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The Maryland Judiciary supports House Bill 313. This bill would amend CJP § 3-8A-
19.6 (which addresses probation in juvenile justice cases by establishing a definition of
“technical violation” and establishing time limits for probation based on the acts
committed by the child) by repealing all current language and substituting:

The court may place a child on probation for a term that the court determines is
appropriate to ensure that the child is able to complete any necessary services and
treatment.

The Judiciary supports the ability of the juvenile court to tailor orders to address the
specific needs of the individual child who is before the court. This includes the ability to
extend probation so that it lasts long enough for the child to be enrolled in needed
services and to complete the full regimen of those services.

The need for judicial flexibility in crafting orders in juvenile probation cases is
exacerbated by the need for substance use and mental health services for so many
children on probation and the absolute lack of available services. It is far too common
for the period of probation to end before the child is admitted to services or, if admitted,
to complete those services.

The Judiciary notes that the bill would repeal the definition of “technical violation” of
probation. The term is used elsewhere in CJP Title 3, Subtitle 8A (e.g., § 3-8A-19.7,
providing that a child “may not be placed in a facility used for detention for a technical
violation) and retaining a definition would be beneficial.
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