06 average years served) + ($22,182
X 9 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $11,728,067.04

115 $33,507 annually per person X 981 people = $32,870,367 per year

116 (833,507 X 717 numbered sentences under 40 years X 23.27 average years served) + ($33,507 X 264 people
serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $912,884,477.13

117 $18,065 annually per person X 214 people = $3,865,910.00 per year

118 (818,065 X 99 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 17.94 average years served) + ($18,065
X 115 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $115,183,523.90

119 $37,908 annually per person X 353 people = $13,381,524 per year

120 ($37,908 X 266 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 16.56 average years served) + ($37908
X 87 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $298,903,063.68

121 $24,511 annually per person X 188 people = $4,608,068.00 per year

122 ($24,511 X 165 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.95 average years served) + ($24,511
X 23 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $83,012,629.25

123 This reflects the data that was given to us by Kentucky in response to our query. Given, however, that
Kentucky had, until 2021, a mandatory transfer statute for gun charges for children 14 years or older, as well as



discretionary waiver options for children 14 or older, we must insert a note of caution about the reliability of this
data.

124 $16,681 annually per person X 11 people = $183,491.00

125 ($16,681 X 8 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 15.81 average years served) + ($16,681 X
3 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $4,111,532.88

126 $16,251 annually per person X 2,277 people = $37,003,527 per year

127 ($16,251 X 1656 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 13.74 average years served) +
($16,251 X 621 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $773,440,993.44

128 $43,773 annually per person X 5 people = $2,18,865.00 per year
129.$43,773 X 5 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 21 average years served = $4,596,165.00
130 $44,601 annually per person X 1,132 people = $50,488,332 per year

131 ($44,601 X 694 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 17.01 average years served) +
($44,601 X 438 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $1,307,921,648.94

132 Three individuals did not have sentence lengths in the data we received, and thus were not factored in for
average sentence length

133 $55,170 annually per person X 182 people = $10,040,940 per year

134 (855,170 X 84 people serving numbered sentences over 40 years X 12.86 average years served) + ($55,170 X
98 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $275,863,240.80

135 The Michigan Department of Corrections (MI DOC) initially provided a data set with 3,775 individuals who
had been imprisoned since childhood. On multiple occasions we requested confirmation that the data was
accurate. Two months after we sent the MI DOC a draft of our report, and days before we were set to publish
our report, MI DOC contacted us to say that they had provided us with inaccurate data. They subsequently sent a
revised data set of 554 individuals.

136 $35,809 annually per person X 554 people = $19,838,186.00 per year

137 (835,809 X 474 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.26 average years served) +
($35,809 X 80 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $356,630,425.16

138 $41,366 annually per person X 180 people = $7,445,880.00 per year

139 ($41,366 X 147 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.59 average years served) +
($41,366 X 33 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $143,322,021.18

140.$19,607.80 annually per person X 770 people = $15,098,006.00

141(819,607.80 X 620 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.68 average years served) +
($19,607.80 X 150 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years = $296,109,152.48

142 $22,187 annually per person X 1,091 people = $24,206,017.00 per year

143 (822,187 X 1,075 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.98 average years served) +
($22,187 X 16 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $371,488,034.50

144 $33,578 annually per person X 17 people = $570,826.00 per year

145 (833,578 X 12 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 13.85 average years served) + ($33,578
X 5 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years ) = $12,296,263.60

146 $38,107.89 annually per person X 117 people = $4,458,623.13

147 ($38,107.89 X 78 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 14.53 average years serve) +
($38,107.89 X 39 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $102,815,849.38

148 $17,851 annually per person X 274 people = $4,891,174.00 per year

149 (817,851 X 227 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 9.82) + ($17,851 X 47 people serving
life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $73,352,258.14

150°$61,603 annually per person X 216 people = $13,675,866.00 per year

151 ($61,603 X 183 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 16.15 average years served) +
(361,603 X 33 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $263,380,546.35

152 $36,832 annually per person X 115 people =$4,235,680.00 per year

153 (836,832 X 78 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 17.34 average years served) + ($36,832
X 37 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $104,327,367.64

154 $69,355 annually per person X 749 people = $51,946,895.00

155 ($69,355 X 489 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 12.19 average years served) +
(369,355 X 260 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $1,134,710,913.05

156 $30,180 annually per person X 1,179 people = $35,582,200.00 per year

157 (830,180 X 931 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 11.13 average years served) + ($30,180
X 248 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $610,432,148.40

158 $38,601 annually per person X 23 people = $887,823.00 per year
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159

($38,601 X 17 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 8.69 average years served) + ($38,601 X
6 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $14,966,765.73

160$26,509 annually per person X 588 people = $15,587,292.00 per year

161 ($26,509 X 107 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 21.66 average years served) +
($26,509 X 481 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $571,470,948.58

162 $16,497 annually per person X 147 people = $2,425,059.00 per year

163 ($16,497 X 80 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 15.15 average years served) + ($16,497
X 67 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $64,206,324.00

164 §44,021 annually per person X 484 people = $21,306,164.00 per year

165 ($44,021 X 434 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 8.84 average years served) + ($44,021
X 50 people serving life or de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $256,931,207.76

166 $42,727 annually per person X 822 people = $35,121,594.00

167 (842,727 X 502 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 19.72 average years served) +
($42,727 + 320 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $969,878,972.88

188 Pennsylvania formatted age at time of admittance, not at offense. We left these in because we determined that
it was feasible that these individuals were below 18 at the time of their offense.

199 $58,564 annually per person X 16 people = $1,577,128.52 per year

170 ($58,564 X 6 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 18.69 average years served) + ($58,564 X
10 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $29,992,966.96

171 $20,053 annually per person X 1,139 people = $22,840,367.00

172 ($20,053 X 921 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 15.93 average years served) +
($20,053 X 218 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $469,070,351.59

173 $20,748 annually per person X 58 people = $1,203,384.00 per year

174 ($20,748 X 45 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 13.55 average years served) + ($20,748
X 13 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $23,440,053.00

175 $23,468 annually per person X 841 people = $19,736,588 per year

176 ($23,468 X 652 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 12.17 average years served) +
($23,468 X 189 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $363,632,905.12

177.$22,012 annually per person X 5,272 people = $116,047,264.00 per year

178 ($22,012 X 3844 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 13.76 average years served) +
($22,012 X 1,428 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $2,421,615,841.28

179°$22,119 annually per person X 118 = $2,610,042.00 a year

180 ($22,119 X 40 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 10.78 average years served) + ($22,119
X 78 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $78,548,922.80

181 $37,841 annually per person X 494 people = $18,693,454.00 per year

182 ($37,841 X 472 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 13.67 average years served) +
($37,841 X 22 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $277,459,293.84

183 $27,458 annually per person X 38 people = $1,043,404.00 per year

184 ($27,458 X 18 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 22.5 average years served) + ($27,458 X
20 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) =$33,086,890.00

185 $38,644 annually per person X 1,709 people = $66,042,596.00 per year

186 ($38,644 X 1,495 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 9.75 average years served) +
($38,644 X 214 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $894,077,245.00

187 $46.949.95 annually per year X 11 people = $516,449.45 per year

188 ($46.949.95 X 7 people serving numbered sentences under 40 years X 8 average years served) + ($46.949.95
X 4 people serving life/de facto life sentences X 40 years) = $10,141,189.20

189 Because Wyoming measures age by age of intake, the 18 year olds here are those we assumed turned 18
between their offense and intake.

190 https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/0jjdp/232434.pdf
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