Principles
— in —

Practice
Promoting Accountability, Safety, and Fairness
in Juvenile Delinquency Proceedings

National Juvenile Defender Center
in cooperation with
Juvenile Justice Project of Louisiana
Southern Juvenile Defender Center
Produced by the Southern Poverty Law Center
Supported in part by a grant from the Open Society Institute

Principles in Practice



Introduction
In 1967, the United States Supreme Court established the right to counsel for youth in
delinquency proceedings, among other constitutional rights, in its landmark decision
In re Gault. The Court found that juveniles facing “the awesome prospect of incarceration” need counsel for the same reasons that adults facing criminal charges need
counsel. Additionally, in finding that the “absence of substantive standards has not
necessarily meant that children receive careful, compassionate, individualized treatment[,]” the Court determined that a child’s interest in delinquency proceedings is
not adequately protected without adherence to due process principles.
The judiciary, however, was not the only branch of the government to acknowledge
the necessity of counsel for youth at this time. Indeed, the Court cited a 1967 Report
by President Johnson’s Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of
Justice, “The Challenge of Crime in a Free Society,” in which the Commission stated
that it “believes that no single action holds more potential for achieving procedural
justice for the child in juvenile court than provision of counsel” and that “[t]he rights
to confront one’s accusers, to cross-examine witnesses, to present evidence and testimony of one’s own, to be unaffected by prejudicial and unreliable evidence, to participate meaningfully in the dispositional decision, [and] to take an appeal have substantial meaning for the overwhelming majority of persons brought before the juvenile
court only if they are provided with competent lawyers who can invoke those rights
effectively.”
Since that time, the United States Congress and a plethora of diverse professional
organizations have continued to acknowledge the importance and necessity of the
right to quality counsel and, therefore, due process for youth. For example, the 1992
reauthorization of the Juvenile Justice Delinquency Prevention Act included language on the importance of lawyers in juvenile delinquency proceedings, specifically noting the inadequacies of prosecutorial and public defender offices to provide
individualized justice. Additionally, the Institute of Judicial Administration and the
American Bar Association researched and developed twenty-three volumes of comprehensive juvenile justice standards and guidelines, designed to establish the best
possible juvenile justice system for our society that would not fluctuate in response
to transitory headlines or controversies. These Standards advise that “[t]he participation of counsel on behalf of all parties subject to juvenile and family court proceedings is essential to the administration of justice and to the fair and accurate resolution of issues at all stages of the proceedings.”

 In re Gault, 387 U.S. 1, 36 (1967).
 Id. at 18.
 See Report by the President’s Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, The Challenge of Crime in a
Free Society, 86-87 (1967).
4 IJA/ABA Juv. Just. Stds. Ann. XVI (Robert E. Shepherd, Jr., ed. 1996).
5 IJA/ABA Juvenile Justice Standards, Standards Relating to Counsel for Private Parties 1.1 (1996).
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Most recently, organizations ranging from the National Juvenile Defender Center
(NJDC) and the American Council of Chief Defenders (ACCD) to the National
Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges (NCJFCJ), the nation’s leading professional organization of juvenile court judges, have also published guiding principles
acknowledging the necessity of skilled juvenile defense advocacy to the provision
of justice for youth. In January 2005, NJDC and ACCD released Ten Core Principles
for Providing Quality Delinquency Representation Through Indigent Defense Delivery
Systems. The Principles were developed to provide criteria by which indigent defense
systems may fully implement the Supreme Court’s holding in In re Gault. Of utmost
importance to these Principles is the necessity for indigent defense delivery systems
to recognize that children and adolescents are at a crucial stage of development and
that skilled juvenile delinquency defense advocacy will positively impact the course
of clients’ lives through holistic and zealous representation. Given this important
role, the Principles indicate that indigent defense delivery systems should “ensure
that children do not waive appointment of counsel…[and] that defense counsel are
assigned at the earliest possible stage of the delinquency proceedings.”
Also in 2005, NCJFCJ released its Juvenile Delinquency Guidelines: Improving Court
Practice in Juvenile Delinquency Cases. These Guidelines were written to be used by
courts and other juvenile delinquency system personnel to improve practice in juvenile courts and to create fair and efficient systems. The Guidelines advise that “youth
charged in the formal juvenile delinquency court must have qualified and adequately
compensated legal representation…[and] court judges and judicial officers should be
extremely reluctant to allow a youth to waive the right to counsel.”
It is consistently clear that in order to satisfy the due process rights of youth, to
create juvenile justice systems that are fair, efficient and accountable, and to promote
public safety, youth must be provided quality counsel. Legislators, judges, courts
and defenders agree that zealous advocacy throughout delinquency proceedings is a
necessary element in juvenile delinquency courts and must be the focus of systemic
reform to achieve rehabilitation of youth and reduce recidivism.

6 American Council of Chief Defenders & National Juvenile Defender Center, Ten Core Principles for Providing Quality Delinquency Representation Through Indigent Defense Delivery Systems (2005).
7 National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges, Juvenile Delinquency Guidelines: Improving Court Practice in Juvenile
Delinquency Cases, 25 (2005).
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A J u v e n i l e I n d i g e n t  D e f e n s e  C r i s i s
Despite the aforementioned widespread acknowledgment of the crucial role of
counsel in ensuring due process rights for youth, forty years later, the promise of
Gault remains largely unfulfilled across the country, as evidenced by national and
state assessments of juvenile indigent defense services. In 1993, the American Bar
Association Juvenile Justice Center, in conjunction with the Youth Law Center and
Juvenile Law Center, received funding from the federal Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention to initiate the Due Process Advocacy Project. The purpose
of the project was to build the capacity and effectiveness of juvenile defenders
through increasing access to lawyers for young people in delinquency proceedings
and enhancing the quality of representation those lawyers provide. One result of this
project was the release of the 1995 report A Call for Justice: An Assessment of Access
to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings. This report was
the first systematic national assessment of the practices of juvenile defense attorneys
and the quality of representation of youth in juvenile court.
The report examined and highlighted the gaps in the quality of legal representation
for children in our country. It noted that some attorneys vigorously and enthusiastically represent their clients, but it also raised serious concerns that such representation is neither widespread nor common. In 1999, the centennial of the founding of the
first juvenile court prompted many people concerned about justice for children to reexamine the processes by which legal services are provided to youth, and a state by
state assessment of juvenile defense systems was begun. At the time of this writing,
assessments have been conducted in Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maine, Maryland, Montana, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Texas, Virginia, and
Washington to analyze state specific policies and practices. Several additional states
are in various stages of the assessment process.
These state assessments of juvenile indigent defense systems have all confirmed the
findings outlined in A Call for Justice. Children are frequently allowed or encouraged
to waive their right to counsel, and many youth are unrepresented at critical stages of
the juvenile justice process. In fact, in some jurisdictions, up to 90% of youth waive
this critical constitutional right without ever speaking with an attorney.10

8 The National Juvenile Defender Center was launched at the American Bar Association Juvenile Justice Center.  NJDC is
now separately incorporated and provides the partnerships for the state juvenile indigent defense assessments.
9 Patricia Puritz et al., A Call for Justice: An Assessment of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency
Proceedings (1995).
10 See ABA Juvenile Justice Center et al., Georgia: An Assessment of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings 1 (2001) (available at www.njdc.info/pdf/georgia.pdf); ABA Juvenile Justice Center et al., The Children
Left Behind: An Assessment of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings in Louisiana 59-60
(2001) (available at www.njdc.info/pdf/LAreport.pdf); ABA Juvenile Justice Center et al., Justice Cut Short: An Assessment of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings in Ohio 25 (2003) (available at www.njdc.
info/pdf/Ohio_Assessment.pdf) (up to 80% waiver rate).  See also ABA Juvenile Justice Center et al., Virginia: An Assessment
of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings 23 (2002) (available at www.njdc.info/pdf/
Virginia%20Assessment.pdf) (about 50% waive right to counsel); National Juvenile Defender Center, Florida: An Assessment
of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings 27-28 (2006) (available at www.njdc.info/pdf/
Florida%20Assessment.pdf) (up to 75% waive right to counsel in some jurisdictions).
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Even when youth are appointed counsel, despite the best efforts of many dedicated
lawyers who represent indigent youth in delinquency matters, resource constraints
and other systemic problems often make it impossible to provide effective representation. Frequently, the most significant barrier for defenders is the enormous caseloads for which they are responsible.11 The extremely limited time available for each
case renders individualized justice and accurate fact-finding irrelevant. Because
attorneys are often appointed late in the process, sometimes just minutes before or
even after the detention hearing, they have missed critical advocacy and client-counseling opportunities.12 Furthermore, the lack of training13 and necessary resources
(such as legal research materials, paralegals, and translators,14 and access to social
workers, investigators, and experts15) also greatly restricts attorneys’ advocacy abilities. Indeed, investigators have consistently found that juvenile defenders:
• carry overwhelmingly high caseloads;
• are severely underpaid in relation to the prosecutor they face in court;
• rarely have time to meet with their clients before adjudication;
• almost never file pre-trial motions;
• have no access to support staff, research, or other resources to assist with
investigations and case preparation;
• have no time to prepare for disposition;
• are not trained to understand adolescent development or help identify
treatment options that could divert children from juvenile prisons; and
• lack the capacity to represent children following disposition.

11 Call for Justice, supra note 9, at 8; Thomas F. Geraghty, Justice for Children: How Do We Get There?, 88 J. Crim. L. & Criminol190, 201, 215 (1997). See also Louisiana Assessment, supra note 10, at 62 (stating that crushing caseloads lead to “absent
advocate”); Virginia Assessment, supra note 10, at 20-21: ABA Juvenile Justice Center, et al., Washington: An Assessment of
Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Juvenile Offender Matters 40-42 (2003); National Juvenile Defender Center et
al., Indiana: An Assessment of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings 40-41 (2006); Florida
Assessment, supra note 10, at 55.
12 Call for Justice, supra note 9, at 31 (“[E]arly intervention by lawyers—to investigate charges, provide legal advice, and
explore alternatives to secure detention—may have significant impact on entire course of delinquency proceedings.”)  See
also ABA Juvenile Justice Center et al., Montana: An Assessment of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency
Proceedings 29 (2003).
13 Call for Justice, supra note 9, at 50, 55; Georgia Assessment, supra note 10, at 2, 26-27; Virginia Assessment, supra note
10, at 28-30; ABA Juvenile Justice Center et al., Maine: An Assessment of Access to Counsel and Quality of Representation in
Delinquency Proceedings 26 (2003) (available at www.njdc.info/pdf/mereport.pdf) (no training is required or available);
ABA Juvenile Justice Center et al., Selling Justice Short: Juvenile Indigent Defense in Texas 28 (2000) (available at www.njdc.
info/pdf/TexasAssess.pdf); Louisiana Assessment, supra note 10, at 57; Ohio Assessment, supra note 10, at 38; Montana
Assessment, supra note 12, at 5-6; Washington Assessment, supra note 11, at 42-44; Pennsylvania: An Assessment of Access to
Counsel and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings 40 (2003); North Carolina: An Assessment of Access to Counsel
and Quality of Representation in Delinquency Proceedings 5, 35-36 (2003).
14 Call for Justice, supra note 9, at 9, 52, 56.  See also Virginia Assessment, supra note 10, at 26; Ohio Assessment, supra note
10, at 35; Texas Assessment, supra note 13, at 27 (regarding lack of translators and interpreters).
15 Call for Justice, supra note 9, at 11, 52.  See, e.g, Louisiana Assessment, supra note 10, at 54, 66 (finding that most juvenile
defenders working part-time have to supply their own office space, phones, computers, files and clerical support and noting
that defense experts are uncommon); Texas Assessment, supra note 13, at 21 (regarding lack of investigators and experts);
Virginia Assessment, supra note 10, at 30.
ogy

Principles in Practice



The Role of Counsel in Delinquency Proceedings
Therapeutic jurisprudence, “the study of the role of the law as a therapeutic agent,”
suggests that children are more likely to view judicial proceedings with due process
requirements, particularly when they have a meaningful opportunity to be heard,
as fair and, thus, feel more inclined to obey the law and respect the proceedings.16
Without well-trained, well-resourced defenders, there is no practical realization of
due process for youth and no accountability of the juvenile justice system, which will
ultimately compromise public safety. Given the complexity of juvenile delinquency
cases and the high stakes for youth in contact with the justice system, legal advocates
must be trained as specialists in the field. Juvenile defenders should not only be conversant in the constitutional provisions, statutes, and rules that govern procedure in
the justice system, but because children in juvenile court often present a broad range
of compelling mental health, physical health and educational issues, they also need
a solid grounding in a variety of non-legal disciplines, including adolescent development, mental health, and education. Lack of appropriate education and mental
health services by schools and communities can be the underlying cause of crime.
Youth with disabilities may be entitled to accommodations or additional services in
the schools or from other state agencies, and juvenile defenders have an important
role to play in obtaining appropriate educational and mental health services for these
children. Additionally, because of the developmental, experiential and social differences between youth and adults, juvenile defenders must be highly skilled communicators able to foster trusting relationships with their young clients.
As we know, woefully under-funded and under-resourced indigent defender systems
provide uneven and often deficient representation to juveniles in delinquency and
criminal court. The lack of interdisciplinary advocacy services for juveniles limits
children’s ability to access needed — and often legally mandated — social and educational services and increases the likelihood of repeated encounters with the delinquency and criminal justice system, thereby jeopardizing public safety, wasting tax
dollars, and most importantly failing our youth. America’s children need an advocacy system that not only provides quality defense representation in delinquency
and criminal courts, but also helps to address the underlying educational, social, and
mental health issues that place children at risk of court involvement.
As we also know, well-trained and well-resourced juvenile defenders can reduce the
number of youth who are inappropriately confined in expensive correctional facilities, protect the integrity of the court process, and ensure that youth receive the
services they need to become and remain successful, law-abiding adults. By creating juvenile public defense offices with the resources necessary to help their clients
succeed, including the employment of social workers and other dispositional advocates, states could reap enormous benefits for all of their citizens.

16 Bruce J. Winick, The Jurisprudence of Therapeutic Jurisprudence, 3 Psychol. Pub. Pol. & L. 184, 185 (1997).
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Given the current failings of juvenile indigent defense systems, a new vision of juvenile defense is urgently needed. Systemic changes are necessary to achieve this vision,
and the Ten Core Principles for Providing Quality Delinquency Representation Through
Indigent Defense Delivery Systems developed by the National Juvenile Defender
Center and the American Council of Chief Defenders are instructive for this crucial
undertaking. The Principles recognize that counsel’s primary responsibilities to
youth charged with delinquency offenses are “to zealously defend them from charges
leveled against them and to protect their due process rights.”17 In order to fulfill these
requirements, the Principles identify ten components that should underlie all juvenile indigent defense systems:
	1.	Zealous Representation: Juveniles have a right to zealous
representation throughout the delinquency process.
	2.	Specialized Skill: Legal representation of children is a specialized area
of the law and requires specialized training.
	3.	Personnel and Resource Parity: Juvenile defenders must have access
to the same level of support as prosecutors and public defenders for
adults, including parity of compensation.
	4.	Expert and Ancillary Services: Expert and ancillary services are
necessary to provide quality juvenile defense services.
	5.	Supervision and Workload: New defenders must be supervised by
experienced attorneys to ensure that legal work is high quality and
that caseloads remain manageable.
	6.	Professional Accountability: Legal and non-legal staff are accountable
to national, state and/or local performance standards.
	7.	Continuous Training: Comprehensive, ongoing training and education
must be provided to all attorneys and other staff involved in the
representation of children.
8.	Right to Treatment: A juvenile defender has an obligation to explore
and present independent treatment and disposition alternatives to
the court.
9.	Educational Advocacy: Juvenile defenders must advocate for the
educational needs of their clients.
	10.	Systemic Advocacy: Juvenile defenders must promote fairness and
equality for children in every phase of the juvenile justice system.18

17 American Council of Chief Defenders & National Juvenile Defender Center, Ten Core Principles for Providing Quality Delinquency Representation Through Indigent Defense Delivery Systems (2005).
18 These principles were developed over a one-year period through a joint collaboration between the National Juvenile
Defender Center and the American Council of Chief Defenders, a section of the National Legal Aid and Defender Association
(NLADA), which officially adopted them on December 4, 2004.  The Principles and comments can be found on the National
Juvenile Defender Center’s website at: www.njdc.info/pdf/10_Principles.pdf.

Principles in Practice



P r i n c ip l e s  i n P r a c t i c e
The Principles describe essential elements vital for developing excellence in juvenile indigent defense systems, and a number of programs across the country embody
many of these concepts in their practices to meet the unique needs of youth involved
in the justice system. The following indigent defense providers, including public
defender systems; private, non-profit indigent defense service providers; and supplemental programs, provide legal and other services to court-involved youth in different ways; however, they all illustrate components of the Principles (bulleted in
the descriptions) in their efforts to conduct zealous, multi-disciplinary representation for youth. While local needs, political concerns and funding streams will influence the design of an effective system for providing local defense services, practices
employed by the following programs may serve as examples for other jurisdictions
and present evidence that changes in the paradigm and provision of juvenile indigent
defense are not only achievable, but imperative.
Public Defender Systems
Law Offices of the Public Defender for the Eleventh Judicial Circuit of Florida
• Defense counsel should be assigned at the earliest possible stage of
delinquency proceedings (Principle 1)
• Indigent defense systems should support and encourage juvenile defense
team members through internal and external comprehensive training
(Principle 7)
• Indigent defense systems have an obligation to present independent
treatment and disposition alternatives to the court (Principle 8)
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for positive change through
legal advocacy, legislative improvements and systems reform on behalf of
the children whom they serve (Principle 10)
The Miami-Dade Public Defender Office’s Juvenile Division, which consists of 45
people and handles approximately 9,000 delinquency cases before four juvenile court
judges, provides initial and ongoing training for their attorneys, uses expert and
ancillary services and presents independent treatment and disposition alternatives
to the court. The Division employs two training attorneys and one senior supervising attorney who provide extensive orientation for new attorneys and also conduct
regular Thursday afternoon training sessions for all attorneys.19 The training attorneys are also available to assist with cases, prepare all writs and appeals, and take
over cases when attorneys’ caseloads grow too large.

19 Information gathered from correspondence with Marie Osborne (November 9, 2004 – January 4, 2005 and June 7,
2006) and from Miami-Dade Public Defender website at www.pdmiami.com/Default.htm (visited October 19, 2005).
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The Juvenile Division also makes creative use of investigators, paralegals and sentencing experts in order to become involved as early in the court process as possible and to assess the individual needs of their clients and make recommendations to
the court. Each morning, investigators, who are on call 24 hours per day, meet with
children arrested the night before to advise them of their rights and begin gathering information about their case. Within 48 hours of arrest, paralegals conduct more
thorough interviews of detained children. The Disposition Services Unit has six sentencing experts (most with master’s degrees in forensic social work) who screen
clients for substance abuse and mental health issues prior to arraignment and then
assist the attorneys with developing disposition plans for the children.
The Juvenile Division is also deeply engaged in non-litigation advocacy. The
Division’s Director is a registered lobbyist who represents the office and its clients at
the state legislature. The Division also ensures a representative from its office participates in various local coalitions working on children’s issues.
The Public Defender Service for the District of Columbia
• Indigent defense systems should support and encourage juvenile defense
team members through internal and external comprehensive training
(Principle 7)
• Indigent defense systems should supervise attorneys and staff and
monitor work and caseloads (Principle 5)
• Indigent defense systems have an obligation to present independent
treatment and disposition alternatives to the court (Principle 8)
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for the educational needs of
their clients (Principle 9)
• Indigent defense systems should utilize expert and ancillary services
(Principle 4)
The Public Defender Service (PDS) of Washington, DC is a federally funded, independent agency employing approximately 200 people, half of whom are staff attorneys. PDS has instituted a comprehensive training program that new attorneys must
complete before they begin handling cases. The program is an eight-week course,
culminating in a mock trial. Attorneys in the juvenile unit are also specifically trained
to consider each new client’s education, social and health needs, including their eligibility for special education services or other mental health services. Training is not
only for new attorneys, however, but continues throughout their careers in the form
of Trial Practice Groups (TPGs), which meet every other week to discuss case strategy and learn about recent changes and developments in the law.
PDS also makes use of attorneys to supervise legal staff and monitor their workloads.
For example, supervising attorneys are on duty seven days a week to assist attorneys
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and answer questions in case preparation.20 They are available to serve as co-counsel
on particularly serious or complex cases. Supervising attorneys also monitor each
attorney’s docket through an electronic case management system called “Atticus.”
Once new attorneys have completed training, they are scheduled for three to four
“pick up days” per month at which the attorney takes primary responsibility for any
case referred to PDS that day. If the Trial Division Chief observes that an attorney’s
caseload is particularly heavy, the attorney will be scheduled for fewer pick up days.
The expectation is that new attorneys in the juvenile unit will carry a constant caseload of 20 to 25 pre-trial cases each month for a total of 150-200 cases for the year.
As previously mentioned, juvenile attorneys are trained to address special education
and mental health needs of their clients. PDS juvenile defenders often handle school
discipline matters as part of their representation of the child. The office’s Offender
Rehabilitation Division employs social workers to assist clients in obtaining needed
social services. Their Civil Legal Services Unit represents clients in cases involving
special education, child support, custody, housing and immigration.
PDS has also developed an investigator division which is a crucial part of litigation support. This division employs 28 staff investigators, five of whom are fluent in
Spanish, who undergo a comprehensive three week training program followed by a
month long apprenticeship in which they partner with more experienced investigators in the field. PDS supplements its staff investigator resources with an intern
investigator program, which operates year round.
Maryland Office of the Public Defender
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for the educational needs of
their clients (Principle 9)
• Defense counsel should be assigned at the earliest possible stage of
delinquency proceedings (Principle 1)
• Indigent defense systems have an obligation to present independent
treatment and disposition alternatives to the court (Principle 8)
The Baltimore City office of the Maryland Public Defender has a Juvenile Court
Division which employs thirty-two staff attorneys to represent children charged with
delinquency offenses and has four specialized units: the Detention Response Unit,
the Education Development Unit, the Juvenile Drug Treatment Court Unit, and the
Youthful Defendant Unit. The Youthful Defendant Unit provides expert representation to youth under the age of eighteen charged with crimes that have original jurisdiction in adult criminal court and are eligible for transfer to juvenile court. The
Education Development Unit consists of an attorney and a social worker focusing on
school-based cases, as well as assisting clients to obtain school placements or alterna-

20 Interview with Hannah McElhinny, Attorney, Public Defender Service – Juvenile Unit; see also www.pdsdc.org/AboutUs/
index.asp (visited June 22, 2005).
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tive educational settings. The Juvenile Drug Treatment Court Unit, consisting of an
attorney and a social worker, represents children in the city’s drug court.
The Juvenile Detention Response Unit (DRU) of this office represents an important effort to ensure that defense counsel provide representation at the earliest stage
of delinquency proceedings. The objectives of the DRU project are multi-faceted: to
reduce the number of youth unnecessarily detained and their length of stay in detention, to expedite the release of youth pending placement in appropriate community-based treatment options or other residential facilities, and to develop strategies
to reduce the disproportionate representation of minority youth in secure institutions. Beyond the efforts necessary to achieve these goals, DRU attorneys and social
workers provide holistic representation of youth through their advocacy at administrative proceedings before the Department of Juvenile Services, the Department
of Social Services, the Department of Health and Mental Hygiene, and local school
systems.
Office of the Juvenile Defender, North Carolina
• Indigent defense systems should support and encourage juvenile defense
team members through internal and external comprehensive training
(Principle 7)
• Indigent defense systems should recognize that legal representation of
children is a specialized area of the law (Principle 2)
• Indigent defense systems should review juvenile defense staff for quality
according to national, state, and/or local performance guidelines or
standards (Principle 6)
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for positive change through
legal advocacy, legislative improvements and systems reform on behalf of
the children whom they serve (Principle 10)
The Office of the Juvenile Defender of North Carolina is a division of the North
Carolina Office of Indigent Defense Service (IDS), a statewide agency that oversees indigent defense services in the state, and was created in response to a 2003
American Bar Association and National Juvenile Defender Center assessment of
North Carolina’s juvenile indigent defense system.21 The Office acts as a training,
research, policy development, and resource center for practicing juvenile attorneys
across the state, and its mission is “to provide services and support to defense attorneys, to evaluate the current system of representation and make recommendations
as needed, to elevate the stature of juvenile delinquency representation, and to work
with other juvenile justice actors to promote positive change in the juvenile justice
system.”22

21 See North Carolina Assessment, supra note 13.
22 See www.ncids.org/Juvenile%20Defender/JuvDef%20HomePage.htm (visited November 10, 2005).
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Despite the office’s minimal staffing of the Juvenile Defender and an administrative assistant since its inception in 2005, the office has studied the provision of juvenile indigent defense services throughout the state, identified and surveyed attorneys throughout the state providing juvenile defense representation, and developed
a juvenile advisory board. The Juvenile Defender has begun visiting juvenile courts
throughout the state to evaluate the quality of representation in those courts and to
make recommendations to enhance or change the delivery of services as needed. The
Juvenile Defender also serves on a number of state boards and committees to further
indigent defense reform efforts for juveniles.
The Office has conducted a statewide annual training and four regional day-long
trainings in the specifics of juvenile defense with additional planned trainings. It has
also developed a listserv and website with resources for juvenile attorneys, including
sample motions and forms. Although the Office does not and cannot provide direct
representation to youth in delinquency matters, the Juvenile Defender does consult
with trial and appellate lawyers in juvenile cases.
The Office has also formulated policy to improve the quality of juvenile defense services. This policy statement, which clarifies the attorney’s duty to advocate for the
expressed interests of the juvenile client, has become an important training tool. The
Juvenile Defender, in consultation with the Advisory Board and other stakeholders
and approved by the IDS Commission, has also developed qualification standards
for attorneys representing youth. The next phase will be to implement the standards,
first in a few pilot sites, and then in public defender districts throughout the state.
Private, Non-profit Indigent Defense Service Providers
The Defender Association of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
• Indigent defense systems should support and encourage juvenile defense
team members through internal and external comprehensive training
(Principle 7)
• Indigent defense systems should recognize that legal representation of
children is a specialized area of the law (Principle 2)
• Indigent defense systems should supervise attorneys and staff and
monitor work and caseloads (Principle 5)
• Indigent defense systems should utilize expert and ancillary services
(Principle 4)
• Indigent defense systems should support quality juvenile delinquency
representation through personnel and resource parity (Principle 3)
• Indigent defense systems should provide clients with continuous legal
representation (Principle 1)
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for the educational needs of
their clients (Principle 9)
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• Indigent defense systems should advocate for positive change through
legal advocacy, legislative improvements and systems reform on behalf of
the children whom they serve (Principle 10)
The Defender Association of Philadelphia’s Juvenile Unit consists of a Chief, an
Assistant Chief, a statewide training coordinator, a juvenile justice policy analyst, a
mental health and complex disposition attorney, a special education attorney, nineteen trial attorneys, nine social workers, three full time and two part-time investigators, one paralegal and nine administrative personnel and represents approximately
6,500 children a year.23 The Defender Association also has a separate Juvenile Special
Defense Unit (JSDU), which represents children prosecuted in adult court, as well as
a Child Advocacy Unit, which represents children in neglect and dependency court.
All new attorneys at the Defender Association must complete an intensive, threeweek, in-house training program that includes a one-week trial practice institute.
After the training, new attorneys begin with preliminary hearings, and then move
on to misdemeanor trials. These two rotations take approximately eighteen months,
after which attorneys move into the Juvenile Unit where the Chief and Assistant
Chief conduct additional training specific to juvenile cases. New attorneys spend
approximately four months in the Juvenile Unit, then transition into other divisions, including felony bench trials and major jury trials. After three years with the
agency, an attorney may request permanent placement in a specific unit, including
the Juvenile Unit.
Although the Juvenile Unit rotation is part of every new attorney’s training at the
Defender Association, the office recognizes that juvenile defense is a specialized
practice area that junior lawyers cannot handle without close supervision by experienced attorneys. Accordingly, approximately half of the Juvenile Unit consists of
experienced attorneys assigned permanently to the division. Every four months the
Juvenile Unit receives a new senior trial attorney, referred to as a Rotating Supervisor,
who is responsible for supervising the new attorneys in the Unit. New attorneys are
also paired with senior attorneys to ensure that they receive supervision and on-thejob training. Although the rotation system prohibits the Juvenile Unit from developing a full staff with extensive knowledge of juvenile practice, the continuous rotation
of new and experienced attorneys through the Unit helps to keep the Unit integrated
into the office while also providing an opportunity to train and recruit talented attorneys. Juvenile Unit attorneys are also paid at the same level as attorneys throughout
the office.24
Non-legal staff provides critical support to attorneys in the Juvenile Unit. Because
of the number of investigators on staff, attorneys are not required to investigate
their own cases. Investigations for detained clients are generally completed in less
than ten days of the request; other investigations are completed within two weeks.
23 Interview with Robert Listenbee, Chief of the Juvenile Unit, Defender Association of Philadelphia, July 10, 2006.
24 Id.

Principles in Practice

13

Additionally, if an attorney sees a need for a social worker on a case, she makes a
referral to the Director of Juvenile Social Services, who makes an assignment. The
social worker then provides services throughout the case to that youth, and if that
youth gets rearrested after the case is over, the same social worker will be assigned to
the new case.
Post-dispositional advocacy and de-institutionalization are important values that
inform the Juvenile Unit’s practice. Attorneys are zealous opponents of unnecessary pre-trial detention and consistently advocate for youth to be released from institutional confinement. Although attorneys of every level of experience handle trial
work, the Unit designates its most experienced attorneys to handle initial custody
hearings and post-dispositional motions to secure clients’ release. The Unit also vigilantly monitors conditions in secure care institutions by sending an attorney and
a social worker to meet with clients committed to delinquent facilities throughout Pennsylvania, but also with those held as far away as Virginia and Texas. Facility
visits are conducted once every three to four months, depending on the number of
children in the facility, and are funded by a contract with the Department of Human
Services of Philadelphia.25 The Juvenile Unit has been vocal about poor conditions in
juvenile facilities and has successfully taken legal action.
The Juvenile Unit is also deeply involved in juvenile justice policy work. As an active
member of over twenty policy-making committees at the city, state and national
level, the Unit aggressively advocates for its clients’ interests in a number of settings
outside the courtroom. The Unit seeks out opportunities to represent court-involved
youth in policy discussions involving an array of child-serving agencies (including
the Philadelphia Department of Human Services and the state’s Board of Education),
as well as local police departments, and other juvenile justice- and education-related
committees. Indeed, the Juvenile Unit created a privately funded policy analyst position in March 2005 to promote systemic reform of the juvenile justice system.
Youth Advocacy Project, Boston, Massachusetts
• Indigent defense systems should recognize that legal representation of
children is a specialized area of the law (Principle 2)
• Indigent defense systems should supervise attorneys and staff and
monitor work and caseloads (Principle 5)
• Indigent defense systems should utilize expert and ancillary services
(Principle 4)
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for the educational needs of
their clients (Principle 9)
• Indigent defense systems have an obligation to present independent
treatment and disposition alternatives to the court (Principle 8)

25 Id.
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• Indigent defense systems should advocate for positive change through
legal advocacy, legislative improvements and systems reform on behalf of
the children whom they serve (Principle 10)
The Youth Advocacy Project (YAP), the first project of the Committee for Public
Counsel Services (the Massachusetts state public defender agency) to specifically
handle youthful offender and delinquency cases, employs five delinquency attorneys,
three education lawyers, two social workers, a psychologist and a community outreach worker. Staff members of YAP “embrace a holistic representation philosophy
based on the premise that children are fundamentally different from adults.”26
YAP’s representation of clients is based on a “Youth Development Approach” (YDA),
a research based framework designed to guide adults in working to promote healthy
adolescent development, so the process of working on a case becomes transformational instead of merely transactional. By partnering intensively with each youth, the
defense team’s goal is to collaborate on identifying risk and protective factors in the
youth’s life, to build internal and external developmental assets, strengthen decisionmaking skills, and connect youth with the resources and opportunities that will help
them to meet their formative needs. In order to implement this approach, YAP must
ensure manageable attorney caseloads; ideally, each attorney should have not more
than twenty-five open cases at one time.
While the YAP project’s first priority is criminal defense, the project combines
defense services with social services and utilizes a team of attorneys, social workers,
and a psychologist to address its clients’ multi-faceted problems. YAP offers clinical assessment, service planning, and referrals to high-risk youth to prevent chronic
court involvement and to help them lead productive lives. YAP seeks out communitybased alternatives to incarceration and connects youth in need with available community services.
Realizing that most of its clients had education-related problems, YAP created an
education law initiative, the EdLaw Project, in collaboration with the Children’s Law
Center of Massachusetts. The EdLaw Project works at breaking the cycle of school
failure, truancy, and delinquency. It addresses educational problems including academic failure, suspension, expulsion, undetected special needs, inadequate education
while in state custody, and ineffective reintegration into the school system following detention or incarceration. EdLaw employs three full-time education attorneys;27
and a multi-disciplinary team of delinquency attorneys, social workers, often a psychologist, and an education attorney work together to help clients.28 The team collaboration can result in alternative dispositions for youth facing charges in court. An
EdLaw advocate can also assist youth placed on probation by assisting the child with
school disciplinary issues.29

26 The Spangenberg Group, An Evaluation of the Youth Advocacy Project of the Committee for Public Counsel Services 3 (May
2001) (prepared for The American Bar Association Bar Information Program).
27 The Youth Advocacy Project 2002 and 2003 Biennial Report.
28 Id.
29 Spangenberg Group, supra note 26.
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YAP also works to promote fairness and equity for youth through its advocacy in
the indigent defense community, as well as their clients’ communities. For example,
they have created a training and support network for delinquency attorneys around
the state and work to increase funding for indigent defense. Their local community efforts include workshops on accessing social services, navigating the criminal
justice system, and education advocacy for parents, youth, youth workers, and other
lawyers in the community.
The Legal Aid Society of New York
• Indigent defense systems should recognize that legal representation of
children is a specialized area of the law (Principle 2)
• Indigent defense systems should utilize expert and ancillary services
(Principle 4)
• Indigent defense systems should support and encourage juvenile defense
team members through internal and external comprehensive training
(Principle 7)
• Indigent defense systems have an obligation to present independent
treatment and disposition alternatives to the court (Principle 8)
The Juvenile Rights Division (JRD) of the Legal Aid Society of New York represents
approximately 90% of children who appear in New York City Family Court, including
juveniles involved in delinquency, PINS (persons in need of supervision), child protective and termination of parental rights matters.30 JRD has developed several specialized units, including the Juvenile Rights Appeals Bureau, the Special Litigation
and Law Reform Unit, the Providing Education Assistance to Kids (PEAK) program,
and the Delinquency Teams.31
Each of the Society’s four borough offices has a delinquency unit that includes a
supervising attorney, at least five full-time staff attorneys specializing in delinquency
matters, and two to four attorneys from the child protection division. Each team also
has one or more forensic social workers and a member of the PEAK program (which
deals with cases involving truancy, special education, and school behavioral problems). Early intervention by attorneys and social workers is a critical aspect of representation in the delinquency units. Attorneys are assigned to cases as soon as they
are filed in court; at which point, the attorney immediately assesses the client’s needs
by interviewing him or her, as well as his or her parents or guardians. Social workers
attempt to meet clients as early as possible in the process, and dispositional planning begins at arraignment. Through early intervention and multidisciplinary, needsbased representation, the delinquency units have been able to secure communitybased treatment for youth, diverting them from inappropriate and expensive juvenile
prison sentences.

30 Legal Aid Society of New York, Annual Report (2005).
31 Id.

16

Principles in Practice

New delinquency unit attorneys are trained by the director of delinquency training.
The four-week training covers issues particular to juvenile advocacy and includes
a simulation component. After a designated amount of time at Legal Aid, attorneys
undergo a five-day, in-house training program on trial advocacy. Continuing legal
education and training is available throughout the year.
Additionally, in order to handle the cases of thirteen-to fifteen-year-olds charged
with serious felonies in adult court, the Adolescent Intervention and Diversion
Team (AID) was created as a specialized unit within the Legal Aid Society’s Criminal
Defense Division (CDD).32 It was created with an understanding that attorneys representing juveniles charged as adults need to have specific knowledge of adult court,
as well as the ability to address the unique needs of youthful defendants. In addition to a Director, investigator, and clinical social worker who are shared between the
Manhattan and Brooklyn offices, each office also has one highly experienced attorney
and one forensic social worker dedicated exclusively to juvenile offender cases.
Attorneys designated for the AID Team have already completed the full CDD training
program and are certified to handle felony cases. When a new lawyer is assigned to
the AID Team, the Director is responsible for providing additional, juvenile-specific
training that emphasizes the importance of interdisciplinary representation and the
need for creative dispositional advocacy. Continuing training and education is available on a monthly basis.
As the unit’s title suggests, attorneys on the Adolescent Intervention and Diversion
Team are strong advocates for diversion programs that provide rehabilitative services
in non-institutional settings. By working closely with a variety of community-based
organizations, mental health experts, and educational consultants to identify needsbased alternatives to incarceration, AID lawyers have had a great deal of success brokering dispositional plans that keep the office’s young clients in the community and
out of prison.
In many cases, AID Team representation continues after sentencing. The Criminal
Appeals Bureau handles appeals, and the Parole Revocation Defense Unit handles
parole revocation. The original CDD attorney handles probation revocation proceedings and may also respond to complaints by clients about prison conditions.
Alternatively, conditions issues may be referred to specialists in the Prisoners’ Rights
Project.
Supplemental Programs to Enhance Juvenile Indigent Defense
Capacity
TeamChild®, Washington
• Indigent defense systems should utilize expert and ancillary services
(Principle 4)
32 The AID Team hopes to expand to all four Legal Aid Society offices within the year.  Interview with Nancy Ginsburg,
Director, Adolescent Intervention and Diversion Team, Legal Aid Society (July 10, 2006).
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• Indigent defense systems should advocate for the educational needs of
their clients (Principle 9)
• Indigent defense systems have an obligation to present independent
treatment and disposition alternatives to the court (Principle 8)
The first TeamChild® program was developed in Washington State as an effort to
prevent youth involvement with the criminal justice system by addressing youths’
basic needs.33 The program combines the expertise of civil and criminal advocates to comprehensively address the legal needs of juveniles accused of offenses
and advocates for youth to help secure their rights to education, health care and
housing. Since the program’s inception in Seattle/King County, Washington in 1995,
TeamChild has successfully established offices in five diverse counties in Washington
and serves approximately 1,000 youth each year.
In developing the program, TeamChild’s creators considered research regarding risk factors for juvenile delinquency, such as anti-social behavior, academic
failure, poverty, learning disabilities, and emotional disturbances, and designed the
program accordingly. Advocates seek to ensure that children in the juvenile justice
system receive services to address these risk factors. While TeamChild is not a public
defense program and only provides civil legal representation, it partners with local
public defender offices, law schools, and legal aid offices to provide services to their
existing clients or those at risk of involvement in the juvenile justice system and to
assist defenders with the development of alternative disposition plans for juvenile
court.34
TeamChild has been found to produce cost savings to the juvenile justice system
and taxpayers by reducing a youth’s juvenile court involvement. A study by the
Washington State Institute for Public Policy determined that for every child receiving full assistance from TeamChild, $4,000 in taxpayer funds was saved.35 A recent,
independent evaluation of the program also showed that compared to a matched
group of youth, TeamChild clients were half as likely to have juvenile court contact
in the twelve months after receiving their help.36 The same study estimated that it
takes only six months for the criminal justice savings to pay back the cost of providing TeamChild services.

33 The Washington Defender Association, a statewide membership organization for public defenders in Washington State,
was also instrumental in helping TeamChild® get off the ground and open its second office in Spokane Washington.
34 Interview with Simmie Baer, founder of the TeamChild program; see also www/teamchild.org/overview.html (visited November 3, 2004).  Information also obtained from the Team Child grant proposal provided by the Executive Director of Team
Child, Anne A. Lee.  Information can be requested by contacting Team Child at (206) 322-2444 or at www.teamchild.org.
35 Interview with Simmie Baer; see also Washington State Institute for Public Policy, Watching the Bottom Line: Cost-Effective
Interventions for Reducing Crime in Washington, January 1998, available at www.wsipp.wa.gov/rptfiles/98-01-1201.pdf (visited
October 25, 2005).
36 Rainier Research Associates, Ernst Stromsdorfer, PhD, January 2005.  
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Gator TeamChild®, Gainesville, Florida
• Indigent defense systems should support and encourage juvenile defense
team members through internal and external comprehensive training
(Principle 7)
• Indigent defense systems should utilize expert and ancillary services
(Principle 4)
• Indigent defense systems should supervise attorneys and staff and
monitor work and caseloads (Principle 5)
Modeled after the original TeamChild program in Seattle, Washington, the Gator
TeamChild program at the University of Florida provides free legal services to indigent children and trains law students, social workers and other professionals in skills
necessary to be advocates for children. The University of Florida provides office
space, technology support, and research resources.37
The clinic is staffed by one attorney, one clinical social worker, and one secretary.
Law students are certified by the Florida Supreme Court to practice under the supervision of faculty who are licensed attorneys. Students work in teams with supervised
graduate level social workers and psychology students. The clinic receives referrals
from judges, guardians ad litem, school officials, public defenders, prosecutors, state
agency workers, and medical personnel, among others. Gator TeamChild handles
twenty-five to thirty cases at a time and represents children on issues ranging from
delinquency and dependency to emancipation, guardianship, school suspension and
expulsion, special education and Social Security and Medicaid issues. The clinic
accepts cases at any stage of proceedings and generally represents the client for the
rest of his/her case and, if needed, until the child reaches adulthood.
JustChildren, Virginia
• Indigent defense systems should provide children with continuous legal
representation throughout the delinquency process (Principle 1)
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for positive change through
legal advocacy, legislative improvements and systems reform on behalf of
the children whom they serve (Principle 10)
JustChildren, a legal services program with several offices around Virginia, was
launched in 1998 and originally modeled after the Washington TeamChild program.
The program employs multiple strategies, including direct representation, community organizing, training, and systemic legal and policy advocacy to help reform and
improve Virginia’s public education and juvenile justice systems.
JustChildren’s attorneys receive referrals and appointments from public defenders,
probation officers and judges, and work closely with these and other court profes37 For juvenile public defense providers with limited staffing and capacity, a law school clinic can be an ideal venue for
operation.
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sionals to ensure that their clients receive the community-based services necessary
to meet their needs. This representation takes place at the administrative level, in the
community, or at the dispositional phase in court proceedings. In addition to working
with children who are still in their communities, JustChildren attorneys also represent young people confined in the Commonwealth’s juvenile correctional centers,
helping them secure more appropriate services and safe conditions, as well as, in
appropriate cases, early release.
On a systemic level, JustChildren staff have coordinated the Virginia Coalition for
Juvenile Justice, played a key role in the production and well-publicized release of an
American Bar Association assessment of Virginia’s juvenile justice system, and successfully worked on the passage of legislation requiring the provision of counsel for
children at their initial detention hearings. They have also conducted meaningful
reform in the critical area of community reentry for children leaving juvenile prisons,
requiring the state Board of Education to comply with a law requiring that regulations be drafted to ensure timely enrollment for released juveniles. Their efforts also
prompted the General Assembly to pass legislation requiring the provision of mental
health services and transition planning for the same population. JustChildren also
devotes considerable resources to training and capacity building among parents and
other child-serving professionals, having trained more than 1,200 parents and professionals in the past three years.
First Defense Legal Aid, Chicago, Illinois
• Defense counsel should be assigned at the earliest possible stage of
delinquency proceedings (Principle 1)
• Indigent defense systems should advocate for positive change though
legal advocacy, legislative improvements and systems reform on behalf of
the children whom they serve (Principle 10)
First Defense Legal Aid (FDLA) represents adults and juveniles in police custody in
the period after arrest, but before formal charges are filed, in order to provide access
to counsel as early in the case as possible and to ensure that individuals’ constitutional rights are respected while in the custody of the Chicago Police Department.
FDLA’s two staff members, an Executive Director and a part-time staff attorney,
oversee a 24-hour hotline for juveniles and adults who are arrested and seeking representation during police interrogation and questioning. Attorneys are also available
for those who believe they have warrants or are considered “persons of interest” and
wanted for questioning. Over seventy individuals serve as volunteer attorneys, taking
one 12-hour shift per month on nights, weekends, and holidays such that an attorney
is on call twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week. FDLA also has a staff member
or volunteer attorney as a back-up during every shift to assist the volunteer attorney
in dealing with difficult issues.38

38 See www.first-defense.org/AboutUs.htm (visited October 18, 2005); Interview with Jessica Webb, Staff Attorney, First
Defense Legal Aid.
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FDLA also presents Streetlaw workshops in schools and community centers to
educate youth and at-risk adults about their rights and the First Defense program.
In fact, last year over thirty individuals assisted FDLA as Streetlaw volunteers and
performed approximately seventy-five Streetlaw presentations. Although forced to
abandon impact litigation due to budget constraints, FDLA continues to push for systemic change in the criminal justice system through collaborative efforts and strong
connections with area law school clinics.
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Conclusion
All citizens and, therefore, all branches of government at the local, state and national
level have a fundamental interest in ensuring public safety. While public safety is a
multi-faceted issue, it is well established that satisfying the due process rights of children in the justice system is a crucial factor. In order to protect these due process
rights, youth must have meaningful access to effective assistance of counsel at all
stages of the justice process.
The programs described herein provide just some examples of tangible efforts jurisdictions can undertake to secure accountability of these rights for children. Although
these programs’ designs and services may differ according to community needs and
funding streams, they share a commitment to the need for zealous, multi-disciplinary
representation for youth in the juvenile and criminal justice systems and beyond.
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C o n ta c t s
National Juvenile Defender Center
1350 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite 304
Washington, DC 20036
Phone: 202.452.0010
Fax: 202.452.1205
Email: inquiries@njdc.info
Web: www.njdc.info

National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges
P.O. Box 8970   
Reno, NV 89507   
Phone: 775.784.6012   
Fax: 775.784.6628   
Email: staff@ncjfcj.org
Web: www.ncjfcj.org

Southern Juvenile Defender Center
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, and South Carolina
Marion Chartoff and Danielle Lipow
Southern Poverty Law Center
PO Box 2087
Montgomery, AL 36104
Phone: 334.956.8200
Fax: 334.956.8481
Email: mchartoff@splcenter.org or dlipow@splcenter.org
Web: www.juveniledefender.org

Juvenile Justice Project of Louisiana
1600 Oretha Castle Haley Blvd.
New Orleans, LA 70113
Phone: 504.522.5437
Fax: 504.522.5430
Email: info@jjpl.org
Web: www.jjpl.org

Law Offices of the Public Defender for the Eleventh Judicial Circuit of Florida
1320 NW 14th St.
Miami, FL 33125
Phone: 305.545.1600
Email: webmaster@pdmiami.com
Web: www.pdmiami.com
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The Public Defender Service for the District of Columbia
633 Indiana Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20004
Phone: 800.341.2582
Fax: 202.824.2423
Email: info@pdsdc.org
Web: www.pdsdc.org

Maryland Office of the Public Defender
6 Saint Paul Street, Suite 1400
Baltimore, MD 21201
Phone: 877.430.5187
Fax: 410.333.8496
Web: www.opd.state.md.us

Office of the Juvenile Defender, North Carolina
123 West Main Street, Suite 610
Durham, NC 27701
Phone: 919.560.5931
Fax: 919.560.5933
Email: Eric.J.Zogry@nccourts.org

The Defender Association of Philadelphia
1441 Sansom Street, Suite 1009
Philadelphia, PA 19102-3004
Phone: 267.765.6685
Web: www.phila.gov/defender/index.html

Youth Advocacy Project
Ten Malcolm X Boulevard
Roxbury, MA 02119-1776
Phone: 617.445.5640
Fax: 617.541.0904
Email: info@youthadvocacyproject.org
Web: www.youthadvocacyproject.org

The Legal Aid Society of New York
Juvenile Rights Division
199 Water Street, 3rd Floor
New York, New York 10038
Phone: 212.577.3300
Fax: 212.577.3520
Web: www.legal-aid.org/index.htm
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TeamChild
1225 S. Weller Street, Suite 420
Seattle, WA 98144
Phone: 206.322.2444
Fax: 206.381.1742
Email: questions@teamchild.org
Web: www.teamchild.org

Gator TeamChild
Box 117626
Gainesville, FL 32611-7626
Phone: 352.392.0412
Fax: 352.392.0414
Email: wright@law.ufl.edu
Web: www.law.ufl.edu/academics/clinics/juvenile

JustChildren
Legal Aid Justice Center
1000 Preston Avenue, Suite A
Charlottesville, VA 22903
Phone: 434.977.0553
Fax: 434.977.0558
Web: www.justice4all.org

First Defense Legal Aid
3645 W. Chicago Avenue, Suite 240
Chicago, IL 60651
Phone: 773.826.6550
Email: mwilson@first-defense.org
Web: www.first-defense.org

