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Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Ballard County Ballard
Population 90% I3%
Complaints 100%
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Race White M other Hispanic M Black

Ballard County Population Ballard County Complaints

Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complainzs
White 1,527 90% Dihite 2(73 1080//2
Black 98 o Hispanic 0 0%
Hispanic 48 3% Other 0 0%
Other 18 1% Unknown 0 0%
Total 1,691 100% Total 22 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Ballard County

Referralsin CY 22, Ballard County = 2

Complaint Close Reason
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Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR o0
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Req Formal Court Ref - Judge Req

22, Ballard County =4

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Barren County Barren

Population 87% I 6%
Complaints 7o% - e
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Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Barren County Population Barren County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 9,087 87% White 2 /6%
Black 588 6% e o 6%

- - Hispanic 17 7%
Hispanic 607 6% Other 58 11%
Other 104 1% Unknown 1 0%

Total 10,386 100% Total 257 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Barren County

Referralsin CY 22, Barren County = 23

Complaint Close Reason

11 13
10
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR 0 I B s

Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Un;ucce_ssful Child Req F0|.'mal CDW Ref Case for Formal Court Ref- Formal Court Ref - Youthful Off
Diversion Court Hearing Formal Proc Co Atty Req Judge Req Referral
22, Barren County =11

Complaints

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Boyd County
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Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Boyd County Boyd

Population 93% I 3%
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Race White M other Hispanic M Biack |
Boyd County Population Boyd County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 9,310 93% Drhite %3 o2
Black 336 3% acki /0
- . 0 Hispanic 4 2%
Hispanic 311 3% 3
91 19% Other 74 28%
Other © Unknown 14 5%
Total 10,048 100% Total 266 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Boyd County

Referralsin CY 22, Boyd County = 64

Complaint Close Reason
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Boyle County Boyle
Population 82% I 7% 9%

Complaints 69% - 6% 17%
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Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Boyle County Population Boyle County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 4,961 82% White A4 67%
B 0 Black 11 17%
ack 556 9% . . o
] . o Hispanic 4 6%
Hispanic 415 7% Other 5 8%
Other 83 1%
Unknown 2 3%
Total 6,015 100% Total 66 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Boyle County
Referralsin CY 22, Boyle County = 5 Complaint Close Reason
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Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR o I
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Unsuccessful Diversion Child Req For.'mal Court CDW Ref Case for Formal Formal Court Ref - Co Atty
Hearing Proc Reqg
22,Boyle County =1
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page20of 2
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Caldwell County Caldwell
Population 88% I3%
Complalnts o5% o
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Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Caldwell County Population Caldwell County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 2,517 88% White 28 65%
0 Black 13 30%
Black 234 8% - . 5
- . 0 Hispanic 2 5%
Hispanic 75 3% Other 0 0%
19 1%
Other Unknown 0 0%
Total 2,845 100% Total 43 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Caldwell County
Referralsin CY 22, Caldwell County = 8 )
Complaint Close Reason
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Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR ©
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Unsuccessful Diversion Child Req Forma\ Court CDW Ref Case for Formal ~ Formal Court Ref - Co Atty
Hearing Proc Req
22, Caldwell County =4
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page20of 2
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Carlisle County Carlisle
Population 92% I 4%
Complaints 93% 7%
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Race White M other Hispanic M Black
Carlisle County Population Carlisle County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 999 92% Dihite 1(3) 920//0
Black e 3% Hispanic 1 7%
Hispanic 39 4% Other 0 0%
Other 10 1% Unknown 0 0%
Total 1,086 100% Total 14 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Carlisle County
Referralsin CY 22, Carlisle County = 1 .
Complaint Close Reason
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Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR b I
Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Req Formal Court Ref - Judge Req

Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Carlisle County =1

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Carter County Carter
Population 96% IZ%I

Complaints 87% - 4% I
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Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Carter County Population Carter County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 5,841 96% \é\fgétke 6% 83; 0//0
Elagk &1 1% Hispanic 3 4‘%[;
Hispanic 138 2% Other 5 7%
Other 37 1% Unknown 3 4%
Total 6,077 100% Total 74 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Carter County

Referralsin CY 22, Carter County = 18

Complaint Close Reason

£ 20 15
5
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR o 0
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Unsuccessful Diversion CDW Ref Case for Formal Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Formal Court Ref - Judge
Proc Req Req

22, Carter County =10

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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Intake Action
[0 child Released by CDW

B Extension of Detention

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Casey County Casey

Population 92% I 6%
Complaints 84% - 7%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Biack
Casey County Population Casey County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 3,342 92% \é%hltke 3(&; 8610//0
Black 73 2% acki b
; - Hispanic 3 7%
Hispanic 213 6% Other 4 9%
Other 17 0% Unknown 0 0%
Total 3,645 100% Total 45 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Casey County

Referralsin CY 22, Casey County = 5

Complaint Close Reason

%]

€ 4

= 3

a 2

— = I :
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR o I I
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Unsuccessful Child Req Formal Court ~ CDW Ref Case for Formal Court Ref - Co Formal Court Ref -

Diversion Hearing Formal Proc Atty Reqg Judge Req

22, Casey County =3

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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Performance Measures Two Pager
Christian County

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Christian

Select County

Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Christian County

Complaint Filing Date
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Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During

CY 22, Christian County
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Calendar Year, Christian County
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Intake Action
[0 child Released by CDW
B Extension of Detention

Complaint Close Reason
[ Successful Diversion
Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.

Run Date:
6/14/2023
Pagelof?2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager
Christian County

Select County
Christian

Popu‘ation o I e
Complaints % - o
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%
Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Christian County Population Christian County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of ComplainEs
White 11,767 61% White 136 35%
0 Black 204 52%
Black 5,021 26% . .

. : o Hispanic 30 8%
Hispanic 2,022 10% Other 22 6%
Other 453 2% 5

Unknown 0 0%
Total 19,263 100% Total 392 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Christian County
Referralsin CY 22, Christian County = 68 Complaint Close Reason
%]
= 41
5 40 33 ”
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR © L [ — _ _
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Uns_ucce_ssful Child FTA for Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court Youthful Off
o Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-Judge Req Referral
22, Christian County = 24 Hearing Req
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.
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Click here to download the
methodology for this report:
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
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Performance Measures Two Pager
Edmonson County Edmonson

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Select County

Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Edmonson County

Complaint Filing Date
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Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
CY 22, Edmonson County
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Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by
Calendar Year, Edmonson County
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Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
22, Edmonson County

2017 59 s
2018 0%
2019 6% I e ass ——
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Percent of Complaints

Intake Action
[0 child Released by CDW
B Extension of Detention

Complaint Close Reason
[ Successful Diversion

Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Edmonson County Edmonson
Population 94% I3%
Complaints 100%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black

Edmonson County Population Edmonson County Complaints

Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 2,111 94% Dihite * o0
Black 62 it Hispanic 0 0%
Hispanic 58 3% Other 0 0%
Other 22 1% Unknown 1 3%
Total 2,253 100% Total 31 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Edmonson County

Referrals in CY 22, Edmonson County = 5 Complaint Close Reason

2
c 4
T 4 3
a
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR © I —
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY CDW Ref Case for Formal Proc Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Req Formal Court Ref - Judge Req

22, Edmonson County =3

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2




ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Click here to download the

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Fayette County Fayette
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Fayette County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During

CY 22, Fayette County

2017 33% %
2018 26% e

Complaint Filing Date

1,402
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o7z 2019 35% e
@ 1000 2020 38% 2%
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g 2022 31% 8%
(o]
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Percent of Complaints
0 o
Diversion Status
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 B Diverted
Not Diverted
Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Fayette County 22, Fayette County

Complaint Fling Date 2017 | 1% S
200 173 2015 29BN

%)
2
= 143 131 2020 5% IS —
£ 100 o4 122 2021~ 17% s ——
S " ” 2022 129 s ———
ol - 4 10 24 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints

Intake Action Complaint Close Reason

[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Fayette County Fayette

Complaints eo% - 20

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%  30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75%  80% 85%  90%  95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Biack |

Fayette County Population Fayette County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of ComplainEs
White 41,654 62% Drhite igg e
Black 13,569 20% dcK__ 0

- - 0 Hispanic 214 20%
Hispanic 2138 4% Other 88 8%
Other 3,278 =% Unknown 27 3%
Total 67,639 100% Total 1,072 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Fayette County

Referralsin CY 22, Fayette County = 150

Complaint Close Reason

100 103 99
54 57
Tl - N
8
_— o [

Unsuccessful  Child FTA for Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court  Youthful Off
Diversion P.I. Interview  Formal Court for FormalProc Ref-CoAtty Ref-JudgeReq Referral
Hearing Req

Complaints

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Fayette County =64

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Grayson County Grayson
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Grayson County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Grayson County
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Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Grayson County 22, Grayson County
Complaint Filing Date 2017 | 11% S
10 2018 6% I s e,
2 2019 IS 7
s 2020 2% s =
£ 5 2021 [ 009 e
S 2022 (7% EESsse =,
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2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints
Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[0 child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager
Grayson County

Select County
Grayson

Population 96% | I

Complaints 89% -
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Grayson County Population Grayson County Complaints

Race Population Percent of Population Complaints Percent of Complaints
White 5,921 96% White 89 89%
Black 94 2% Blacic™ 3 3%
Hispanic 110 2% Hispanic 1 1%
9 0% Other 7 7%

Other g Unknown 0 0%

Total 6,154 100% Total 100 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR
Referrals in CY 22, Grayson County = 13

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by

Close Reason During CY 22, Grayson County

Complaint Close Reason

£ 20 15
5
a 10
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR © I I EE——— EE—
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Uns_ucce_ssful Child FTAfor Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court Youthful Off
Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-Judge Req Referral
22, Grayson County =9 Hearing Req
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.

Page2of?2




ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Click here to download the

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRXSuUGGagPQ Green County Green
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Green County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Green County
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Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Green County Green

Population 93% I 4%
Complaints 90% 5%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Green County Population Green County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 2,146 93% Dihite = o2
Black 71 Bt Hispanic 1 >%
Hispanic 81 4% Other 0 0%
Other 12 1% Unknown 0 0%
Total 2,310 100% Total 21 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Green County

Referralsin CY 22, Green County = None Complaint Close Reason

10 7

0 _

Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Req

Complaints
(@)

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Green County =2

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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Click here to download the

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdIFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Greenup County Greenup
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Greenup County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Greenup County
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager

Select County

Greenup County Greenup
Population 96% I I
Complaints 94% .2%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%
Race White M other Hispanic M Black
Greenup County Population Greenup County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population Complaints Percent of Complaints
White 7,216 96% White 102 93%
Black 122 2% Blacic™ 9 0%
Hispanic 124 2% Hispanic 2 29
73 19 Other 4 4%
Other g Unknown 2 2%
Total 7,535 100% Total 110 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Greenup County
Referralsin CY 22, Greenup County = 2 Complaint Close Reason
%]
2
£ 20 24
2 20
E 10 1 1
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR ©
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Unsuccessful Diversion Child Req Formal Court Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Formal Court Ref - Judge
Hearing Req Req
22, Greenup County = None

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.

Run Date:
6/14/2023
Page2of?2
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JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
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Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Hardin County
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Complaint Filing Date

Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
22, Hardin County
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Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[0 child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager
Hardin County

Select County
Hardin

Population

Complaints

0% 5% 10% 15% 20%

25%  30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75%  80% 85%  90%  95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Hardin County Population Hardin County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population Complaizngg Percent of CompIaSi;E/s
i 0 White o
e e et Black 188 38%
Hispanic 2,218 8% Hispanic 17 3%
Oth "J64 3% Other 33 7%
ENEN 2 Unknown 7 1%
Total 27,155 100% Total 498 100%

Referralsin CY 22, Hardin County = 34

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR

Complaint Close Reason

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Hardin County

100 76

0 ° ! > / I

Complaints

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR

7

Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Uns_ucce_ssful Child FTAfor Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court  Youthful Off
) Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-JudgeReq Referral
22, Hardin County =14 Hearing Req
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.
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Click here to download the ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdIFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRXSuUGGagPQ Hart County Hart
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Hart County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Hart County
80 81 2017 33% e
73 2018 24% S Te%
71 2019 19%  Isiem—m—
g 2020 1 13% ss——
5 <o 2021 66% S 3%
& 4 2022 29% T
(o]
b 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
20 28 i
Percent of Complaints
0
Diversion Status
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 . Diverted
Not Diverted
Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Hart County 22, Hart County
Complaint Filing Date 2017 | 125% S
4 4 2018 | 11% s —
2 2019 4% s —
= 2 2020 [ o0%e e
g2 2 . 1 2021 | 15% s
S . 1 2022 5o s ——
0 0 0 0 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
2017 2018 2019 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints
Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[0 child Released by CDW [0 Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Hart County Hart

Population

Complaints

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%

30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75%  80% 85%  90%  95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |

Hart County Population Hart County Complaints

Race Population Percent of Population Complain6t§ Percent of Compla;gg/s

i 0 White o

e 43l i Black 11 14%

Hispanic 156 3% Hispanic 2 22@

Other 24 1% Other 5 6%

Unknown 0 0%

Total 4,633 100% Total 81 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR
Referralsin CY 22, Hart County = 10

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Hart County =9

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Hart County

Complaint Close Reason

£ 20 14

©

(_Ello 4

g o a 2 1 I a
| | |

Unsuccessful Child Req Formal CDW Ref Case for Formal Court Ref- Formal Court Ref - Youthful Off
Diversion Court Hearing Formal Proc Co Atty Req Judge Req Referral

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page20of 2




ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Click here to download the

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Henderson County Henderson
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Henderson County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Henderson County
496 2017 33% %
4360 400 2015 | 10% WSO
400 415 2019 19% T m——
g 2020 1 18% I ez
5 322 2021 21% ™%
£ 2022 21% L%
5 500 252
© 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Percent of Complaints
0 o
Diversion Status
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 W Diverted
Not Diverted
Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Henderson County 22, Henderson County
Complaint iling Date 2017 | 16% I
>0 2018 " 9% ST —
g 40 2 32 2012 10% I S0
5 26 — 3 2020 [ 8% Gz m—
a 32
30 2021 498 e .
£
2 15
°° \ — 2022 | 7% S
0 11 10 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints
Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager
Henderson County

Select County
Henderson

Popuition s | s
Complaints o0% - >
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%
Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Henderson County Population Henderson County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population Complaizn;Z Percent of Complasigg/s
i 0 White o
Black e tiog | Black 121 24%
Hispanic 493 5% Hispanic 24 50
110 19% Other 54 11%
Other g Unknown 3 1%
Total 10,568 100% Total 496 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR
Referrals in CY 22, Henderson County = 77

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Henderson County

Complaint Close Reason

2 65
©
a 50 35
£ 17 14 6 17 - 4
) ) o
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR o 0 I . I
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Uns_ucce_ssful Child FTAfor Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court Youthful Off
Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-Judge Req Referral
22, Henderson County =37 Hearing Req
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Click here to download the

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODL]UXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Jefferson County Jefferson
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Jefferson County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Jefferson County
3,720 2017 47% 3%
2018 46% S s4%
3K 2019 43% 5%
g 2020 30% R (.
5 - 2021 58% 2%
£ 2022 65% S 3%
8 1,534
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
1K 1,109 Percent of Complaints
0K
Diversion Status
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 B Diverted
Not Diverted
Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Jefferson County 22, Jefferson County
Complaint Filing Date 2017 [ 1% I
406 2018~ 16% s .
g 400 360 2019 | 13% IS
£ 2020 (7% s ——
£ %A%
E 200 2021 6%
S 2022 129% I sse——
0 78 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints
Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager
Jefferson County

Select County
Jefferson

Complaints 1% - >
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%  30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60%  65%  70%  75%  80% 85%  90%  95% 100%
Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Jefferson County Population Jefferson County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population Complai2n7t; Percent of Complaligg/s
i 0 White o
Black 50518 S0 | lack 1,082 71%
Hispanic 15,357 9% (I-)Iltshpanlc Sg gé)
6,699 4% er 0
Other . Unknown 8 1%
Total 170,791 100% Total 1,534 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR
Referralsin CY 22, Jefferson County = 50

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Jefferson County

Complaint Close Reason

_é 228 224 233
£~ 200 130 170
a
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR © I L
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Uns_ucce_ssful Child FTAfor Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court  Youthful Off
Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-JudgeReq Referral
22, Jefferson County =20 Hearing Req
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.
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Click here to download the ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Jessamine County Jessamine
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Jessamine County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Jessamine County
400 2017 32% S e
2018 26% T
300 298 2019 27% S B
2 281 233 2020 18% IS
= 2021 37% 8%
g 200 2022 21% %
(o]
< 161 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
100 130 Percent of Complaints
0

Diversion Status
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 . Diverted

Not Diverted

Complaints Filed and Tgken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Jessamine County 22, Jessamine County
Complaint Filing Date 2017 17% s
30 2018 12% ISR

28
2019 10% (0%

£
F 20 2020 39GIS7s
£ 11 18 12 11 15 2021 4% e
S 10 2022 [ 11% I E—
5 3 9 9 6
0 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints

Intake Action Complaint Close Reason

[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Jessamine County Jessamine

Population 85% I 6%
Complaints o7 - o

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%  30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75%  80% 85%  90%  95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |

Jessamine County Population Jessamine County Complaints

Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings

White 11,084 85% White Y ]

Black 902 7% dcK__ 0

- - 0 Hispanic 13 6%

Hispanic 732 6% Other 16 7%

282 2%
Other Unknown 0 0%
Total 13,000 100% Total 233 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Jessamine County

Referralsin CY 22, Jessamine County = 41 Complaint Close Reason

27
17
20 10 9 .
c N s s 1
Unsuccessful Child Req Formal CDW Ref Case for Formal Court Ref- Formal Court Ref - Youthful Off
Diversion Court Hearing Formal Proc Co Atty Req Judge Req Referral

Complaints

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Jessamine County =14

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2



Click here to download the ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Kenton County Kenton
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Kenton County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During

Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Kenton County

600 2017 28% 2%

2018 27% 3%

469 o 2019 26% S T

8 400 2020 24% %

i 2021 48% o s%

£ 307 02> 33% [ 74

(o]
< 200 270 246 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Percent of Complaints
0

Diversion Status
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 . Diverted

Not Diverted

Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Kenton County 22, Kenton County

Complaint Filing Date 2017 ~10% [ ——
0 62 53 2018 | 9% ST ——
2019 5% I s ——

42 53

5 40 30 2020 e .

£ 33 24 22 2021 29 ess .

o

v 20 — —e— —17 2022 o0 .
11 17 17 19

0 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints

Intake Action Complaint Close Reason

[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Kenton County Kenton

Population

Complaints

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%

30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75%  80% 85%  90%  95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |

Kenton County Population Kenton County Complaints

Race Population Percent of Population Complai1n7tgs) Percent of CompIaSigg/s

i 0 White o

Black > 068 oo | ck 80 26%

Hispanic 2,438 6% Hispanic 18 6%

204 29% Other 20 7%

Other (o Unknown 10 3%

Total 39,533 100% Total 307 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR
Referralsin CY 22, Kenton County = 22

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Kenton County =19

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Kenton County

Complaint Close Reason
38
40 35
20 11 12
1 I I

Child Req Formal Court  CDW Ref Case for Formal Court Ref - Co Youthful Off Referral
Hearing Formal Proc Atty Req

Complaints

Formal Court Ref -
Judge Req

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.

Run Date:
6/14/2023
Page2of?2




ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

Click here to download the

methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
J5/ESpgFBBURODL|UXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRXSuUGGagPQ Lewis County Lewis
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Lewis County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Lewis County
2017~ 17% s .
100 2018 36% e
2019 55% e
8 2020 35% e
= 75 2021 50% S s0%
g 62 2022 75% o os%
o 50
b 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
24 Percent of Complaints
0 20 17
Diversion Status
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 . Diverted
Not Diverted
Complaints Filed an.d Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, Lewis County 22, Lewis County
Complaint Fiing bate 2017 2 S
10 2018 1 17% s —
2 2015 79 O3
s 2020 oo ——
£ 3 3 2021 oo .
S 2022 [ oo I ——
2
0 1 0 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints
Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Lewis County Lewis
Population 97% | I

Complaints 91% -

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |

Lewis County Population Lewis County Complaints

Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings

White 2,777 97% Drhite 2(1) 830//0

Black 33 1% acki L0
- . 0 Hispanic 0 0%

Hispanic 37 1% Other 2 8%

6 0%
Other Unknown 1 4%
Total 2,853 100% Total 24 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Lewis County

Referrals in CY 22, Lewis County = None Complaint Close Reason

£ 5

c

® 5 4

a

. I ]
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR o0
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Req Formal Court Ref - Judge Req

22, Lewis County = None

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2
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methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Livingston County Livingston
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Livingston County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Livingston County
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2 31 2022 39% [ -
S 26
© 20 23 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Percent of Complaints

0
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Calendar Year, Livingston County 22, Livingston County
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Complaint Close Reason
Intake Action [T Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager
Livingston County

Select County
Livingston

Population 93% I 4%
Complaints 78% - 16%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%
Race White M other Hispanic M Black
Livingston County Population Livingston County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population Complaints Percent of Complaints
White 1,751 93% White 39 /8%
Black 38 2% Black 0 0%
- - Hispanic 8 16%
Hispanic 68 4% Isp
Oth 26 19 Other 3 6%
L 2 Unknown 0 0%
Total 1,883 100% Total 50 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR
Referralsin CY 22, Livingston County = 8

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Livingston County =2

2

£ 10

o

g s 4 3

(o]

3 I .

Unsuccessful Diversion

Child FTA for P.I. Interview

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Livingston County

Complaint Close Reason

9
- 2
|
Formal Court Ref - Co Atty Formal Court Ref - Judge
Req Req

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.
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Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Marshall County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Marshall County
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager Select County

Marshall County Marshall
Population 95% I 3% I
Complaints 94% -
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%
Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Marshall County Population Marshall County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 6,103 95% White 99 94%
0 Black 2 2%
Black 75 1% - . 5
- . 0 Hispanic 0 0%
Hispanic 205 3% Other 4 4%
Other 41 1% Unknown 0 0%
Total 6,424 100% Total 105 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Marshall County
Referralsin CY 22, Marshall County = 19 Complaint Close Reason
2 11
© 10
Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR © I _ I
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Uns_ucce_ssful Child FTA for Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court Youthful Off
Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-Judge Req Referral
22, Marshall County =7 Hearing Req
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
* The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page20of 2
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methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
https://kcoj.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/F-
JS/ESpgFBBURODLIUXdiFV6aeMB- Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ McCracken County McCracken
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, McCracken County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, McCracken County
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Diversion Status
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Complaints Filed and Taken Into Custody by Detention or Release by Complaints Closed with Diversion Agreements by Close Reason During CY
Calendar Year, McCracken County 22, McCracken County
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2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Percent of Complaints
Intake Action Complaint Close Reason
[T child Released by CDW [ Successful Diversion
B Extension of Detention Unsuccessful Diversion

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Research and Statistics

Performance Measures Two Pager
McCracken County

Select County
McCracken

Complaints >3 - o
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%
Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
McCracken County Population McCracken County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 11,383 78% White 157 23%
0 Black 116 39%
Black 2,332 16% . . o
. : o Hispanic 10 3%
Hispanic 684 5% Other 15 50
0,
Other 251 2% Unknown 1 0%
Total 14,650 100% Total 299 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, McCracken County
Referralsin CY 22, McCracken County = 45 )
Complaint Close Reason
%]
E 40 31 34
©
o 3 5
Total NumberofComp|aintS Closed with FAIR o 0 - — ] _ _
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY Uns_ucce_ssful Child FTAfor Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court Youthful Off
Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-Judge Req Referral
22, McCracken County = 16 Hearing Req
Statisical Analysis Considerations
* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates
with the Census Bureau.
*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023

(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page20of 2
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methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
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vaXE2ReAfrSRX9uUGGagPQ Muhlenberg County Muhlenberg
Complaints Filed by Calendar Year, Muhlenberg County Complaints Closed with Diversion Eligibility by Diversion Status During
Complaint Filing Date CY 22, Muhlenberg County
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager
Muhlenberg County

Select County
Muhlenberg

Population

Complaints
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81%
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9
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Race White M other

Hispanic M Biack

Muhlenberg County Population

Race Population
White 5,868
Black 258
Hispanic 187
Other 44
Total 6,357

Percent of Population

0 White
92;; Black
3% Hispanic
1% Other
2 Unknown
100% Total

Muhlenberg County Complaints

Complaints

Percent of Complaints

96 80%
14 12%
3 3%

5 4%

2 2%
120 100%

Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR
Referralsin CY 22, Muhlenberg County = 33

Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY
22, Muhlenberg County =14

Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Muhlenberg County

Complaints

Complaint Close Reason
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0 ; - | ;
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Diversion Interview

Co Atty Req
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Formal Proc

Judge Req Referral

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System
* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:

management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation.
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methodology for this report: Research and Statistics
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Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 1of2
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Performance Measures Two Pager Select County
Warren County Warren

Popu‘ation o - o
Complaints >3 _ e

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%  30% 35%  40%  45% 50% 55% 60% 65% 70% 75%  80% 85%  90%  95% 100%

Race White M other Hispanic M Black |
Warren County Population Warren County Complaints
Race Population Percent of Population } Complaints Percent of Complaings
White 21,067 70% White 197’}1 284’
Black 3,715 12% CKE 0
- - 9 Hispanic 44 12%
Hispanic 2,880 10% Other 51 14%
2,437 8%
Other . Unknown 2 1%
Total 30,099 100% Total 362 100%
Total Number of Complaints Filed with FAIR Complaints Closed and Referred to Court by Close Reason During CY 22, Warren County

Referralsin CY 22, Warren County = 37

Complaint Close Reason
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Total Number of Complaints Closed with FAIR
Unsuccessful  Child FTA for Child Req CDW Ref Case  Formal Court  Formal Court  Youthful Off

Referrals with No Formal Court Referral in CY SRS i
Diversion P.l. Interview  Formal Court for Formal Proc Ref-CoAtty Ref-JudgeReq Referral
22, Warren County =32 Hearing Req

Statisical Analysis Considerations

* Data provided from the Court Designated Worker Case Management System

* County population data based on the 2018 KIDS Count data from the Annie E Casey Foundation. There are no youth of unknown race because their information originates

with the Census Bureau.

*The data from this report is provided from the Court Designated Worker program. Information received from the Court Designated Worker Program electronic case Run Date:
management system (CDWCMS) is subject to change(s), reprogramming, modification(s) of format and availability at the direction of the Administrative Office of the Courts 6/14/2023
(AOC), and may not at any particular moment reflect the true status of court cases due to ordinary limitation(s), delay(s) or error(s) in the system’s operation. Page 2 of 2




