Review Panel Reviews by Type
Fiscal Year 2011

All Tables Updated: 11/14/2012

Initial Extension |Reconsideration

H Row %

Row %o

September 2010 ‘ 47.4% 44.4% 100.0%
October 2010 43| 41.0% | 53 50.5% 9 8.6% | 105 100.0%
[IN[IVEToelol-Telok el 62 ( 56.4% | 40| 36.4% 8 7.3% | 110| 100.0%
December 2010 61| 43.6% | 76| 54.3% 3 2.1% | 140 100.0%
January 2011 48| 47.1% | 43| 42.2% 11 10.8% | 102 | 100.0%
February 2011 51| 45.9% | 51| 45.9% 9 8.1% | 111 | 100.0%
March 2011 84| 53.8% | 67| 42.9% 5 3.2% | 156 | 100.0%
April 2011 69| 48.6% | 64| 45.1% 9 6.3% | 142 100.0%
May 2011 55| 47.8% | 56| 48.7% 4 3.5% | 115 100.0%
June 2011 66| 50.0% | 55| 41.7% 11 8.3% | 132|100.0%
July 2011 59| 43.1% | 69| 50.4% 9 6.6% | 137 | 100.0%
August 2011 59| 47.6% | 56| 45.2% 9 7.3% | 124 100.0%
Total 721| 47.8% (690 | 45.7% 98 6.5% | 1509 | 100.0%




Review Panel Decision Distribution
Fiscal Year 2011

Discharge Uphold
Row Row ‘
%

September

2010 1 0.7% | 87| 64.4% | - -1 1 0.7% | - -| 36| 26.7%| 3 2.2% | - -1 - - 7 5.2% | 135|100.0%
October 2010 2 1.9% | 65| 61.9%| - -1 - -1 - -| 29| 27.6%| 6 57%| - -1 - -l 3 2.9% | 105 |100.0%
November

2010 2 1.8% | 78| 70.9% | - -l 2 1.8% | - -1 22| 20.0%| 3 2.7% | - -1 1 0.9% | 2 1.8% | 110 100.0%
December

2010 2 1.4% | 102 | 72.9% | - -1 1 0.7% | - -| 33| 23.6%| - -1 - -1 1 0.7% | 1 0.7% | 140 | 100.0%
January 2011 - -| 56| 54.9% | - -1 - -1 - -| 35| 34.3%| 6 5.9% | - -l 2 2.0% | 3 2.9% | 102 | 100.0%
February 2011 3 2.7% | 66| 59.5% |1 0.9% | 2 1.8% | - -| 33| 29.7%| 2 1.8% | - -1 1 0.9% | 3 2.7% | 111 |100.0%
March 2011 4 2.6% 102 | 65.4% | - -1 2 1.3% | - -| 45| 28.8% - -1 0.6% - -1 2 1.3% | 156 | 100.0%
April 2011 1 0.7% | 95| 66.9% | - -1 1 0.7% | 1 0.7% | 37| 26.1%| 3 2.1% | - -l 2 1.4% | 2 1.4% | 142 100.0%
May 2011 - -| 77| 67.0% | - -1 1 0.9% | - -| 34| 29.6%| 2 1.7% | - -1 - -1 0.9% | 115|100.0%
June 2011 3 2.3% | 67| 50.8% | - -1 - -13 2.3% | 51| 38.6%| 2 1.5% | - -1 - -l 6 4.5% | 132 | 100.0%
July 2011 2 1.5% | 68| 49.6% | - -l 2 1.5% | - -| 58| 42.3%| - -1 - -1 1 0.7% | 6 4.4% | 137 |100.0%
August 2011 - -| 83| 66.9% | - -l 2 1.6% | - -| 32| 25.8%| 1 0.8% | - -l 2 1.6% | 4 3.2% | 124 |100.0%
Total 20 1.3% | 946 | 62.7% |1 0.1% | 14 0.9% | 4 0.3% 445 | 29.5% |28 1.9% |1 0.1% | 10 0.7% | 40 2.7% | 1509 | 100.0%




—————————— ACROSS GROUP COMPARISONS ----------
Extension Decisions
By Location of Youth
Fiscal Year 2011

Extend OoD1 (o]=x} (0] SD SR Total
Reviews
ﬁ Col % T Col % ] Col % H Col %% 7” Col % :‘ Col % Z‘ Col %
Institution AL PRICE SJCF 7.3% -1 3] 21.4%|1| 25.0% | - 10.0% 6.7%
CORSICANA RTC 133 | 14.1%| - -1 3| 21.4%| - -1 - -| 3| 30.0%| 175| 11.8%
CROCKETT 93 9.8% | - -l - -|1| 25.0%| - - - - 127 8.6%
EVINS REG JUV CNTR 55 5.8% | - -1 2| 14.3%| - - - -1 - - 89 6.0%
GAINESVILLE 156 | 16.5% | - -1 1 7.1% | - -l - - 1| 10.0% 242 16.4%
GIDDINGS 103 | 10.9% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - -| 143 9.7%
MCLENNAN 11 146 | 15.4% | - -1 7.1% | 1| 25.0%| - -] 1| 10.0% | 218| 14.7%
MCLENNAN O & A UNIT 3 0.3% | - - - -l - -l - - - - 4 0.3%
RON JACKSON SJCC UT1 84 8.9% | - -l 2| 14.3%| - -11(100.0%| 1| 10.0% | 150 10.1%
RON JACKSON SJCC UT2 26 2.7% | - -1 1 7.1%|1| 25.0% | - - - - 38 2.6%
Sub-Total 868 | 91.8% | - -113| 92.9% (4 [100.0% |1|100.0% | 7| 70.0% | 1285| 86.9%
AYRES HOUSE 6 0.6% | - -1 1 7.1% | - -l - - 1| 10.0% 16 1.1%
BETO HOUSE 1 0.1% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 4 0.3%
COTTRELL HOUSE 4 0.4% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 11 0.7%
MCFADDEN 8 0.8% | - - - -l - -l - - - - 21 1.4%
SCHAEFFER HOUSE 7 0.7% | - - - -1 - -1 - - - - 24 1.6%
TAMAYO HOUSE 2 0.2% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 12 0.8%
TURMAN HOUSE 11 1.2% |1(100.0% | - - - - - -1 1| 10.0% 26 1.8%
WILLOUGHBY HOUSE 1 0.1% | - - - -l - -l - - - - 10 0.7%
YORK HOUSE 10 1.1%| - -l - -1 - -1 - - 1| 10.0% 18 1.2%
Sub-Total 50 5.3% | 1(100.0% | 1 7.1% | - -1 - -| 3| 30.0% | 142 9.6%
Contract Care | ABRAXAS YOUTH AND FAMILY SERVICES 8 0.8% | - - - - - - - - - - 12 0.8%
ASSOCIATED MARINE INSTITUTES, INC. DBA
RGMI 1 0.1% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 3 0.2%
AUSTIN STATE HOSPITAL - - - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 1 0.1%
BROOKHAVEN YOUTH RANCH INC. 2 0.2% | - - - - - - - - - - 5 0.3%
BYRDS THERAPEUTIC GROUP HOME 1 0.1% | - - - -1 - -1 - - - - 2 0.1%
GARZA COUNTY REGIONAL JUVENILE CENTER 1 0.1% | - - - -1 - -1 - - - - 5 0.3%
GULF COAST TRADES CENTER 1 0.1% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 1 0.1%
HARRIS COUNTY PSYCHIATRIC CENTER 2 0.2% | - - - - - - - - - - 8 0.5%
NEW DAY ACHIEVEMENT CENTER - -1 - - - -1 - -1 - - - - 1 0.1%
TERRELL STATE HOSPITAL 3 0.3% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 3 0.2%
W.IL.N.G.S. FOR LIFE, INC. - AMI 1 0.1% | - - - - - - - - - - 1 0.1%
Sub-Total 20 2.1% | - - - -1 - -1 - - - - 42 2.8%
REGION CENTRAL - -1 - - - -1 - -1 - - - - 1 0.1%
REGION EAST 1 0.1% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 1 0.1%
REGION NORTH 3 0.3% | - - - - - - - - - - 4 0.3%
REGION SOUTH 1 0.1% | - - - -1 - -1 - - - - 1 0.1%
REGION WEST 3 0.3% | - -l - -1 - -1 - - - - 3 0.2%
al 8 0.8% | - - - - - - - -l - - 10 0.7%
946 [ 100.0% | 1 [ 100.0% | 14 | 100.0% | 4 | 100.0% | 1 | 100.0% | 10 | 100.0% | 1479 | 100.0%




Extension Decisions
By Demographic Characteristics
Fiscal Year 2011

Extend OoD1 OE1l OR SD SR Total Reviews

ﬁ Col % | ] Col % Z‘ Col %% j Col % ] Col % ] Col % 7“ Col %
Total 946 | 100.0% [ 1 | 100.0% | 14 | 100.0% | 4 | 100.0% | 1 [ 100.0% | 10 | 100.0% | 1479 | 100.0%
Gender
Female 87 9.2% | - -l 2| 14.3%| - -11]100.0% | 1| 10.0%| 167| 11.3%
Male 859 90.8% |1|100.0% |12| 85.7% |4|100.0% | - -1 9| 90.0% | 1312 88.7%
Ethnicity
Anglo 229 | 24.2%| - -1 1 7.1% | 1| 25.0%| - -1 1| 10.0% | 372| 25.2%
Black 408 | 43.1%| - -110| 71.4% |2| 50.0% |1|100.0% | 6| 60.0% | 611| 41.3%
Other 309 32.7%(1[100.0% | 3| 21.4%|1| 25.0% | - -1 3| 30.0% 496 33.5%
Age on Review Date
12 4 0.4% | - - - - - -1 - - - - 5 0.3%
13 5 0.5% | - -l - - - -1 - - - - 7 0.5%
14 29 3.1% | - - - - - - - - - - 42 2.8%
15 115| 12.2% | - -1 1 7.1% | - -1 - - - -| 155( 10.5%
16 242 | 25.6% | - -l - -11| 25.0%]| - -| 1| 10.0% | 364| 24.6%
17 348 36.8% | - -1 6| 429% |1| 25.0% | - -] 6| 60.0% 544 36.8%
18 203 | 21.5%|1|100.0% | 7| 50.0% |2| 50.0% |1[100.0% | 3| 30.0% | 362| 24.5%
High Need Chemical Dependency
No 737 | 77.9%|1|100.0% | 10| 71.4% |4|100.0% |1 [100.0% | 9| 90.0% | 1138| 76.9%

Yes 209 | 22.1% | - -1 4| 28.6% | - -l - - 1| 10.0% | 341 23.1%

High Need Capital Offender

[\[¢] 939 | 99.3% | 1(100.0% (14 |100.0% | 4|100.0% |1 |100.0% [ 10 [ 100.0% | 1469 | 99.3%

Yes 7 0.7% | - -1 - -1 - -l - - - - 10 0.7%

High Need Sex Offender

[\[e} 813 | 85.9% |1(100.0% (13| 92.9% |3| 75.0% |1|100.0% |10 [100.0% | 1297 | 87.7%
Yes 133 | 14.1% | - -1 7.1%|1| 25.0% | - - - -| 182| 12.3%
High Need Mental Health

[\[e} 865| 91.4% |1(100.0% (13| 92.9% |4|100.0% |1|100.0% | 9| 90.0% | 1373 | 92.8%

Yes 81 8.6% | - -1 1 7.1% | - - - - 1| 10.0% | 106 7.2%

Moderate Need Chemical Dependency

No 595| 62.9% | - -110| 71.4%| - -11]100.0% | 4| 40.0%| 933| 63.1%
\CS 351 37.1%|1|100.0% | 4| 28.6% |4|100.0% | - -| 6| 60.0%| 546| 36.9%
Moderate Need Capital Offender

[\[e] 675 71.4%|1|100.0% |10| 71.4% |1| 25.0% | - -] 5| 50.0% | 1065 72.0%
\CS 271 | 28.6% | - -| 4| 28.6% 3| 75.0% |1|100.0% | 5| 50.0% | 414| 28.0%
Moderate Need Mental Health

No 870 | 92.0% |1|100.0% | 13| 92.9% |4|100.0% |1 |100.0% | 8| 80.0% | 1365| 92.3%

Yes 76 8.0% | - -1 7.1% | - -1 - -1 2| 20.0% | 114 7.7%

Moderate Need Sex Offender

[\[e} 914 | 96.6% |1 |100.0% (14 [100.0% | 3| 75.0% |1 |100.0% |10 [100.0% | 1431 | 96.8%
Yes 32 3.4% | - - - -l1] 25.0% | - - - - 48 3.2%
Committing County

Bell 17 1.8% | - -l - -1 - - - -l - - 26 1.8%
Bexar 56 5.9% | - -| 4| 28.6%| - - - -1 1| 10.0% | 104 7.0%
Dallas 85 9.0% | - -1 1 7.1%|1| 25.0% | - - - - 126 8.5%
Ector 18 1.9% | - -1 - -1 - - - -l - - 30 2.0%
Harris 128 | 13.5%|1|100.0% | 4| 28.6% | - -11(100.0% | 1| 10.0%| 211| 14.3%
Jefferson 17 1.8% | - -1 - -1 - -l - - - - 25 1.7%

Lubbock 20 2.1% | - -l - -1 - -1 - -1 - - 26 1.8%




Mclennan 3.8% | - -1 - -1- -1 - -1 - - 51 3.4%

2.6% | - -1 - -|1| 25.0%] - -l - - 39 2.6%
Tarrant 6.4% | - -1 7.1% | - - - -1 3| 30.0% | 114 7.7%
*Other Counties 51.1% | - -| 4| 28.6%|2| 50.0% | - -| 5| 50.0% | 727 49.2%

* Note: Only counties with 25 or more youth reviewed are displayed individually.



Extensions by Alleged Mistreatment Filings
Fiscal Year 2011

Extend OoD1 OE1 OR Total Reviews

Col % H Col % Col % Col % Col % ‘ Col % ‘ ‘ Col %

Filed Allegation of Abuse*

660 | 69.8% | 1| 100.0% (10| 71.4% |4 |100.0% | - -| 7| 70.0% | 1071 | 72.4%
286 (30.2% | - -1 4| 28.6% | - -11(100.0% | 3| 30.0% 408 | 27.6%
813|85.9% (1 [100.0% | 14| 100.0% | 4 | 100.0% | 1 [ 100.0% | 10 | 100.0% | 1298 | 87.8%

133(14.1% | - -l - - - - - -l - - 181 12.2%

937 | 99.0%

[y

100.0% | 14| 100.0% | 4 | 100.0% | 1 [ 100.0% | 10 | 100.0% | 1464 | 99.0%

9| 1.0% | - -l - - - - - -l - - 15 1.0%

* Note: Allegation filed on or before panel review. Looks at only most serious allegation on each filing.
Does not look at whether allegation was proven, only that it was filed.



Institution | AL PRICE

Contract
Care

CORSICANA
RTC

CROCKETT

EVINS REG
JUV CNTR

GAINESVILLE
GIDDINGS
MCLENNAN 11

MCLENNAN O
& A UNIT

RON JACKSON
SJCC UT1

RON JACKSON
SJCC UT2

Sub-Total
AYRES HOUSE
BETO HOUSE

COTTRELL
HOUSE

MCFADDEN

SCHAEFFER
HOUSE

TAMAYO
HOUSE

TURMAN
HOUSE

WILLOUGHBY
HOUSE

YORK HOUSE
b al

ABRAXAS
YOUTH AND
FAMILY
SERVICES

ASSOCIATED
MARINE
INSTITUTES,
INC. DBA
RGMI

AUSTIN
STATE
HOSPITAL

BROOKHAVEN

YOUTH
RANCH INC.

BYRDS
THERAPEUTIC
GROUP HOME

GARZA
COUNTY
REGIONAL
JUVENILE
CENTER

GULF COAST
TRADES
CENTER

HARRIS
COUNTY
PSYCHIATRIC
CENTER

NEW DAY

WITHIN GROUP COMPARISONS
Fiscal Year 2011

Discharge Extend OoD1 OE1l OR Release Reduce SD SR Uphold Total
Row Row Row Row Row Row Row Row Row Row Row
% % % % % % % % % % %
1 1.0% | 69| 66.3% | - -l 3[2.9%|1|1.0% | 27| 26.0%| - -1 - -1 1|11.0%| 2| 1.9%| 104|100.0%
1 0.6% [ 133 | 73.5% | - -l 3(1.7%]| - -| 37| 20.4% | - -1 - -1 3|1.7%| 4| 2.2%| 181|100.0%
4 3.1% | 93| 72.7%| - -1 - -/1]/0.8%| 26| 20.3%| - -1 - - - -1 4| 3.1% | 128(100.0%
2 2.2% | 55| 60.4% | - -l 2(2.2%]| - -| 22| 242% | 7| 7.7%| - - - -1 3| 3.3% 91| 100.0%
5 2.0% (156 | 63.9% | - -| 1{0.4%]| - -| 75| 30.7% | 4| 1.6% | - -1 1|/0.4% | 2| 0.8% | 244|100.0%
- -1103| 72.0% | - -1 - -1 - -| 32| 22.4% | - -1 - - - -1 8| 5.6% | 143(100.0%
1 0.5% (146 | 66.1% | - -] 1{0.5%|1(0.5%| 61| 27.6% | 4| 1.8%| - -| 1]10.5% | 6| 2.7% | 221 |100.0%
- - 3| 75.0% | - - - - - - - -1 1|25.0% | - - - -l - - 4100.0%
2 1.3% | 84| 54.5% | - - 2(1.3%| - -| 57| 37.0%| 1| 0.6%|1|0.6% | 1[(0.6%| 6| 3.9% | 154 |100.0%
- -| 26| 65.0% | - -] 1{25%|1(2.5%| 10| 25.0% | 2| 5.0%| - - - - - - 40 [ 100.0%
16 1.2% | 868 | 66.3% | - -113(1.0%|4|0.3% 347 | 26.5% [19| 1.5%|1|0.1% | 7[0.5%|35| 2.7% |1310|100.0%
1 5.6% 6| 33.3%| - -| 1(5.6%] - - 8| 44.4% | 1| 5.6%| - -1 1|5.6%| - - 18| 100.0%
- - 1| 25.0% | - -1 - -1 - - 1| 25.0% | 2|50.0% | - - - - - - 4100.0%
- - 4| 36.4% | - - - - - - 5| 455% | 1| 9.1%| - - - - 1] 9.1% 11 | 100.0%
- - 8| 38.1% | - - - -1 - -| 12| 57.1% | 1| 4.8%| - -l - -l - - 21|100.0%
- - 7| 29.2% | - -1 - -1 - -| 16| 66.7% | 1| 4.2%| - - - - - - 24100.0%
- - 2| 16.7% | - -l - - - -| 10| 83.3%| - -1 - -1 - - - - 12{100.0%
1 3.6% | 11| 39.3%(1(3.6% | - - - -| 14| 50.0% | - -1 - -1 1|13.6%| - - 28|100.0%
1| 10.0% 1| 10.0% | - -1 - -1 - - 6| 60.0% | 2|20.0% | - - - - - - 10 | 100.0%
- -| 10| 52.6%| - - - - - - 7| 36.8%| 1| 5.3%] - -| 115.3% - - 19 | 100.0%
3 2.0% | 50| 34.0% |1[0.7%| 1|0.7% | - -| 79| 53.7% | 9| 6.1%| - -1 3|/2.0%| 1| 0.7%| 147|100.0%
- - 8| 66.7% | - - - -1 - - 3| 25.0%| - -1 - -l - -1 1| 8.3% 12| 100.0%
- - 1| 33.3%| - -l - -1 - - 2| 66.7%| - -1 - -1 - - - - 3|100.0%
- - - - - - - - - - 1|100.0% | - -1 - - - -l - - 1|100.0%
- - 2| 40.0% | - -1 - -1 - - 3| 60.0% | - -1 - - - - - - 5]100.0%
- - 1| 50.0% | - -l - -1 - - 1| 50.0%| - -1 - -1 - - - - 21100.0%
- - 1| 20.0% | - - - -1 - - 3| 60.0%| - -1 - -l - -1 1]|20.0% 5]100.0%
- - 1]100.0% | - -1 - -1 - - - -l - -1 - - - - - - 1|100.0%
- - 2| 25.0%| - - - - - - 5| 62.5%| - -1 - - - -1 1|12.5% 8| 100.0%




Parole

ACHIEVEMENT
CENTER

TERRELL
STATE
HOSPITAL

Sub-Total

REGION
CENTRAL

REGION EAST

REGION
NORTH

REGION
SOUTH

REGION WEST

-l - -| - - - - -| 1]100.0%| - - - -l - -l - - 1{100.0%
-| 3]100.0% | - - - - -l - -l - - - -l - - - - 3(100.0%

-| 1]100.0% | - - - - -l - -l - - - -l - -l - - 1{100.0%

-| 20| 47.6%]| - - - - -| 19| 45.2%| - - - -l - -| 8| 7.1%| 42|100.0%
100.0% | - -| - - - - -l - -l - - - -l - - - - 1{100.0%
-| 1]100.0% | - - - - -l- - - - - - - -l - - 1{100.0%

-| 3| 75.0%]| - - - - -l - -l - - - -l - -| 1]25.0% 4100.0%

-| 1]100.0% | - - - - -l - -l - - - -l - - - - 1{100.0%

-| 3]100.0% | - - - - -l- - - - - - - -l - - 3(100.0%
10.0% | 8| 80.0% | - - - - -l - -l - - - -l - -| 1|10.0%| 10]100.0%
1.3% | 946 | 62.7% |1[0.1% |14|0.9% |4|0.3% |445| 29.5% |28| 1.9% |1|0.1% |10|0.7% |40| 2.7% | 1509 | 100.0%




Extension Reviews
By Demographic Characteristics

Fiscal Year 2011
(Includes Review Types of Initial and Extend Only)

Discharge Extend Release ‘ Total

Row %o H Row % ‘ Row %o ‘ Row %o
Total 20 1.4% | 946 | 67.0% |445| 31.5% | 1411 | 100.0%
Gender
Female 3 1.9% | 87 55.4% | 67| 42.7% | 157 |100.0%
Male 17 1.4% | 859 | 68.5% |378| 30.1% | 1254 | 100.0%
Ethnicity
Anglo 5 1.4% | 229 64.9% | 119| 33.7% | 353| 100.0%
Black 6 1.0% | 408 | 69.7%|171| 29.2% | 585 100.0%
Other 9 1.9% | 309 | 65.3%|155| 32.8% | 473| 100.0%
Age on Review Date
12 - - 4 80.0% 1 20.0% 51 100.0%
13 - - 5| 83.3% 1| 16.7% 6| 100.0%
14 - -1 29| 69.0% | 13| 31.0% 42| 100.0%
15 - -1115| 76.2% | 36| 23.8% | 151|100.0%
16 - -|242| 71.0% | 99| 29.0% | 341|100.0%
17 - -1348| 67.1% |171| 32.9% | 519 100.0%
18 20 5.8% (203 | 58.5% |124| 35.7% | 347|100.0%
High Need Chemical Dependency
No 16 1.5% | 737 | 67.9% |333| 30.7% | 1086 | 100.0%
Yes 4 1.2% | 209 | 64.3%|112| 34.5% | 325| 100.0%
High Need Capital Offender
\[¢] 20 1.4% | 939 67.0% | 443 | 31.6% | 1402 | 100.0%
Yes - - 7| 77.8% 2| 22.2% 9| 100.0%
High Need Sex Offender
\[¢] 20 1.6% | 813 65.6% | 406 | 32.8% | 1239 | 100.0%
Yes - -|1133| 77.3% | 39| 22.7%| 172 100.0%
High Need Mental Health
No 20 1.5% | 865| 66.1% |423| 32.3% | 1308 | 100.0%
Yes - -] 81 78.6% | 22 21.4% | 103 | 100.0%
Moderate Need Chemical Dependency
No 15 1.7% |595| 67.3%|274| 31.0% | 884 | 100.0%
Yes 5 0.9% | 351 66.6% 171 | 32.4% | 527 |100.0%
Moderate Need Capital Offender
No 17 1.7% | 675| 66.6% |322| 31.8% |1014 | 100.0%
Yes 3 0.8% (271 | 68.3% |123| 31.0% | 397 | 100.0%
Moderate Need Mental Health
No 19 1.5% | 870 | 66.8% |413| 31.7% | 1302 | 100.0%
Yes 1 0.9% | 76| 69.7% | 32| 29.4% | 109 | 100.0%
Moderate Need Sex Offender
No 19 1.4% | 914 | 67.1%|430| 31.5% | 1363 | 100.0%
Yes 1 2.1% | 32| 66.7% | 15| 31.3% 48| 100.0%
Committing County
Bell - -1 17 68.0% 8 32.0% 25| 100.0%
Bexar 4 4.0%| 56| 56.6% | 39| 39.4% 99 | 100.0%
BEIES 3 2.4% | 85| 69.1% | 35| 28.5% | 123| 100.0%
Ector - -| 18| 62.1%| 11| 37.9% 29| 100.0%
Harris 5 2.5% | 128 64.3% | 66 33.2% | 199 | 100.0%
Jefferson - -| 17| 68.0% 8| 32.0% 251 100.0%




Lubbock - -| 20| 80.0% 5| 20.0% 25| 100.0%
Mclennan - -| 36| 76.6% | 11| 23.4% 47| 100.0%
Smith - -| 25| 69.4% | 11| 30.6% 36 | 100.0%
Tarrant 2 1.9%| 61| 57.5%| 43| 40.6% | 106 | 100.0%
*Other Counties 6 0.9% (483 | 69.3% |208| 29.8% | 697 | 100.0%

* Note: Only counties with 25 or more youth reviewed are displayed individually.




Decision Distribution by Alleged Mistreatment Filings
Fiscal Year 2011

Discharge Release Reduce Total

% % % %

Row ‘ Row H Row Row

Filed Allegation of
Abuse*

60.4% 32.0% 100.0%

4 1.0% | 286 | 68.8% | - -l 4| 1.0%| - -| 95| 22.8% | 6| 1.4%|1| 0.2%| 3| 0.7% (17| 4.1%| 416 100.0%
Filed Allegation of
Neglect*
19 1.4% |813| 61.2% (1| 0.1%|14| 1.1%|4| 0.3% |407| 30.6% |25| 1.9% |1| 0.1%|10| 0.8% (34| 2.6% |1328| 100.0%
1 0.6% [ 133 | 73.5% | - -1 - - - -| 38| 21.0% | 3| 1.7%]| - -1 - -| 6| 3.3%| 181 100.0%
Filed Allegation of
Exploitation®
19 1.3% | 937 | 62.7% 1| 0.1%|14| 0.9% |4| 0.3% |440| 29.5% | 28| 1.9% |1| 0.1%|10| 0.7% (40| 2.7% | 1494 | 100.0%
1 6.7% 9| 60.0% | - -1 - - - - 5| 33.3% | - -1 - - - -l - - 15| 100.0%

* Note: Allegation filed on or before panel review. Looks at only most serious allegation on each filing.
Does not look at whether allegation was proven, only that it was filed.



Reconsideration of Extension Reviews
By Demographic Characteristics
Fiscal Year 2011

(Includes Review Type of Reconsideration Only)

Uphold Total
‘ H Row % ‘ Row %o
Total 33| 100.0% | 33 | 100.0%
Gender
Female 51 100.0% | 5| 100.0%

Male 28| 100.0% | 28 | 100.0%

Ethnicity
Anglo 13| 100.0% | 13| 100.0%

Black 16 | 100.0% | 16 | 100.0%

Other 4 100.0% | 4| 100.0%

Age on Review Date

13 1(100.0% | 1| 100.0%

15 2|100.0% | 2| 100.0%

16 11| 100.0% | 11 [ 100.0%

17 12| 100.0% | 12 | 100.0%

18 71100.0% | 7| 100.0%

High Need Chemical Dependency
No 27 | 100.0% | 27 | 100.0%

Yes 6| 100.0% | 6| 100.0%

High Need Capital Offender
No 32 100.0% | 32 | 100.0%

Yes 1| 100.0% | 1| 100.0%

High Need Sex Offender

[\[e} 25| 100.0% | 25| 100.0%

Yes 8(100.0% | 8| 100.0%

High Need Mental Health

[\[e} 32| 100.0% | 32 | 100.0%

Yes 1|100.0% | 1| 100.0%

Moderate Need Chemical Dependency

[\[e} 28| 100.0% | 28 | 100.0%

Yes 5| 100.0% | 5| 100.0%

Moderate Need Capital Offender

[\[e} 22| 100.0% | 22 | 100.0%

Yes 11| 100.0% | 11 [ 100.0%

Moderate Need Mental Health

[\[¢] 29| 100.0% | 29 | 100.0%

Yes 41100.0% | 4| 100.0%

Moderate Need Sex Offender

[\[e} 33| 100.0% | 33 | 100.0%

Committing County

Bell 1(100.0% | 1| 100.0%
Bexar 1(100.0% | 1| 100.0%
BEVES 1(100.0% | 1| 100.0%
Ecto 1] 100.0% | 1| 100.0%
Harris 6| 100.0% | 6| 100.0%
Mclennan 3| 100.0% | 3| 100.0%
Smith 3| 100.0% | 3| 100.0%
Tarrant 1] 100.0% | 1| 100.0%

[y
(o))

*Other Counties 100.0% | 16 | 100.0%




* Note: Only counties with 25 or more youth reviewed are displayed individually.



