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- 1 ~or-acourt for drug offenses
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1“This encourages 1nvas1ve
searches” -
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- evidence of a drug oﬁense

- for minor misc onduct.”



juvenile justice framework by reinforcing diversion-first
g possession offenses, while p’reservirft? court authority and
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e public.safety, reduce recidivism, and
lpement &youth.
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Incidents

Table 1 shows the percentage of LEAs reporting incidents has remained above 92% for the past six years.
Figure 1 displays counts of total reported incidents (one incident may be counted more than once if
more than one student was involved) and distinct counts of incidents (each incident was counted only
once, regardless of the number of students involved) reported statewide for the most recent six years.
This comparison presents two different ways to calculate and consider incident counts. Overall, until
2025, distinct incident counts had increased every year since SY 2021 (43,390). In 2025, distinct counts
of incidents decreased slightly from 89,032 to 88,434, a 598 incident count decrease over the previous

year.

Table 1: Percent of LEAs that reported incidents by school year

School Year Percent Reported

2020 97.4%
2021 92.9%
2022 95.5%
2023 96.2%
2024 95.5%
2025 97.4%

Figure 1. Incident counts by year
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